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The quantum trajectory sensing problem seeks quantum sensor states which enable the trajectories
of incident particles to be distinguished using a single measurement. For an n-qubit sensor state
to unambiguously discriminate a set of trajectories with a single projective measurement, all post-
trajectory output states must be mutually orthogonal; therefore, the 2n state coefficients must
satisfy a system of constraints which is typically very large. Given that this system is generally
challenging to solve directly, we introduce a group-theoretic framework which simplifies the criteria
for sensor states and exponentially reduces the number of equations and variables involved when the
trajectories obey certain symmetries. These simplified criteria yield general families of trajectory
sensor states and provide bounds on the particle-sensor interaction strength required for perfect
one-shot trajectory discrimination. Furthermore, we establish a link between trajectory sensing
and quantum error correction, recognizing their common motivation to identify perturbations using
projective measurements. Our sensor states in fact form novel quantum codes, and conversely, a
number of familiar stabilizer codes (such as toric codes) also provide trajectory sensing capabilities.
This connection enables noise-resilient trajectory sensing through the concatenation of sensor states
with quantum error-correcting codes.

I. INTRODUCTION

The trajectory of a particle through a medium creates
spatial patterns that reveal its intrinsic properties and
the conditions of its origin. By tracking the motion of
collision products, detectors at high-energy particle col-
liders can determine quantities such as particle charge,
momentum, energy, and lifetime and also elucidate pro-
duction/decay mechanisms [1, 2]. Additionally, scintilla-
tors [3], bubble chambers [4], and Cherenkov detectors [5]
are used to investigate the cosmic origins of muons, neu-
trinos, and potential dark matter candidates by inferring
their paths intercepted near Earth’s surface. Further-
more, the spatial distribution of emitted or transmitted
particles is the basis for imaging in diverse applications
such as telescopy [6], diagnostic medicine [7], and elec-
tron microscopy [8].

Because realistic particles often only interact weakly
with a sensor, particle trajectory sensing stands to bene-
fit from quantum resources, which are known to improve
sensitivities for measurements of forces and fields [9, 10].
A model for a quantum trajectory sensor might consist
of an array of networked quantum systems (qubits or
qudits) such that an incident particle applies the same
local unitary operation to each system coincident with
its path. The different trajectories of the particle would
produce various perturbation patterns on the array which
could ideally be distinguished using a single projective
measurement. Although quantum sensor networks have
been developed for estimating spatially-distributed con-
tinuous variables, such as multiple local parameters [11]
or linear functions of local parameters [12], the set of
possible trajectory patterns within the above model is
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discrete. In the direction of discrete sensing, previous
work has produced quantum schemes which help to lo-
calize a perturbation that affects just a single sensor in a
network [13, 14]. These advances naturally motivate the
exploration of quantum sensor networks which instead
aim to discriminate spatial patterns spread over multiple
sensors.

Although a quantum trajectory sensor can be under-
stood as a sensor network, it can also be viewed as a kind
of quantum code where various spatial perturbations are
treated as errors to be distinguished by a syndrome mea-
surement. However, the errors corresponding to trajecto-
ries are quite different from those considered convention-
ally in quantum error correction (QEC). While QEC typ-
ically focuses on independent and identically-distributed
single-qubit Pauli errors [15], trajectories may involve
highly correlated non-Pauli operations affecting many
qubits. Nevertheless, special quantum codes have been
introduced to recover correlated erasure errors due to
cosmic rays [16–18], and their usefulness bolsters the
prospect of achieving trajectory sensing through QEC.
Other related work has also shown that repeated syn-
drome measurements on codes can be employed for the
characterization of quantum dynamics [19, 20] in addi-
tion to error channel parameter estimation and hypoth-
esis testing [21]. These techniques are promising for tra-
jectory sensing as well, especially if they could be adapted
to use only single-shot measurements.

Importantly, it is unclear how to efficiently find a
suitable n-qubit sensor state for distinguishing trajecto-
ries because the 2n-dimensional Hilbert space of possible
states is prohibitively large for a brute-force search. Sim-
ilar challenges are encountered when searching for new
quantum codes. To overcome this obstacle in the context
of QEC, numerous families of codes have been introduced
which use symmetry to simplify their description and
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construction. For example, a rich class of permutation-
invariant codes has been developed which correct for
spontaneous decay errors as well as arbitrary qubit errors
[22–25]; any n-qubit permutation-invariant code state
can be parameterized with only O(n) variables [26] and
expressed as a superposition of Dicke states, which are
known to be useful for metrology [27, 28]. Along similar
lines, there also exist codes displaying cyclic permuta-
tion symmetry which correct trajectory-like Pauli burst
errors [29]. On the other hand, the widely-used stabilizer
codes [30] instead harness symmetries of the Pauli group
to efficiently describe a 2n-dimensional code space using
only O(n) stabilizer group generators. The success of
all of the aforementioned codes suggests that the search
for trajectory sensors may be analogously simplified by
leveraging permutation and Pauli symmetries to reduce
the space of prospective sensor states.

In a companion paper [31], we posed the following tra-
jectory sensing (TS) problem: given a sensor array and
set of trajectories, how strongly must the incident parti-
cle interact with the array for there to exist sensor states
which can unambiguously distinguish the possible tra-
jectories via a single projective measurement? Address-
ing this challenge, we showed that sensor entanglement
can reduce the particle-sensor interaction strength θ re-
quired for perfect trajectory identification. In particular,
we introduced families of sensor states, called TS states,
which can discriminate trajectories with zero error pro-
vided that θ exceeds a certain threshold and the trajec-
tories obey certain symmetries.

In this paper, we develop a formal mathematical frame-
work for constructing these TS states. Specifically, we
initially consider a noiseless, idealized setting of the TS
problem where the individual sensors are qubits and the
incident particle rotates each qubit along its path by the
same angle θ ∈ [0, π] around a fixed axis of the Bloch
sphere; here, θ parameterizes the strength of the particle-
sensor interaction. After establishing basic criteria which
determine whether a TS state exists for a given value
of θ, we use permutation and Pauli symmetry groups
to dramatically simplify these criteria. We subsequently
reframe the TS state existence problem as a linear pro-
gramming problem and derive closed-form bounds on the
intervals of θ over which two broad families of TS states
are guaranteed to exist. Switching to the quantum er-
ror correction viewpoint, we then build codes from TS
states that encode one logical qubit and correct the error
channel of applying a random trajectory to the sensor.
We then derive criteria that determine whether familiar
stabilizer code states are TS states. We subsequently
use these criteria to show how existing stabilizer codes,
such as toric codes, can be repurposed for sensing tra-
jectories. Lastly, we demonstrate that concatenating TS
states with existing error-correcting codes can allow for
perfect trajectory sensing even in the presence of envi-
ronmental noise.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec-
tion II, we formalize the TS problem and develop a group-

theoretic approach to simplifying the criteria for the ex-
istence of TS states. Then, in Section III, we use these
tools to derive a reduced system of equations which de-
termines whether a TS state exists at a particular θ.
We ultimately apply this result for two families of TS
problems in Section IV to determine the intervals of θ
where TS states exist. Finally, in Section V, we develop
a correspondence between TS states and stabilizer codes
and discuss the construction of TS states resilient against
noise.

II. QUANTUM TRAJECTORY SENSING:
THEORY

We begin by assembling a theoretical formalism within
which a given TS scenario can be discussed in a math-
ematically concrete fashion. First, in Section IIA, we
introduce some foundational assumptions about the TS
scenario and formally define the TS problem. Then, in
Section II B, we use symmetry groups of the TS scenario
to systematically simplify the criteria for useful TS states.

A. Trajectory sensing formalism

A quantum trajectory sensor consists of an array of n
individual quantum systems each uniquely labeled with
an integer index 1, . . . , n. In this work, we choose the
systems to be qubits, although a more general treatment
might consider qudits instead. Let H denote the Hilbert
space spanned by the possible states of the array, and
note that dimH = 2n. Additionally, let U(H) denote the
set of unitary operators on H.
We assume that the interaction between particle and

sensor qubits is short-range. In particular, only those
qubits which are exactly coincident with the particle path
are rotated, and they are all rotated by the same local
unitary operator in SU(2). Any operator in SU(2) can
be described as a rotation about some axis of the Bloch
sphere; without loss of generality, we choose the qubit
rotation axis to be Z, since all axes are equivalent up
to a change of computational basis. Thus, assume the
incident particle applies the operator

RZ(θ) = exp

(
− iθ

2
Z

)
(1)

to each qubit along its path, where Z is the Pauli-Z op-
erator. The parameter θ represents the particle-qubit
interaction strength and is allowed to take values in the
interval [0, π].
The assumption of a short-range interaction allows us

to meaningfully define a trajectory. Note that any two
particle paths which intersect the same set of qubits in-
duce an identical perturbation on the sensor array. Since
such paths cannot reasonably be distinguished by this
sensor model, we propose that they represent equivalent
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trajectories. Accordingly, we define the trajectory T as-
sociated with a path to be the set of qubits intercepted
by the particle; T is thus a subset of [n] := {1, . . . n}. The
perturbation induced on the whole array by a trajectory
T is then represented with the n-qubit unitary R(T )(θ),
which corresponds to applying RZ(θ) to each qubit in T :

R(T )(θ) =

n⊗
j=1

RZ(θ · 1T (j)), (2)

where 1T (j) is an indicator function that returns 1 if
j ∈ T and 0 otherwise.
A TS scenario is characterized by the array size n, the

interaction strength θ, and the set T of allowed trajec-
tories to be discriminated. Note that T ⊆ P([n]), where
P([n]) is the power set (i.e., the set of subsets) of [n].
In this work, we assume that all allowed trajectories in
T are of equal size, where the size of a trajectory T is
defined as |T |, the number of qubits it contains. Given
an input sensor state |ψ⟩, each of the trajectories T ∈ T
yield a distinct output state R(T )(θ) |ψ⟩ (see Figure 1).
For |ψ⟩ to be a useful trajectory sensor, we require that

the various trajectories are distinguishable via a single
projective measurement. Equivalently, the all trajectory
output states must be mutually orthogonal, thereby im-
posing the following conditions on the sensor state |ψ⟩:

⟨ψ|R†(T )(θ)R(T ′)(θ) |ψ⟩ = δT,T ′ (3)

for all T, T ′ ∈ T , where δT,T ′ = 1 if T = T ′ and 0
otherwise. To underscore the fact that each orthogonality
condition above involves a pair of trajectories, we define
the orthogonality operator

R(T,T ′)(θ) = R†(T )(θ)R(T ′)(θ) (4)

so that the above criteria take the simpler form

⟨ψ|R(T,T ′)(θ) |ψ⟩ = δT,T ′ (5)

for all T, T ′ ∈ T .
Given n and T , any |ψ⟩ satisfying Eq. (5) at a par-

ticular value of θ is called a TS state. Note that a TS
state satisfying these criteria at one value of θ generally
need not satisfy them at other values of θ. Furthermore,
since |ψ⟩ and R(T )(θ) |ψ⟩ are not required to be orthog-
onal, these TS states generally do not detect the mere
presence of a particle and only discriminate trajectories
provided the particle has already interacted with the sen-
sor.

For a given n and T , the TS problem asks for which
θ ∈ [0, π] there exists a TS state satisfying Eq. (5).
In principle, a TS problem is straightforward, although
computationally expensive, to solve via naive means.
One can determine whether a TS state exists at a par-
ticular value of θ by substituting the general ansatz

|ψ⟩ =
∑2n−1

j=0 aj |j⟩ (where aj ∈ C and the |j⟩ are Z-

eigenbasis vectors) into Eq. (5) and solving for aj . A

FIG. 1. Two trajectories T and T ′ of the incident particle in-
duce different perturbations on a sensor state |ψ⟩. The small
circles represent sensor qubits; the particle rotates each green
qubit along its path by RZ(θ). Trajectories T and T ′ are dis-
tinguishable by a single projective measurement if they pro-

duce orthogonal output states R(T )(θ) |ψ⟩ and R(T ′)(θ) |ψ⟩.

TS state exists if and only if there is a valid solution of
aj . The difficulty in this approach stems from the fact
that the system usually contains an enormous number of
variables and equations—there are 2n complex variables
and |T |2 equations. For any reasonably large qubit array
and set of allowed trajectories, this method of solving the
TS problem is intractable.
Fortunately, the TS scenario described above is de-

signed such that the symmetries involved can enable dra-
matic simplification of a given TS problem via group the-
ory. In particular, symmetries arise from the assump-
tions that (1) every qubit in a trajectory is perturbed by
the same single-qubit rotation and (2) this rotation takes
place about the Z-axis of the Bloch sphere. These two
assumptions respectively lead to groups of permutations
and Pauli matrices under which a given TS problem re-
mains invariant. Thus, in the following section, we deploy
group theory to explicitly describe how these permuta-
tion and Pauli symmetries can be utilized to simplify the
search for TS states.

B. Permutation groups and Pauli stabilizer groups

We iteratively build a group-theoretic framework for
solving the TS problem through the following steps.
First, in Section II B 1, we formally explore how permu-
tation and Pauli symmetry groups naturally emerge for
a given TS problem from the above two assumptions.
The goal is ultimately to use these symmetries to reduce
the TS state criteria, that is, the system of equations in
Eq. (5). In other words, we seek to understand which of
these equations may become equivalent due to symme-
try. In Section II B 2, we thus develop tools to describe
how the orthogonality operators and sensor states con-
stituting these equations transform under the action of
permutation and Pauli matrices. We finally invoke these
tools in Section II B 3 to establish a reduced set of criteria
for symmetry-invariant TS states.
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FIG. 2. Logical flow of Sections II-V. The small white bubbles represent propositions (e.g., P1 represents Proposition 1).

1. Symmetries of the TS problem

Any operations which leave the criteria of Eq. (5) un-
changed are symmetries of the corresponding TS prob-
lem. For a given sensor state |ψ⟩, these criteria are deter-
mined by the set R of allowed orthogonality operators,
where

R = {R(T,T ′)(θ) : T, T ′ ∈ T }. (6)

Suppose there exists a unitary U ∈ U(H) such that R
is invariant under conjugation by U ; that is, for every
R(T,T ′) ∈ R,

UR(T,T ′)U† ∈ R. (7)

Note that conjugation by U implements a bijection from
R to itself. Hence, conjugating all of the orthogonality
operators in Eq. (5) by U leads to identical criteria and
produces a physically equivalent TS scenario.

Such symmetries can enable simplification of a TS
problem. Suppose R is invariant under conjugation by
some U ∈ U(H). The following proposition then asserts
that fewer criteria from Eq. (5) are needed to confirm a
state as a TS state, assuming the state is also invariant
under U . Specifically, the proposition shows how some
criteria may become redundant due to symmetry:

Proposition 1. Suppose θ ̸= 0 and there exists U ∈
U(H) and T1, T

′
1, T2, T

′
2 ∈ T such that

UR(T1,T
′
1)(θ)U† = R(T2,T

′
2)(θ). (8)

Then for any |ψ⟩ satisfying U |ψ⟩ = |ψ⟩, Eq. (5) holds
for T = T1 and T ′ = T ′

1 if and only if it holds for T = T2
and T ′ = T ′

2.

Proof. U |ψ⟩ = |ψ⟩ implies that U† |ψ⟩ = |ψ⟩. Taken with
Eq. (8), this fact implies that

⟨ψ|R(T1,T
′
1)(θ) |ψ⟩ = ⟨ψ|R(T2,T

′
2)(θ) |ψ⟩ . (9)

To prove the desired result, it is sufficient to show that
δT1,T ′

1
= δT2,T ′

2
. Note that any R(T,T ′) equals the identity

matrix if and only if T = T ′ since θ ̸= 0. It then follows
from Eq. (8) that T2 = T ′

2 if and only if T1 = T ′
1, thereby

proving the claim.

Two symmetries of R arise due to the assumption
that every qubit in the trajectory is rotated by the
same local unitary. Because of this assumption, each
orthogonality operator in Eq. (5) can be written as

R(T,T ′) =
⊗n

j=1 Uj , where Uj ∈ {I,RZ , R
†
Z}. It follows

that R ⊆ {I,RZ , R
†
Z}⊗n, that is, the set of n-fold tensor

products of the operators {I,RZ , R
†
Z}. We now provide

two observations. Firstly, on a global level, the repeated
tensor product structure implies that R may be invari-
ant under certain permutations of the qubits. Secondly,

since each local set {I,RZ , R
†
Z} is closed under conju-

gation by the Pauli matrices {I,X, Y, Z}, there may be
tensor products of Paulis which also leave R unchanged
under conjugation.
These two types of symmetry in fact have useful group

structure. A permutation of the qubit indices can be
described by a bijection from the set [n] to itself. Define
a permutation group G to be a group formed by a set
of these permutations. The qubits in an orthogonality
operator can be permuted by any π ∈ G via conjugation
by the qubit permutation matrix

Pπ =
∑

j1,...,jn∈{0,1}

∣∣jπ−1(1) . . . jπ−1(n)

〉〈
j1 . . . jn

∣∣ , (10)

where the |j1 . . . jn⟩ are Z-eigenbasis states. The function
P , which maps a permutation to its permutation matrix,
is a faithful unitary representation of G on H. Since we
are interested in unitaries under which R is invariant, it
will be useful to define the subgroup G of U(H) which
consists of the permutation matrices Pπ for all π ∈ G.
Since G is the image of G under P , we can write G =
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P (G); note that G and G are isomorphic because P is
faithful.

Like qubit permutations, the tensor products of Paulis
can also form a group. Specifically, we use the notation S
to denote a subgroup of the Pauli group Pn on n qubits.
Pn consists of all n-fold tensor products of {I,X, Y, Z}
with multiplicative factors ±1 and ±i, that is, the set of
all operators

D = eiϕ
n⊗

j=1

Dj (11)

where ϕ ∈ {0, π2 , π,
3π
2 } and Dj ∈ {I,X, Y, Z}. Since the

Pauli matrices are unitary, any S is a subgroup of U(H)
as well.

To simplify a given TS problem, we therefore seek a
Pauli subgroup S and permutation group G such that R
is simultaneously invariant under conjugation by both S
and G = P (G). For any unitary subgroup K ≤ U(H), let
HK denote the simultaneous +1 eigenspace of all the op-
erators U ∈ K. It subsequently follows from Proposition
1 that if there exist nontrivial S and G under which R
is invariant, then fewer criteria are required to determine
whether a state in HS ∩HG is a TS state. Note that for
HS to be nontrivial, S must be abelian and not contain
the operator −I⊗n [15].

Observe that if R is invariant under some S and G
individually, then R is also invariant under products of
unitaries from either S or G. Define ⟨S,G⟩ to be the
subgroup of U(H) whose elements can be written as a
product of various D ∈ S and Pπ ∈ G:

⟨S,G⟩ =


k∏

j=1

Uj : Uj ∈ S ∪ G, k ∈ N

 , (12)

where N denotes the set of natural numbers. Then it
is readily verified that R is invariant under conjugation
by ⟨S,G⟩ if and only if it is invariant under both S and
G. Similarly, it easily follows that the space of states in-
variant under ⟨S,G⟩ equals the space invariant under S
and G, that is, H⟨S,G⟩ = HS ∩ HG . Therefore, two sepa-
rate symmetries S and G of a given TS problem can be
equivalently described as a single joint symmetry ⟨S,G⟩.

The action of any U ∈ ⟨S,G⟩ on operators and states
can be succinctly characterized by separating the result-
ing transformation into its local and global components.
In particular, note that Pauli operators effect local trans-
formations (due to their tensor product structure) while
permutations effect global rearrangements of the under-
lying qubits. Accordingly, each U ∈ ⟨S,G⟩ can in fact
be decomposed simply as the product of only one Pauli
operator D and one permutation matrix Pπ; Figure 3
illustrates how such a consolidation is possible.

However, as seen in Figure 3, the Pauli operator D
obtained from this decomposition need not necessarily
belong to S. Intuitively, D must be the product of some
Pauli operators in S whose qubits have been permuted

X

X

X

X

Pπ1 D1 Pπ2 D2

=

X

X

Pπ3 D3

FIG. 3. Consolidation of an element of ⟨S,G⟩ into the prod-
uct of one Pauli operator and one permutation. Let G =
⟨Pπ1 , Pπ2⟩ and S = ⟨D1, D2⟩. Observe that D2Pπ2D1Pπ1 ∈
⟨S,G⟩ can be rewritten as D3Pπ3 , where Pπ3 ∈ G but D3 /∈ S.
However, D3 ∈ SG instead.

by G, but note that these permutations potentially take
the constituent Pauli operators out of S. Thus, defining
SG to be the subgroup of Pn generated by

SG = ⟨Pπ′D′P †
π′ : D′ ∈ S, Pπ′ ∈ G⟩, (13)

it follows that D ∈ SG even if D /∈ S. In general, S ⊆ SG
with equality if S is closed under permutations of the
qubits by G, or equivalently, if G normalizes S. Hence,
whether D indeed belongs to S depends on whether G
normalizes S. We subsequently define the normalizer
N (S) of a given S to be the set of U ∈ U(H) such that
UD′U† ∈ S for all D′ ∈ S.

The following proposition then summarizes these re-
sults:

Proposition 2. The following are true for any S ≤ Pn

and permutation matrix group G:

(a) G ⊆ N (SG).

(b) Each element of ⟨S,G⟩ can be uniquely expressed as
DPπ for some D ∈ SG and Pπ ∈ G. Furthermore,
⟨S,G⟩ = SGG, where

SGG = {DPπ : D ∈ SG , Pπ ∈ G}. (14)

(c) If G ⊆ N (S), then SG = S.

Proof. Part (a). Write any D ∈ SG as D =
∏k

j=1 PjDjP
†
j

for some Pj ∈ G, Dj ∈ S, and k ∈ N. Then for any

Pπ ∈ G, we have PπDP
†
π = Pπ

(∏k
j=1 PjDjP

†
j

)
P †
π =∏k

j=1 Pπ

(
PjDjP

†
j

)
P †
π =

∏k
j=1 P

′
jDjP

′†
j where P ′

j =

PπPj ∈ G. It follows that PπDP
†
π ∈ SG , so G ⊆ N (SG).

Part (b). Since S ⊆ SG , any U ∈ ⟨S,G⟩ can be written
as a product of elements from SG and G. Hence, U can

be written as U =
∏k

j=1 Uj for some Uj ∈ SG ∪ G and

k ∈ N. For every Pπ ∈ G and D ∈ SG , part (b) implies
that PπD = D′Pπ for some D′ ∈ SG . Repeatedly us-
ing this rule, the factors of U can be reordered to write
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U =
(∏l

j=1Dj

)(∏k−l
j′=1 Pj′

)
for some Dj ∈ SG , Pj′ ∈ G,

and l ≤ k. It follows that U can be expressed as the
product of one element of SG and one element of G. The
uniqueness of this expression follows from the fact that
SG ∩ G contains only the identity matrix.

It remains to show that ⟨S,G⟩ = SGG. The inclu-
sion ⟨S,G⟩ ⊆ SGG follows immediately from above. Con-
versely, since each element of SG is a product of elements
from S and G, we have ⟨S,G⟩ ⊇ SGG, which implies the
result.

Part (c). Assume G ⊆ N (S). Then PπDP
†
π ∈ S for

any D ∈ S and Pπ ∈ G. It follows from Eq. (13) that
SG = S.

Hence, any U ∈ ⟨S,G⟩ can in general be written as the
product of one Pauli operator in SG and one permutation
matrix in G. We refer to SG as a G-invariant Pauli sub-
group since SG is invariant under conjugation by G due to
Proposition 2a above. Furthermore, in the special case
that G ⊆ N (S), U can be written simply as the product
of one element of S and one element of G.
Thus far, we have established the general joint symme-

try group ⟨S,G⟩ of R and suggested that this symmetry
should reduce the number of criteria required to verify a
TS state inHS∩HG . However, it remains unclear exactly
which criteria become redundant when this symmetry is
applied. Generally speaking, we showed in Proposition 1
that two equations from Eq. (5) become equivalent if:

1. A symmetry operation transforms the orthogonal-
ity operator of one equation into that of the other.

2. The sensor state of interest is invariant under the
same symmetry.

Therefore, in the next subsection, we develop tools to
concretely describe how orthogonality operators and sen-
sor states transform under a given ⟨S,G⟩.

2. Induced transformations of trajectory pairs and
bit-strings

The general TS problem summarized by Eq. (5) in-
volves two fundamental mathematical objects: orthog-
onality operators in U(H) and sensor states |ψ⟩ in H.
Each of these operators and states is each associated
with a simpler, more abstract index object. For exam-
ple, each orthogonality operator R(T,T ′) is indexed by
an ordered pair (T, T ′) of trajectories. The indices of all

R(T,T ′) ∈ R thus constitute T 2, the set of all pairs of
allowed trajectories. Note that the map from T 2 to R
is not injective; for example, even if T ̸= T ′, then we
still have R(T,T ) = R(T ′,T ′) = I⊗n. On the other hand,
any sensor state |ψ⟩ can be written as a superposition
of Z-eigenbasis vectors |j1 . . . jn⟩, which are indexed by
bit-strings j1 . . . jn. We use the symbol Zn

2 = {0, 1}n to
denote the set of all length-n bit-strings, and it is obvious
that a bijection exists between Zn

2 and the Z-eigenbasis.

Many transformations of orthogonality operators and
Z-eigenbasis states can equivalently be understood as
transformations of their associated index objects. Sup-
pose there exists a unitary U which transforms each or-
thogonality operator and basis state into another such
that for any T1, T

′
1 ⊆ [n] and j1 . . . jn ∈ Zn

2 ,

UR(T1,T
′
1)U† = R(T2,T

′
2) and

U |j1 . . . jn⟩ = |j′1 . . . j′n⟩ (15)

for some T2, T
′
2 ⊆ [n] and j′1 . . . j

′
n ∈ Zn

2 . It follows that U
also induces a transformation of the indices, that is, the
application of U maps (T1, T

′
1) → (T2, T

′
2) and j1 . . . jn →

j′1 . . . j
′
n. Subsequently, we may rewrite Eq. (15) as

UR(T1,T
′
1)U† = Ru(T1,T

′
1) and

U |j1 . . . jn⟩ = |u(j1 . . . jn)⟩ , (16)

where u(·) is some function of the indices satisfying
u(T1, T

′
1) = (T2, T

′
2) and u(j1 . . . jn) = j′1 . . . j

′
n.

This observation suggests a duality between groups
which act naturally on the Hilbert space H and groups
which act naturally on sets of indices. Suppose there ex-
ists a group of unitary transformations on H such that
every U in the group satisfies Eq. (16) for some function
u(·) of the indices. We then expect that the various u
might also form a group, and we furthermore anticipate
that the map from each U to its corresponding u may
constitute a group homomorphism.

Table 1 summarizes how each operator, state, and sym-
metry group relevant for trajectory sensing can be paired
with a separate index object. We have already seen how
orthogonality operators and basis states are respectively
indexed by trajectory pairs and bit-strings. Moreover,
by the above duality, we expect that each group which
transforms operators and states (i.e., S, G, and ⟨S,G⟩)
should correspond to another group which instead re-
alizes the induced transformations of the associated in-
dices. In the remainder of this subsection, we will inves-
tigate the structure of these corresponding groups which
act on indices.
In general, we are motivated to study orthogonality op-

erators, basis states, and symmetry groups through their
corresponding index objects for the following reasons.
Firstly, the index objects succinctly consolidate the useful
mathematical structure of their parent objects. Transfor-
mations of trajectory pairs and bit-strings are therefore
generally simpler to analyze than transformations of the
corresponding operators and states. Furthermore, note
that a TS problem is fully defined by its inputs n and T ;
consequently, by studying R through its index set T 2,
one can use the given structure of T to determine which
specific symmetries of R may be available to simplify a
particular TS problem.
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Object associated with H Index object Mapping

trajectory perturbation R(T ) trajectory T

perturbation set {R(T ) : T ∈ T } trajectory set T ↔
orthogonality operator R(T,T ′) trajectory pair (T, T ′)

orthogonality operator set R trajectory pair set T 2 ←
Z-eigenbasis state |j1 . . . jn⟩ bit-string j1 . . . jn
Z-eigenbasis {|j1 . . . jn⟩ : j1 . . . jn ∈ Zn

2 } bit-string set Zn
2 ↔

permutation matrix Pπ permutation π
permutation matrix group G permutation group G ↔ (isomorphism P )

Pauli operator D qubit swap σD

Pauli subgroup S swap group S → (homomorphism σ)
G-invariant Pauli subgroup SG G-invariant swap group SG → (homomorphism σ)
group generated by S,G ⟨S,G⟩ = SGG semidirect product SG ⋊G → (homomorphism Φ)

TABLE 1. Mathematical objects associated with the Hilbert space H and their corresponding index objects. In the “Mapping”
column, an arrow is included if the two objects in that row are both sets; a double-headed arrow “↔” indicates a bijection,
while a single-headed arrow “→” or “←” indicates a (not necessarily injective) surjection. If the two sets are groups, then the
mapping is specified to be a homomorphism and/or isomorphism.

We can apply this principle to determine how orthog-
onality operators and basis states transform under per-
mutations of the qubits. Suppose we are given a permu-
tation group G, which consists of bijections π from [n]
to itself. Recall G is isomorphic to a permutation matrix
group G = P (G). Intuitively, if we conjugate R(T,T ′) by
some permutation matrix Pπ ∈ G, then the qubits within
each trajectory of the index (T, T ′) will be permuted by
the corresponding π ∈ G. Likewise, applying Pπ to a
Z-eigenbasis state |j1 . . . jn⟩ should permute the bits of
the index j1 . . . jn by π. The following proposition then
formalizes this intuition.

Proposition 3. Let G be any permutation group on [n].
Then the following are true for any π ∈ G:

(a) For any T, T ′ ⊆ [n],

PπR
(T,T ′)P †

π = Rπ(T,T ′), (17)

where π(T, T ′) is the group action of G on [n]2 de-
fined by

π(T, T ′) = (π(T ), π(T ′)) (18)

with π(T ) = {π(j) : j ∈ T}.

(b) For any Z-eigenbasis state |j1 . . . jn⟩,

Pπ |j1 . . . jn⟩ = |π(j1 . . . jn)⟩ , (19)

where π(j1 . . . jn) is the group action of G on Zn
2

defined by

π(j1 . . . jn) = jπ−1(1) . . . jπ−1(n). (20)

Proof. Part (a). The left side of Eq. (17) can be rewritten
as

PπR
(T,T ′)P †

π = PπR
†(T )R(T ′)P †

π

=
(
PπR

†(T )P †
π

)(
PπR

(T ′)P †
π

)
. (21)

Proposition A2 from Appendix A 1 implies that conju-
gating R(T ′) by Pπ permutes its tensor factors so that
PπR

(T ′)P †
π = R(π(T ′)). Thus,

PπR
(T,T ′)P †

π = R†(π(T ))R(π(T ′)) = R(π(T ),π(T ′)), (22)

from which Eq. (17) follows. Additionally, it is easy to
verify that Eq. (18) satisfies the group action axioms.
Part (b). Follows trivially from Eq. (10). It is also

easy to verify that Eq. (20) satisfies the group action
axioms.

It follows that the action of G on orthogonality oper-
ators and states corresponds to the action of G on in-
dices. This proposition supports the anticipated duality
between groups which act naturally on the Hilbert space
H (e.g., G) and groups which act naturally on the index
set [n] (e.g., G). In the case of G and G, this correspon-
dence takes the form of the isomorphism P .
On the other hand, it is not immediately obvious

whether a Pauli subgroup S also has a corresponding
group on [n] which realizes the induced transformations
of the indices. Note that in the tensor product decom-
position of R(T,T ′), each qubit in T receives an RZ while

each qubit in T ′ receives an R†
Z . Now let S be any sub-

group of Pn and consider the conjugation of R(T,T ′) by

some D ∈ S. Since XRZX
† = Y RZY

† = R†
Z , if D

applies an X or Y to any qubit contained in T or T ′,
then that qubit is effectively swapped between the two
trajectories. It follows that the induced group on [n]
must transform trajectory pairs by swapping the subset
of qubits which receive either X or Y . Similarly, we an-
ticipate that the induced group must also act on basis
states by bit-flipping those qubits which receive X or Y
(up to a phase). Accordingly, define the map σ which
returns the subset of qubits receiving X or Y for any
general D ∈ Pn:

σD = {j : Dj = X or Dj = Y }, (23)
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where the Dj are the tensor factors of D defined in Eq.
(11). Next, let S be the set of σD for all D ∈ S; equiv-
alently, S = σ(S) is the image of S under σ. Note that
S ≤ P([n]). It is straightforward to verify that S forms a
group under the composition law △, where △ is the set
symmetric difference defined by

ς △ ς ′ = (ς ∪ ς ′) \ (ς ∩ ς ′) (24)

for any ς, ς ′ ∈ S. Furthermore, it is readily shown that σ
is a surjective homomorphism from S to S (see Proposi-
tion A3 in Appendix A2). This S, which we call a qubit
swap group, is in fact the desired induced group which
swaps qubits between the paired trajectories and flips
bit-strings, as shown in the following proposition:

Proposition 4. Let S be any subgroup of Pn. Then the
following are true for any D ∈ S:

(a) For any T, T ′ ⊆ [n],

DR(T,T ′)D† = RσD(T,T ′), (25)

where σD(T, T ′) is the group action of S = σ(S) on
[n]2 defined by

σD(T1, T
′
1) = (T2, T

′
2) (26)

with

T2 = (T1 \ σD) ∪ (T ′
1 ∩ σD) and

T ′
2 = (T ′

1 \ σD) ∪ (T1 ∩ σD). (27)

(b) For any Z-eigenbasis state |j1 . . . jn⟩,

D |j1 . . . jn⟩ = eiϕ |σD(j1 . . . jn)⟩ (28)

for some ϕ ∈ [0, 2π); define σD(j1 . . . jn) to be the
group action of S on Zn

2 given by

σD(j1 . . . jn) = j′1 . . . j
′
n, (29)

where

j′k =

{
jk ⊕ 1 k ∈ σD
jk k /∈ σD

(30)

for k = 1, . . . , n. The ⊕ symbol indicates addition
modulo 2.

Proof. See Appendix A 2.

In contrast to G and G, the groups S and S are not
necessarily isomorphic. The potential non-injectivity of
the homomorphism σ is due to the fact that conjugation
by X or Y has identical effect on the operators RZ and

R†
Z . For example, conjugating anyR(T,T ′) by eitherX⊗n

or Y ⊗n produces an identical result. Consequently, there
may be multiple Paulis in S which identically transform
all R(T,T ′) operators.

Evidently, applying products of permutations and
Paulis from a given ⟨S,G⟩ to orthogonality operators and
states also induces transformations of the indices, so we
again describe these induced transformations with a cor-
responding group on [n]. Recall the equality ⟨S,G⟩ =
SGG from Proposition 2b, which provides a convenient
way to write each element of ⟨S,G⟩ as the product of
one Pauli operator and one permutation matrix. Now
define SG = σ(SG) to be the image of SG under the map
σ. Equivalently, SG can be defined directly in terms of
S = σ(S) and G = P−1(G) as the subgroup of P([n])
generated by

SG = ⟨π(ς) : ς ∈ S, π ∈ G⟩ (31)

with the composition law △, where π(ς) = {π(j) : j ∈ ς}
(see Proposition A5 of Appendix A3). Noting the exist-
ing correspondences SG → SG and G → G, we expect
that the group on [n] associated with ⟨S,G⟩ should be
some product of SG and G. In fact, the desired group
is the semidirect product SG ⋊ G, defined as the set of
pairs (ς, π) for all ς ∈ SG and π ∈ G together with the
composition law

(ς, π) · (ς ′, π′) = (ς △ π(ς ′), ππ′). (32)

Proposition A7 asserts that π(·) is an automorphism of
SG for all π ∈ G, which guarantees that SG ⋊ G is a
well-defined semidirect product; additionally, due to this
proposition, we call SG a G-invariant qubit swap group.
Because there exist homomorphisms σ from SG to SG

and P−1 from G to G, there also exists a natural homo-
morphism Φ from ⟨S,G⟩ = SGG to SG⋊G. In particular,
define

Φ(U) = (σD, π) (33)

for any U ∈ ⟨S,G⟩, where D ∈ SG and π ∈ G are the
unique elements of SG and G satisfying U = DPπ. The
uniqueness of D and Pπ (guaranteed by Proposition 2b)
ensures that Φ is well-defined. In Proposition A8 from
Appendix A 3, we verify that Φ is indeed a surjective
homomorphism. The following proposition then shows
how transformations of orthogonality operators and ba-
sis states under ⟨S,G⟩ correspond to transformations of
trajectory pairs and bit-strings under SG ⋊G:

Proposition 5. Given some permutation group G on
[n] and S ≤ Pn, let G = P (G) and S = σ(S). Then the
following are true for any U ∈ ⟨S,G⟩:

(a) For any T, T ′ ⊆ [n],

UR(T,T ′)U† = R(ς,π)[(T,T ′)], (34)

where (ς, π) = Φ(U) and (ς, π)[(T, T ′)] is the group
action of SG ⋊G on [n]2 defined by

(ς, π)[(T, T ′)] = ς[π(T, T ′)]. (35)
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(b) For any Z-eigenbasis state |j1 . . . jn⟩,

U |j1 . . . jn⟩ = eiϕ |(ς, π)(j1 . . . jn)⟩ (36)

for some ϕ ∈ [0, 2π); define (ς, π)(j1 . . . jn) to be
the group action of SG ⋊G on Zn

2 given by

(ς, π)(j1 . . . jn) = ς[π(j1 . . . jn)]. (37)

Proof. See Appendix A 3.

The above proposition provides a useful way to view
symmetries of R instead as symmetries of T 2. In par-
ticular, it is easy to see that R is invariant under ⟨S,G⟩
if T 2 is invariant under SG ⋊ G. Recall that if R is in-
variant under ⟨S,G⟩, then the criteria for verifying TS
states in HS ∩HG may be simplified through Proposition
1. It then follows that such simplification is equivalently
guaranteed if T 2 is invariant under SG ⋊G.

3. Redundant TS criteria

Equipped with tools to describe transformations of or-
thogonality operators in terms of transformations of their
indices, we are prepared to explicitly determine which TS
state criteria of Eq. (5) become redundant when there
exist G and S such that T 2 is invariant under the cor-
responding SG ⋊ G. Proposition 1 asserts that for two
criteria of Eq. (5) to become redundant, their corre-
sponding orthogonality operators must be equivalent up
to conjugation by some symmetry operator. We now ar-
gue that the action of SG ⋊G on trajectory pair indices
conveniently determines whether two R(T,T ′) operators
are equivalent under ⟨S,G⟩.
In particular, two orthogonality operators are equiva-

lent up to conjugation by some element of ⟨S,G⟩ if their
indices belong to the same orbit of T 2 under the action
of SG ⋊G. Define the set of such orbits to be

T 2/(SG ⋊G) =
{
OrbSG⋊G[(T, T

′)] : T, T ′ ∈ T
}
,

(38)

where

OrbSG⋊G[(T, T
′)] =

{
(ς, π)[(T, T ′)] : (ς, π) ∈ SG ⋊G

}
.

(39)

To understand this claim, suppose two trajectory pairs
in T 2 belong to the same orbit. Then there exists some
(ς, π) ∈ SG ⋊ G mapping one pair to the other. Since
the homomorphism Φ(·) is surjective, there exists some
U ∈ ⟨S,G⟩ such that Φ(U) = (ς, π). It then follows
from Proposition 5 that the orthogonality operators cor-
responding to these two trajectory pairs are equivalent
up to conjugation by U .

The following lemma then explicitly specifies the re-
duced criteria required to verify whether a state in
HS ∩HG is a TS state:

Theorem 1. Given a permutation group G on [n], Pauli
subgroup S ≤ Pn, and trajectory set T ⊆ P([n]), let G =
P (G) and S = σ(S). Suppose T 2 is invariant under
the action of S and G. Then, at a particular value of
θ ∈ [0, π], a state |ψ⟩ ∈ HS ∩ HG is a TS state if and
only if for every orbit Ω ∈ T 2/(SG⋊G), |ψ⟩ satisfies Eq.
(5) for at least one representative (T, T ′) ∈ Ω.

Proof. First note by Proposition A9 of Appendix A 4 that
T 2 is invariant under S and G if and only if T 2 is invari-
ant under SG ⋊ G. Hence, the orbits T 2/(SG ⋊ G) are
well-defined. Furthermore, observe that when θ = 0, the
theorem becomes trivial since |ψ⟩ is a TS state if and
only if |T | = 1; we thus henceforth assume that θ ̸= 0.
“ =⇒ ” direction: If |ψ⟩ is a TS state, then Eq. (5) is

satisfied for every (T, T ′) ∈ T 2. It follows trivially that
Eq. (5) is satisfied for at least one (T, T ′) in each orbit.
“ ⇐= ” direction: Choose Ω to be any orbit in

T 2/(SG ⋊ G), and assume Eq. (5) is satisfied for some
(T1, T

′
1) ∈ Ω. Then for any (T2, T

′
2) ∈ Ω, there exists

some (ς, π) ∈ SG ⋊G such that (T2, T
′
2) = (ς, π)[(T1, T

′
1)]

by the definition of an orbit. Due to Proposition 5 and
the surjectivity of Φ(·), there exists some U ∈ ⟨S,G⟩ such
that Eq. (8) holds. Additionally, since |ψ⟩ ∈ HS ∩ HG
and HS ∩ HG = H⟨S,G⟩, we have U |ψ⟩ = |ψ⟩. It then
follows from Proposition 1 that Eq. (5) must also be
satisfied for (T2, T

′
2). Thus, if Eq. (5) holds for one tra-

jectory pair in an orbit, then it also holds for all pairs
in the orbit. Since the orbits partition T 2, if Eq. (5) is
satisfied for one pair per orbit, then it is satisfied for all
pairs in T 2, which implies |ψ⟩ is a TS state.

Although this theorem implies that the TS criteria may
be simplified when the orthogonality operators and sen-
sor state are invariant under Paulis and permutation ma-
trices, two important issues remain unresolved. Firstly,
given a particular TS problem, it is not obvious how to
choose suitable Pauli and permutation groups which lead
to meaningful simplification; the given structure of T
must somehow be utilized to determine which specific
symmetries may be useful. Secondly, even though this
lemma assists in the search for specifically Pauli- and
permutation-invariant TS states, we are ultimately in-
terested in whether any TS state exists for a particular
value of θ. Hence, we must consider the possibility of TS
states which satisfy no symmetry property. We address
both of these issues in the next section.

III. SIMPLIFIED CRITERIA FOR THE
EXISTENCE OF GENERAL TS STATES

In this section, we will expand on the result of Theo-
rem 1, deriving simplified criteria to determine whether
any general TS state exists for a particular θ, given n and
T . Recall that in Section IIA, we presented the following
naive approach to solving a TS problem: substitute the

general ansatz |ψ⟩ =
∑2n−1

j=0 aj |j⟩ into the system of Eq.
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(5) at a particular θ and solve for aj , since a solution
implies the existence of a TS state. Note that this ansatz
permits the sensor state to be any state in H with no
restrictions of symmetry. The resulting system of equa-
tions has dimH = 2n variables and |T |2 equations, and
is generally computationally intractable to solve for large
n or T .
Hypothetically, assume now for a given T that it is

always possible to find a TS state which obeys some per-
mutation and Pauli symmetries, provided that a TS state
exists at all. Then, a TS state exists if and only if one
can be found in the subspace invariant under these sym-
metries. As a result, fewer variables are needed to spec-
ify the TS state ansatz used in the system, and these
symmetries may also allow the number of equations to
be reduced via Theorem 1. Thus, if this assumption is
shown to be true for a given T , then the general TS state
existence criteria of Eq. (5) may be substantially simpli-
fied.

In Section IIIA, we confirm that this assumption holds
for a broad family of trajectory sets T ; namely, there
exist nontrivial permutation and Pauli stabilizer groups
such that one can always find a TS state invariant under
both groups, given that a TS state exists at all. Sub-
sequently, in Section III B, we show that the existence
of a general TS state can be determined by solving a
simplified system containing fewer than 2n variables and
|T |2 equations. We then show that this system can be
equivalently presented as a linear programming feasibil-
ity problem.

A. Existence of symmetry-invariant TS states

We now investigate how to choose a suitable permu-
tation group G and Pauli stabilizer group S which lead
to meaningful simplification. For a given T , recall that a
particular G and S lead to simplification via Theorem 1 if
(1) T 2 is invariant under S and G and (2) the prospective
sensor state is invariant under S and G, where G = P (G)
and S = σ(S). We address the former requirement first,
thereby seeking G and S such that T 2 is invariant under
both S and G.

Permutation invariance emerges naturally for a broad
family of trajectory sets T . We will call a trajectory set
T transitive under G, or G-transitive, if

T =
{
π(T0) : π ∈ G

}
(40)

for some generator trajectory T0 ⊆ [n] and permutation
group G on [n]. In other words, T is G-transitive if it is
the orbit of some generator trajectory under G. Because
each π ∈ G is a bijection, every trajectory in such a T
is the same size. This construction is therefore useful
because it provides a succinct way to describe a set of
equally-sized trajectories in terms of a single generator
and a permutation groupG. Furthermore, T 2 is invariant
under G if T is G-transitive, as desired:

Proposition 6. If T ⊆ P([n]) is G-transitive for any
permutation group G on [n], then T 2 is invariant under
G.

Proof. Assume T is G-transitive, and pick any (T, T ′) ∈
T 2. Hence, we can write T and T ′ in terms of a generator
trajectory T0 ⊆ [n] as follows: T = π(T0) and T ′ =
π′(T0). Then for any π′′ ∈ G, we have

π′′(T, T ′) = (π′′(T ), π′′(T ′))

= (π′′π(T0), π
′′π′(T0)). (41)

Since G is a group, π′′π and π′′π′ are in G. It follows
that π′′π(T0) and π

′′π′(T0) are in T , which implies that
π′′(T, T ′) ∈ T 2. We conclude that T 2 is invariant under
G.

Additionally, for any choice of T and G, there ex-
ists a nontrivial S such that T 2 is guaranteed to be
invariant under S = σ(S). In particular, the group
S = {I⊗n, X⊗n} is satisfactory:

Proposition 7. Let G be any permutation group on [n]
and let S = {I⊗n, X⊗n}. Furthermore, let G = P (G)
and S = σ(S). Then the following are true:

(a) G ⊆ N (S). In fact, every element of G commutes
with every element of S.

(b) SG = S = {∅, [n]}.

(c) T 2 is invariant under S for any T ⊆ P([n]).

Proof. Part (a). Clearly PπI
⊗nP †

π = I⊗n for any π ∈ G.
Additionally, due to Proposition A1 of Appendix A 1,
PπX

⊗nP †
π = X⊗n for any π ∈ G as well. It follows that

every element of G commutes with every element of S,
which also implies that G ⊆ N (S).
Part (b). Because G ⊆ N (S), we have SG = S by

Proposition 2c. Thus, SG = σ(SG) = σ(S) = S. Addi-
tionally, it readily follows from the definition of σ that
S = {∅, [n]}.
Part (c). Pick any (T, T ′) ∈ T 2. The non-identity

element [n] of S swaps all of the qubits between T and
T ′ such that [n](T, T ′) = (T ′, T ). Clearly, (T ′, T ) ∈ T 2,
so T 2 is invariant under S.

When S = {I⊗n, X⊗n}, we emphasize that the sin-
gle non-identity element of S = {∅, [n]} acts on tra-
jectory pairs by swapping the positions of each trajec-
tory, i.e. (T, T ′) ↔ (T ′, T ). It is worthwhile to examine
this result in greater detail. Note that σ (X⊗n) = [n].
Then, by Proposition 4, we expect that conjugating any

R(T,T ′) operator by X⊗n should yield Rσ(X⊗n)(T,T ′) =
R[n](T,T ′) = R(T ′,T ). We can now explicitly verify that



11

this is indeed the case:

X⊗nR(T,T ′)X⊗n = X⊗nR†(T )R(T ′)X⊗n

=
(
X⊗nR†(T )X⊗n

)(
X⊗nR(T ′)X⊗n

)
= R(T )R†(T ′)

= R†(T ′)R(T )

= R(T ′,T ). (42)

Intuitively, conjugating an orthogonality operator by
X⊗n yields its adjoint, and taking the adjoint of an
R(T,T ′) swaps the positions of T and T ′.
Provided that T is G-transitive for some permutation

group G, Propositions 6 and 7c indicate that the symme-
try groups G and S = {I⊗n, X⊗n} can be invoked within
Theorem 1 to simplify the search for symmetry-invariant
TS states. Recall by Theorem 1 that only one orthogonal-
ity condition per orbit in the set T 2/(SG⋊G) is necessary
to verify a TS state in HS ∩ HG = H⟨S,G⟩. For conve-

nience, we subsequently define the groups G̃ = SG ⋊ G
and G̃ = ⟨S,G⟩ in the special case where S = {∅, [n]}
and S = {I⊗n, X⊗n}. It then follows for G-transitive
T that the search for TS states in HG̃ requires checking

only
∣∣∣T 2/G̃

∣∣∣ separate conditions.

As a side note, it is useful to express G̃ and G̃ in simpler
and more practical forms. In particular, G̃ can be recast
as a direct product:

G̃ = S ×G, where S = {∅, [n]}, (43)

since SG = S and also π(ς) = ς for all ς ∈ {∅, [n]} and

π ∈ G. Similarly, G̃ can be rewritten as

G̃ = SG, where S = {I⊗n, X⊗n}, (44)

due to Proposition 2 and the fact that G ⊆ N (S) by
Proposition 7a.

Given that the search for TS states in HG̃ can be sim-
plified when T is G-transitive, it is insightful to charac-
terize the states in this subspace. Intuitively, the states
in HG̃ are invariant under bit-flips as well as permuta-
tions of the qubits under G. Clearly, a state is invariant
under G̃ if and only if it is invariant under both X⊗n and
G; the permutation symmetry is immediately evident. To
understand the bit-flip symmetry, observe that

X⊗n |j1 . . . jn⟩ = |σ
(
X⊗n

)
(j1 . . . jn)⟩

= |[n](j1 . . . jn)⟩ (45)

for all j1 . . . jn ∈ Zn
2 , in accordance with Proposition 5.

Note that the [n](·) operation flips all of the bits in the
string j1 . . . jn such that [n](j1 . . . jn) = (j1 ⊕ 1) . . . (jn ⊕
1), where ⊕ indicates addition modulo 2. It follows that
states invariant under X⊗n exhibit a bit-flip symmetry.

Although the search for TS states inHG̃ may be simpli-
fied, we remain interested more generally in whether any

TS state exists in the full Hilbert space H at a particu-
lar value of θ. The following theorem provides a solution
to this question. Specifically, the theorem asserts for G-
transitive T that, at a particular θ, a TS state exists in
H if and only if a TS state exists in HG̃ .

Theorem 2. Given a permutation group G on [n], sup-
pose T ⊆ P([n]) is G-transitive, and let G = P (G). Then
a TS state exists at a particular value of θ ∈ [0, π] if and

only if a G̃-invariant TS state |ψG̃⟩ ∈ HG̃ exists at the
same θ.

Proof. See Appendix A 5.

Hence, given T is G-transitive, it suffices to search
only the symmetry-invariant subspace HG̃ to determine
whether any TS state exists in the full space H at a given
value of θ. The situation described by the above theorem
is intuitively depicted in Figure 4, which illustrates how
the space of TS states intersects with the invariant sub-
spaces HS and HG when S = {I⊗n, X⊗n}. Theorem 2
guarantees that the region marked by “⋆” is non-empty
if and only if the set of TS states is non-empty. Subse-
quently, one only needs to search the yellow region HG̃
to determine whether a TS state exists at all.

FIG. 4. Venn diagram illustrating the space of TS states and
the invariant subspaces HS and HG for the Pauli stabilizer
S = {I⊗n, X⊗n} and an arbitrary permutation matrix group
G. The yellow region depicts the joint invariant space HG̃ ,

and the region labeled with “⋆” is the space of G̃-invariant TS
states.

Importantly, since Theorem 1 can simplify the criteria
for G̃-invariant TS states in the yellow region, Theorem
2 implies that the general criteria for the existence of
any TS state can also be simplified, provided that T is
G-transitive. In the next section, we formalize these re-
duced general criteria and demonstrate that they result
in a system involving fewer equations and variables. Fur-
thermore, we explain how this reduced system can be cast
as a linear programming feasibility problem.

B. Simplified TS state existence criteria as a linear
programming problem

In Section IIIA above, we showed for G-transitive T
that the existence of a TS state at a particular value



12

of θ can be determined by searching only the subspace
HG̃ ; hence, we assume T is G-transitive in the remain-
der of this section. Additionally, in Section II B, we
demonstrated that fewer criteria are required to deter-
mine whether a state in HG̃ is a TS state. Synthesizing
these results, it follows from Theorems 1 and 2 that a
TS state exists at a particular value of θ if and only if
there exists some |ψG̃⟩ ∈ HG̃ such that for every orbit

Ω ∈ T 2/G̃,

⟨ψG̃ |R
(T,T ′) |ψG̃⟩ = δT,T ′ (46)

for at least one representative (T, T ′) ∈ Ω. Thus, to
determine whether a TS state exists at a particular θ, we
can substitute a G̃-invariant ansatz state into Eq. (46)
and solve the resulting system of equations.

In general, this reduced system involves fewer equa-
tions and variables than the naive system obtained by
substituting a general ansatz directly into Eq. (5). In
particular, Theorem 1 removes those equations which be-
come redundant due to symmetry, while Theorem 2 de-
creases the number of variables by restricting the sensor
state ansatz to a subspace of H. Requiring fewer equa-
tions and variables, this reduced system is generally much
easier to solve.

However, one practical issue arises when attempting
to substitute a G̃-invariant ansatz state |ψG̃⟩ into Eq.
(46). Note that Eq. (46) requires taking the inner prod-

uct of |ψG̃⟩ and R(T,T ′) |ψG̃⟩; however, while the former
state resides in HG̃ , the latter generally does not. This
discrepancy leads to computational inefficiency because
both states must first be expanded in a basis for the full
space H before their product can be evaluated.

To circumvent this issue, we replace the operator
R(T,T ′) in Eq. (46) with another equivalent operator
which does not take states out of HG̃ . To construct this
operator, we introduce the projector ΠG̃ onto the space
HG̃ given by

ΠG̃ =
1∣∣∣G̃∣∣∣
∑
U∈G̃

U

=
1

2|G|
(
I⊗n +X⊗n

)∑
π∈G

Pπ, (47)

where the second equality follows from the fact that G̃ =
SG. Then, given an ordered pair of trajectories (T, T ′) ∈
T 2, define

R
(T,T ′)

G̃ (θ) = ΠG̃R
(T,T ′)(θ)ΠG̃ , (48)

which we refer to as a G̃-invariant orthogonality opera-
tor. Evidently, if the sensor state |ψG̃⟩ is G̃-invariant,
the R(T,T ′) operator in Eq. (46) can be replaced with

R
(T,T ′)

G̃ since ⟨ψG̃ |R
(T,T ′)

G̃ |ψG̃⟩ = ⟨ψG̃ |R(T,T ′) |ψG̃⟩. Fur-

thermore, it is easy to see that R
(T,T ′)

G̃ leaves states

within the invariant subspace HG̃ , as desired.

These G̃-invariant orthogonality operators have the
nice property that two such operators are equal if their
trajectory pair indices belong to the same orbit un-
der G̃. To understand this claim, suppose (T2, T

′
2) =

(ς, π)[(T1, T
′
1)] for some (ς, π) ∈ G̃ and T1, T

′
1, T2, T

′
2 ∈ T .

Then by Proposition 5 and the surjectivity of the map
Φ : G̃ → G̃, there exists U ∈ G̃ such that R(T2,T

′
2) =

UR(T1,T
′
1)U†. Hence,

R
(T2,T

′
2)

G̃ = ΠG̃R
(T2,T

′
2)ΠG̃

= ΠG̃UR(T1,T
′
1)U†ΠG̃

= ΠG̃R
(T1,T

′
1)ΠG̃

= R
(T1,T

′
1)

G̃ , (49)

as desired.
Consequently, it is most useful to index G̃-invariant

orthogonality operators with orbits from the set T 2/G̃
rather than with individual trajectory pairs. Defining

MG̃ =
∣∣∣T 2/G̃

∣∣∣ to be the number of such orbits, it is thus

helpful to assign a unique integer µ = 0, 1, . . .MG̃ − 1

to each Ω ∈ T 2/G̃ such that Ωµ represents the orbit as-
sociated with the integer µ. By convention, we choose
Ω0 = OrbG̃[(T, T )], where T can be chosen to be any

trajectory in T . Then for all µ, define R
(µ)

G̃ to be the

operator equal to R
(T,T ′)

G̃ for any equivalent choice of

(T, T ′) ∈ Ωµ. The following lemma then formally restates

the reduced criteria of Eq. (46), but where the R(T,T ′)

operators have been replaced with these G̃-invariant or-
thogonality operators:

Lemma 3. Given a permutation group G on [n], suppose
T ⊆ P([n]) is G-transitive, and let G = P (G). For a
given θ ∈ [0, π], a TS state exists if and only if there
exists a state |ψG̃⟩ ∈ HG̃ such that

⟨ψG̃ |R
(µ)

G̃ |ψG̃⟩ = δµ,0 (50)

for all µ = 0, . . . ,MG̃−1, where δµ,0 equals 1 if µ = 0 and
zero otherwise. Furthermore, any |ψG̃⟩ ∈ HG̃ satisfying
Eq. (50) is a TS state.

Proof. We first make the following observation: for any
µ = 0, . . . ,MG̃ − 1 and (T, T ′) ∈ Ωµ,

⟨ψG̃ |R
(µ)

G̃ |ψG̃⟩ = ⟨ψG̃ |R
(T,T ′)

G̃ |ψG̃⟩

= ⟨ψG̃ |ΠG̃R
(T,T ′)ΠG̃ |ψG̃⟩

= ⟨ψG̃ |R
(T,T ′) |ψG̃⟩ (51)

and δµ,0 = δT,T ′ by convention.
“ =⇒ ” direction: If a TS state exists, then Theorem 2

guarantees that there exists a G̃-invariant TS state |ψG̃⟩ ∈
HG̃ . For all µ = 0, . . . ,MG̃ − 1, Theorem 1 then implies
that |ψG̃⟩ satisfies Eq. (5) for at least one (T, T ′) ∈ Ωµ.
The result then follows from the above observation.



13

“ ⇐= ” direction: If some |ψG̃⟩ ∈ HG̃ satisfies Eq. (50)
for all µ = 0, . . . ,MG̃ − 1, then the above observation
implies that Eq. (5) holds for at least one trajectory pair
per orbit. Consequently, by Theorem 1, |ψG̃⟩ is a TS
state.

Using this Lemma, we now derive the explicit reduced
system obtained by substituting a G̃-invariant ansatz into
Eq. (50). Concretely, this ansatz will be a superposition
of basis vectors of HG̃ ; therefore, it is necessary to find a
basis for HG̃ .

We will determine the basis vectors of HG̃ by project-
ing the Z-eigenbasis vectors onto HG̃ . Note that the pro-
jector ΠG̃ maps any Z-eigenbasis vector |j1 . . . jn⟩ to the

equal superposition of U |j1 . . . jn⟩ for all U ∈ G̃. Due to
Eq. (36) of Proposition 5, the various U |j1 . . . jn⟩ must
be Z-eigenbasis vectors as well, up to a phase. In fact,
this phase is trivial for all U ∈ G̃ such that

U |j1 . . . jn⟩ = |(ς, π)(j1 . . . jn)⟩ , (52)

where (ς, π) = Φ(U) is an element of G̃. To prove Eq.

(52), note that any U ∈ G̃ can be written asDPπ for some
unique D ∈ {I⊗n, X⊗n} and π ∈ G due to Proposition
2b. By Proposition 3, U |j1 . . . jn⟩ = D |π(j1 . . . jn)⟩. Eq.
(45) then implies the desired result.

It follows that projection of some |j1 . . . jn⟩ onto
HG̃ can be expressed as an equal superposition of Z-
eigenbasis vectors whose indices belong to the orbit of
j1 . . . jn under the action of G̃. Thus, let Zn

2/G̃ be the

set of orbits of bit-strings under the action of G̃: more
concretely,

Zn
2/G̃ =

{
OrbG̃[j1 . . . jn] : j1 . . . jn ∈ Zn

2

}
, (53)

where

OrbG̃[j1 . . . jn] =
{
(g, π)[j1 . . . jn] : (g, π) ∈ G̃

}
. (54)

Denote the number of orbits in Zn
2/G̃ with NG̃, that is,

NG̃ =
∣∣∣Zn

2/G̃
∣∣∣. It is again useful to assign to each orbit

ω ∈ Zn
2/G̃ a unique integer ν = 0, 1, . . . , NG̃ − 1 such

that ων represents the orbit associated with integer ν.
The following proposition then provides a basis for HG̃
in terms of these orbits.

Proposition 8. Given a permutation group G on [n], let
G = P (G). An unnormalized orthogonal basis for HG̃ is
given by|ν⟩ =

∑
j1...jn∈ων

|j1 . . . jn⟩ : ν = 0, . . . , NG̃ − 1

 (55)

where the ων ∈ Zn
2/G̃ are sets of bit-strings.

Proof. See Appendix A 6.

Using this basis for HG̃ , a suitable G̃-invariant ansatz
|ψG̃⟩ is

|ψG̃⟩ =
NG̃−1∑
ν=0

bν |ν⟩ . (56)

Clearly, any state in HG̃ can be expressed in the form
of this ansatz. Substituting this ansatz into Eq. (50), it
follows from Lemma 3 that a TS state exists if and only
if the resulting system of MG̃ equations in NG̃ variables
admits a solution of bν ∈ C.
To expand Eq. (50) into this system, it remains to de-

termine how G̃-invariant orthogonality operators act on
the basis states of HG̃ . Conveniently, the basis states |ν⟩
of Eq. (55) are eigenvectors of the G̃-invariant orthogo-
nality operators:

Proposition 9. Given a permutation group G on [n] and
a G-transitive trajectory set T , the following are true for
any µ = 0, . . .MG̃ − 1:

(a) R
(µ)

G̃ (θ) is Hermitian.

(b) For all ν = 0, . . . , NG̃ − 1,

R
(µ)

G̃ (θ) |ν⟩ = λµ,ν(θ) |ν⟩ , (57)

where λµ,ν ∈ R is a real eigenvalue (given in Ap-
pendix A 7).

Proof. See Appendix A 7.

We now derive the explicit system of Eq. (50) in terms

of the TS ansatz coefficients bν . Substituting the G̃-
invariant ansatz of Eq. (56) into Eq. (50) and evaluating
the inner products yields a system of equations which
are each linear in the various squared ansatz coefficients
|bν |2. Letting cν = |b

ν
|2, the original system in the vari-

ables bν ∈ C can be recast as a system in cν ∈ R along
with the nonnegativity constraints cν ≥ 0, per the fol-
lowing theorem:

Theorem 4. Given a permutation group G on [n], sup-
pose T ⊆ P([n]) is G-transitive. Let A(θ) be theMG̃×NG̃
real matrix such that

Aµ,ν(θ) = λµ,ν(θ)|ων |, (58)

where λµ,ν is the eigenvalue given in Eq. (57) and ων is

the νth orbit of Zn
2/G̃. Then for a given θ ∈ [0, π], a TS

state exists if and only if there exists c ∈ RNG̃ such that

A(θ)c = d and c ≥ 0, (59)

where d ∈ RMG̃ is the vector with entries dµ =
δµ,0. Furthermore, for any c solving Eq. (59), |ψ⟩ =∑NG̃−1

ν=0

√
cν |ν⟩ is a satisfactory TS state.
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Proof. Note by convention that A, c, and d will be zero-
indexed. “ ⇐= ” direction: Suppose there exists c ∈ RNG̃

satisfying Eq. (59). Then let |ψG̃⟩ =
∑NG̃−1

ν=0

√
cν |ν⟩. By

Proposition 8, |ψG̃⟩ ∈ HG̃ . Additionally, |ψG̃⟩ satisfies
Eq. (50) for all µ = 0, . . . ,MG̃ − 1:

⟨ψG̃ |R
(µ)

G̃ |ψG̃⟩ = ⟨ψG̃ |

(∑
ν

λµ,ν
√
cν |ν⟩

)
=
∑
ν

λµ,νcν ⟨ν|ν⟩

=
∑
ν

λµ,νcν |ων |

=
∑
ν

Aµ,νcν = dµ = δµ,0, (60)

where the first equality follows from Proposition 9. By
Lemma 3, |ψG̃⟩ is a TS state.
“ =⇒ ” direction: Suppose there exists a TS state. By

Lemma 3, there exists a G̃-invariant TS state |ψG̃⟩ satis-
fying Eq. (50) for all µ = 0, . . . ,MG̃ − 1; by Proposition

8, this state can be written as |ψG̃⟩ =
∑NG̃−1

ν=0 bν |ν⟩ for

some bν ∈ C. Now let cν = |bν |2. Then∑
ν

Aµ,νcν =
∑
ν

λµ,ν |bν |2|ων | = ⟨ψG̃ |R
(µ)

G̃ |ψG̃⟩ (61)

by Proposition 9. Since |ψG̃⟩ satisfies Eq. (50), it follows
that ∑

ν

Aµ,νcν = δµ,0 = dµ, (62)

or equivalently, Ac = d. Note also that |bν |2 ≥ 0 implies
that c ≥ 0.

The system in Eq. (59) defines a linear programming
feasibility problem which seeks a solution vector c inside
the feasible region given by Eq. (59). Theorem 4 then
asserts that TS states exist if and only if this linear pro-
gram is feasible. Furthermore, the proof of this theorem
shows that any solution to the program gives the coeffi-
cients for a satisfactory TS state; that is, if c is a solution,
then |ψG̃⟩ =

∑
ν

√
cν |ν⟩ is a TS state. Therefore, if a TS

state exists, it can be constructed using pre-existing lin-
ear programming algorithms [32] upon determining the
matrix A(θ), which depends on T and consequently on
the structure of the group G.

Lastly, we rigorously demonstrate that the system of
Theorem 4 involves fewer equations and variables than
the naive system obtained by substituting a general
ansatz directly into Eq. (5). Recall that this naive sys-

tem contains |T |2 equations in 2n variables, while the re-
duced system of Eq. (59) contains MG̃ equations in NG̃
variables. The following proposition then asserts that
MG̃ < |T |2 and NG̃ < 2n:

Proposition 10. The following upper bounds hold on
the size of MG̃ and NG̃ for any permutation group G on
[n], assuming T is G-transitive:

MG̃ ≤ |T | and NG̃ ≤ 2n−1 (63)

Proof. See Appendix A 8. For completeness, lower
bounds on MG̃ and NG̃ are provided in the same ap-
pendix.

Typically, the upper bounds given by Proposition 10
are very loose, since they do not utilize any specific struc-
ture of the permutation group G. Consequently, MG̃

and NG̃ are generally much smaller than |T |2 and 2n,
respectively. For example, suppose n is even and that T
contains all trajectories of size n/2. Then |T |2 grows
asymptotically as O(4n). Noting that T is transitive
under the symmetric group Σn on [n], we can compute
MG̃ = NG̃ = n/2 + 1 for G = Σn. It follows that the
numbers of equations and variables in Eq. (59) are only
linear in n as opposed to exponential. Hence, the system
in Eq. (59) contains exponentially fewer equations and
variables than the naive alternative under these condi-
tions.
Theorem 4 provides a complete procedure for solving

the TS problem when T is G-transitive for some per-
mutation group G on [n]. Recall that the inputs of a
TS problem are n and T . To deploy this theorem, one
must first compute the orbit sets T 2/G̃ and Zn

2/G̃. From
these orbit sets, the entries of the matrix A(θ) can then
be calculated. Solving the TS problem then amounts to
checking the feasibility of the linear program in Eq. (59)
for every θ ∈ [0, π]. In the next section, we use the results
obtained above to solve the TS problem for arbitrary n
when T is transitive under symmetric and cyclic permu-
tation groups.

IV. MAIN RESULTS FOR G-TRANSITIVE
TRAJECTORY SETS

In this section, we apply the machinery developed in
Sections II and III to solve two general families of TS
problems. Recall that a TS problem takes the total num-
ber of qubits n and trajectory set T as inputs and asks
for which interaction strengths θ ∈ [0, π] there exists a
TS state yielding mutually orthogonal trajectory output
states. We refer to this set of θ for which a TS state
exists as the set of achievable θ. Often, we are interested
in the infinum of this set, which we call the minimum
achievable θ, since this quantity represents the small-
est particle-sensor interaction strength for which perfect
single-shot trajectory discrimination is possible. Thus,
in Sections IVA and IVB, we derive bounds on the min-
imum achievable θ in terms of n when T is transitive
under the symmetric and cyclic permutation groups, re-
spectively. The proofs of these bounds are constructive
and provide explicit descriptions of TS states which exist
at each θ.
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Supposing that a given TS problem involves a G-
transitive T , the inputs of the problem can be equiva-
lently redefined. Note that a G-transitive T is param-
eterized in terms of a permutation group G and single
generator trajectory T0, per Eq. (40). In this section, we
will thus choose T to be

TG(n,m) =
{
π([m]) : π ∈ G

}
(64)

for some given permutation group G on [n] and integer
m ≤ n, where [m] = {1, . . .m} is the generator trajec-
tory. Because every trajectory in TG(n,m) is a permu-
tation of [m], all trajectories contain exactly m qubits.
Consequently, TG(n,m) is completely parameterized by
n, m, and G, from which it follows that the TS problems
considered here are fully defined by the three inputs n,
m, and G.

Hence, we will assume in Sections IVA and IVB that
T = TG(n,m) and that n,m, and G are given parame-
ters. We first apply Theorem 4 to derive bounds on the
minimum achievable θ when n and m are arbitrary and
G is the symmetric group.

A. T is transitive under the symmetric group

If G is chosen to be the symmetric group Σn on the
set [n], then the trajectory set TG(n,m) includes all pos-
sible size-m trajectories. We use the symbol Tsym(n,m)
to represent TG(n,m) when G = Σn; Figure 5 then illus-
trates Tsym(n,m) for small values of n and m. Note that
for a sensor of n qubits, any trajectory set T ′ containing
only size-m trajectories must be a subset of Tsym(n,m).
Consequently, any TS state which can discriminate all
trajectories in Tsym(n,m) can also discriminate the tra-
jectories in any such T ′. It follows that a solution to the
TS problem for Tsym(n,m) automatically generalizes to
every TS problem involving equally-sized trajectories.

FIG. 5. Sample trajectory sets (a) Tsym(n,m) and (b)
Tcyc(n,m) for some n-qubit systems, with m = 2 qubits per
trajectory. Each circle represents a qubit, and solid black lines
denote trajectories. Note that Tcyc(n,m) ⊆ Tsym(n,m).

We now solve the TS problem for Tsym(n,m) using the
strategy outlined at the end of Section III. Namely, we
solve Eq. (59) of Theorem 4 to derive bounds on the

achievable θ. Let Σ̃n represent G̃ when G = Σn. Then
to compute the entries of the matrix A(θ), we evaluate

the orbits of Zn
2 and T 2

sym(n,m) under Σ̃n.
We begin by determining the orbits of bit-strings in

Zn
2 under Σ̃n. Recall that the elements of Σ̃n act on

a bit-string by permuting the bits and/or flipping every
bit. If two bit-strings are related by a permutation, then
they have the same weight, where the weight of a bit-
string j1 . . . jn ∈ Zn

2 is the number of 1s in the string
(i.e.,

∑
k jk). Likewise, global bit-flips take bit-strings of

weight ν to bit-strings of weight n−ν. Now let Wν ⊆ Zn
2

be the subset of bit-strings with weight ν:

Wν = {j1 . . . jn ∈ Zn
2 : j1 + · · ·+ jn = ν}. (65)

Intuitively, it then follows that each orbit of Zn
2/Σ̃n is

equal to Wν ∪Wn−ν for some ν ∈ {0, . . . , n}:

Proposition 11. The set of orbits of bit-strings in Zn
2

under Σ̃n is Zn
2/Σ̃n = {ων : ν = 0, . . . , NΣ̃n

− 1} where
ων = Wν ∪Wn−ν . The number of such orbits equals

NΣ̃n
=
⌊n
2

⌋
+ 1. (66)

Proof. See Appendix A 9.

Now consider the orbits of trajectory pairs in
T 2
sym(n,m) under Σ̃n. Recall that the elements of Σ̃n

act on a trajectory pair (T, T ′) by permuting the indices
of qubits in T and T ′ and/or swapping the positions of T
and T ′ within the pair. Note that each qubit in T ∪T ′ ei-
ther belongs to only one trajectory or to both. Since per-
mutations are bijective, the number of qubits belonging
exclusively to one of the trajectories does not change after
a permutation. Accordingly, define the degree of a tra-
jectory pair (T, T ′) to be the number of qubits in one tra-
jectory that are not in the other (i.e., |T \ T ′| = |T ′ \ T |).
It subsequently follows that if two trajectory pairs are re-
lated by a permutation, then their degrees are equal. Ad-
ditionally, since |T \ T ′| = |T ′ \ T |, the degree of a trajec-
tory pair does not change if its trajectories are swapped.
Now let Dµ be the set of trajectory pairs with degree µ:

Dµ = {(T, T ′) ∈ T 2
sym(n,m) : |T \ T ′| = µ}. (67)

Then, each orbit in T 2
sym(n,m)/Σ̃n is equal to Dµ for

some µ ∈ {0, . . . ,m}:

Proposition 12. The set of orbits of trajectory pairs in
T 2
sym(n,m) under Σ̃n is T 2

sym(n,m)/Σ̃n = {Ωµ : µ =
0, . . . ,MΣ̃n

− 1} where Ωµ = Dµ. The number of such
orbits equals

MΣ̃n
=

{
m+ 1 m ≤

⌊
n
2

⌋
n−m+ 1 m >

⌊
n
2

⌋
.

(68)
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Proof. See Appendix A 9.

For convenience in the remainder of this subsection, we
will denote MΣ̃n

and NΣ̃n
with M and N , respectively.

It is implicitly understood that M and N are functions
of the given parameters m and n. Comparing Eqs. (66)
and (68), note also that M ≤ N , just as m ≤ n.

Equipped with the orbits of bit-strings and trajectory
pairs under Σ̃n, the next step in solving the TS problem is
to compute the entries of the A(θ) matrix. Per Eq. (58),
these entries are determined by the eigenvalues of the

R
(µ)

G̃ operators which correspond to the basis states |ν⟩
of the G̃-invariant subspace. For G = Σn and G = P (G),

we use the notationR
(µ)
sym andHsym to representR

(µ)

G̃ and

HG̃ , respectively. By Proposition 8, the bit-string orbits

Zn
2/Σ̃n give an orthogonal basis for Hsym; in particular,

each unnormalized basis vector |ν⟩ is the sum of all Z-
eigenbasis states with weight either ν or n− ν:

|ν⟩ =

 ∑
j1...jn∈Wν

|j1 . . . jn⟩

+

 ∑
j′1...j

′
n∈Wn−ν

|j′1 . . . j′n⟩


(69)

for all ν = 0, . . . , N − 1, where the amplitude of |ν⟩ is
halved when n is even and ν = N − 1 = n/2 to avoid
double-counting. For example, if n = 3, the unnormal-
ized basis vectors for Hsym are

|0⟩ = |000⟩+ |111⟩ and

|1⟩ = |100⟩+ |010⟩+ |001⟩+ |011⟩+ |101⟩+ |110⟩ .
(70)

On the other hand, the trajectory pair orbits

T 2
sym(n,m)/Σ̃n give the operators R

(µ)
sym. By applying

each R
(µ)
sym to each |ν⟩, the entries of A(θ) can be com-

puted explicitly:

Proposition 13. Suppose T = Tsym(n,m) and G = Σn.
Then the entries of the matrix A(θ) used in Theorem 4
are given by

Aµ,ν(θ) = αν

ν∑
i,i′=0

(
µ

i

)(
µ

i′

)(
n− 2µ

ν − (i+ i′)

)
cos [(i− i′)θ]

(71)

for µ = 0, . . . ,M − 1 and ν = 0, . . . N − 1, where the
symbol αν is equal to 1 if n is even and ν = N−1 = n/2;
otherwise, αν = 2.

The set of achievable θ can now be computed by de-
termining for what values of θ the linear program of Eq.
(59) admits a feasible solution of c. Although this linear
program can be solved numerically for any θ ∈ [0, π] and
size parameters n and m, we instead derive closed-form
bounds on the achievable θ using the following two step
strategy:

1. Given n and m, solve the equality constraint
A(θ)c = d and express the entries of the solution c
in terms of θ.

2. Apply the inequality constraint c ≥ 0 to each of
these entries to find a bound on the θ for which the
linear program is feasible.

Step (1) above could be achieved by performing Gaussian
elimination on the augmented matrix (A|d). Note that
since only the µ = 0 entry of d is nonzero, the µ = 0
row of (A|d) constitutes a normalization condition; this
row can thus be removed from the system with the un-
derstanding that c is to be normalized later. Hence, step
(1) could also be fulfilled by performing Gaussian elim-
ination on (A|d)1:M−1, where (A|d)1:M−1 denotes the
matrix obtained by removing the µ = 0 row of (A|d).
However, due to the fact that the entries of A(θ) may

contain various high-order terms proportional to cos kθ
for k > 1, it is very challenging to directly execute Gaus-
sian elimination on (A|d)1:M−1. The first practical im-
provement will be to write the matrix A in terms of the
new variable t = cos θ instead of θ. After this substitu-
tion, cos kθ is replaced with Tk(t), where Tk is the kth
Chebyshev polynomial of the first kind. The entries of
A(t) are then

Aµ,ν(t) = αν

ν∑
i,i′=0

(
µ

i

)(
µ

i′

)(
n− 2µ

ν − (i+ i′)

)
T|i−i′|(t).

(72)

As a result, the new system contains only polyno-
mial terms in t instead of trigonometric functions of θ.
Nonetheless, it remains unclear whether elementary row
operations can perform the cancellations needed to con-
vert (A|d)1:M−1 to row-echelon form.
Fortunately, a beautiful relationship between the en-

tries of A(t) and their derivatives ultimately allows these
row-reduction challenges to be circumvented. It is shown
in Appendix A 11 that for all µ = 1, . . .M − 1 and
ν = 0, . . . , N − 1,

µ (Aµ,ν(t)−Aµ−1,ν(t)) = (t− 1)
d

dt
Aµ,ν(t). (73)

This relation can be intuitively justified via the follow-
ing argument. Recall that Aµ,ν is proportional to the

eigenvalue of R
(µ)
sym(θ) with eigenvector |ν⟩. Note that

R
(µ)
sym(θ) = ΠsymR

(T,T ′)(θ)Πsym for any (T, T ′) in the or-
bit Ωµ, where Πsym is the projector onto Hsym. In the

tensor product decomposition of R(T,T ′)(θ), each qubit

in T \ T ′ receives R†
Z(θ), while each qubit in T ′ \ T re-

ceives RZ(θ). Observe that one R†
Z(θ) and one RZ(θ)

together contribute at most a factor of eiθ to the eigen-
values of R(T,T ′)(θ). It follows that the eigenvalues of

R(T,T ′)(θ) do not contain terms of higher order than

eiθ|T\T ′|, which eventually implies that the entry Aµ,ν(t)

also does not contain terms of higher order than t|T\T ′|,
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where t = cos θ. Since µ is the degree of the trajectory
pair (T, T ′), we have µ = |T \ T ′| and the entry Aµ,ν(t) is
subsequently a polynomial in t with degree not exceeding
µ. If for the sake of intuition we suppose that the degree
of Aµ,ν(t) is exactly µ, then Eq. (73) is conceptually
supported by the following observation: differentiating
Aµ,ν(t) introduces a multiplicative factor of µ and ap-
pears to decrease its degree by 1.

By repeatedly differentiating of each side of Eq. (73),
a more general relation can be found relating the jth

derivative of Aµ,ν to its (j+1)th derivative. Let A
(j)
µ,ν(t) =

dj

dtjAµ,ν(t) represent the jth derivative of Aµ,ν(t) with
respect to t. We then obtain the following lemma:

Lemma 5. Suppose T = Tsym(n,m) and G = Σn. The
following relationship holds for all µ = 1, . . . ,M −1, ν =
0, . . . , N − 1 and integers j such that 0 ≤ j ≤ µ− 1:

(µ− j)A(j)
µ,ν(t)− µA

(j)
µ−1,ν(t) = (t− 1)A(j+1)

µ,ν (t). (74)

Proof. See Appendix A 11.

Lemma 5 is a crucial result—without the relationship
of Eq. (74), it currently appears extremely difficult to
derive general closed-form bounds on the achievable θ
when T = Tsym(n,m). In particular, this lemma pro-
vides a way to construct an equivalent linear system
to (A|d)1:M−1 which is in row-echelon form, as desired.
However, rather than using elementary row operations to
derive this equivalent system from (A|d)1:M−1, the rela-
tionship of Eq. (74) allows us to simply replace the µth
row of (A|d)1:M−1 with its (µ− 1)th derivative. The re-
sulting equivalent system is presented by the following
theorem:

Theorem 6. Suppose T = Tsym(n,m) and G = Σn. Let
A(t) and d be the matrix and vector defined in Theorem
4, where t = cos θ. Define the M × N real matrix A′(t)
as follows:

A′
µ,ν(t) =

{
A0,ν(t) µ = 0

A
(µ−1)
µ,ν (t) µ = 1, . . . ,M − 1

(75)

for all ν = 0, . . . , N − 1. Then for a given θ ∈ [0, π], a
TSsym state exists if and only if there exists c ∈ RN such
that

A′(t)c = d and c ≥ 0, (76)

where d ∈ RM is the vector with entries dµ = δµ,0.
Furthermore, for any c solving Eq. (76), |ψ⟩ =∑N−1

ν=0

√
cν |ν⟩ is a satisfactory TS state. Note that the

entries of A′ contain only terms which are linear in t,
and A′

µ,ν = 0 if ν < µ− 1.

Proof. See Appendix A 12.

The augmented matrix (A′|d)1:M−1 representing the
system A′(t)c = d is in row-echelon form since A′

µ,ν = 0 if
ν < µ−1. The next step is to transform this (A′|d)1:M−1

into reduced row-echelon form such that each of the solu-
tion coefficients cν can be cleanly expressed in terms of θ.
Note that the repeated differentiation of A(t) has conve-
niently killed off all higher order powers of t in the entries
of A′(t). Because A′(t) is thus linear in t, elementary row
operations on (A′|d)1:M−1 are relatively straightforward
to work with. Hence, we aim to convert (A′|d)1:M−1 to
reduced row-echelon form via standard Gaussian elimi-
nation.
Unfortunately, for many choices of n and m, it is diffi-

cult to exhaustively describe the set of achievable θ since
this further elimination still remains challenging. Note
that our overall strategy of (1) solving A′(t)c = d and
then (2) enforcing c ≥ 0 to retrieve a bound on θ yields
necessary and sufficient conditions on θ for the existence
of a TS state. Such conditions represent a full solution to
the TS problem, as they completely characterize the set
of achievable θ. Although we ultimately find a full solu-
tion for special values of n and m, it is often infeasible to
find general closed-form necessary conditions. However,
we can still use our special full solutions to derive general
sufficient conditions, even when necessary conditions are
unobtainable. In particular, the following proposition ex-
plains when sufficient conditions for one TS problem also
hold for another related problem.

Proposition 14. Suppose G = Σn. Consider two TS
scenarios with a sensor of n qubits: one with T =
Tsym(n,m1) and another with T = Tsym(n,m2). Let
Mj = mj + 1 if mj ≤ ⌊n/2⌋ and Mj = n −mj + 1 oth-
erwise, per Eq. (68). Now suppose for a given θ ∈ [0, π]
that a TS state |ψ⟩ exists discriminating the trajectories
in Tsym(n,m1). Then for the same θ, |ψ⟩ also discrimi-
nates the trajectories in Tsym(n,m2) if M2 ≤M1.

Proof. Let N be the quantity defined in Eq. (66). Define
A(θ) to be the M1 × N matrix whose entries are given
by Eq. (71) for µ = 0, . . .M1 − 1 and ν = 0, . . . , N − 1.
By Theorem 4, a TS state exists at the given θ for the
trajectory set Tsym(n,m1) if and only if A(θ)c = d1 for
some c ≥ 0, where d1 ∈ RM1 has entries dµ = δµ,0. Now
let A0:M2−1(θ) be the matrix formed by rows 0 toM2−1
of A(θ); A0:M2−1(θ) is well-defined sinceM2 ≤M1. Then
by Theorem 4, a TS state exists at the given θ for the
trajectory set Tsym(n,m2) if and only if A0:M2−1(θ)c =
d2 for some c ≥ 0, where d2 ∈ RM2 has entries dµ = δµ,0.
The result follows from the observation that a c ≥ 0
automatically satisfies A0:M2−1(θ)c = d2 if it satisfies
A(θ)c = d1 and M2 ≤M1.

We now determine the set of achievable θ for the special
case where n and m yield M = N through Eqs. (68) and
(66); note by Proposition 14 that, for fixed n, this set of
θ is also achievable for any m such that M ≤ N . Thus,
assumeM = N . If N = 1, then the TS problem is trivial,
so assume N > 1. By using Gaussian elimination to
convert the augmented matrix (A′|d)1:M−1 into reduced
row-echelon form, each cν can ultimately be expressed
exclusively in terms of t = cos θ and cN−1 for all ν =
0, . . . , N − 1, per the following proposition:
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Proposition 15. Suppose T = Tsym(n,m) and G = Σn.
Then c satisfies A′(t)c = d if and only if

∑
ν A

′
0,νcν = 1

and

cν =

{
(−1)N−1−νTN−1−ν(t)cN−1 n even

(−1)N−1−νWN−1−ν(t)cN−1 n odd,
(77)

where Wk(t) is defined to be the kth Chebyshev polyno-
mial of the fourth kind [33]:

Wk(cos θ) =
sin ((k + 1/2)θ)

sin (θ/2)
. (78)

Proof. See Appendix A 13.

Since Eq. (77) expresses the solution to A′(t)c = d
simply in terms of t = cos θ, Theorem 6 implies that im-
posing the nonnegativity constraint c ≥ 0 should readily
yield bounds on the achievable θ. Note that c ≥ 0 re-
quires cν/cN−1 ≥ 0 for all ν = 0, . . . , N − 1. Since these
coefficient ratios depend solely on θ, enforcing them to
be nonnegative gives necessary and sufficient conditions
on θ for the existence of a TS state, thereby fully solv-
ing the TS problem for T = Tsym(n,m) when M = N .
Proposition 14 then allows this particular full solution to
be extended to the case of general n and m in the form
of sufficient conditions:

Theorem 7. Suppose T = Tsym(n,m). For θ ∈ [0, π]
and arbitrary n > 0 and m ≥ 0, a sufficient criterion for
the existence of a TSsym state is

θ ≥ (n− 1)π

n
. (79)

Furthermore, when m =
⌊
n
2

⌋
or
⌈
n
2

⌉
, Eq. (79) becomes

a necessary criterion.

Proof. Suppose m =
⌊
n
2

⌋
or
⌈
n
2

⌉
so that M = N =

⌊
n
2

⌋
.

Under these conditions, Proposition 15 and Theorem 6
imply that for a particular θ, a TS state exists if and only
if there exists c ≥ 0 such that Eq. (77) holds. Such a c
exists if and only if

0 ≤

{
(−1)N−1−νTN−1−ν(cos θ) n even

(−1)N−1−νWN−1−ν(cos θ) n odd,
(80)

for all ν = 0, . . . N − 1. It can readily be verified that
Eq. (80) holds for both even and odd n if and only if θ
satisfies Eq. (79) (see Appendix A 14). Hence, Eq. (79)
is a necessary and sufficient criterion for the existence of
a TSsym state when m =

⌊
n
2

⌋
or
⌈
n
2

⌉
.

When m ̸=
⌊
n
2

⌋
or
⌈
n
2

⌉
, we have M ≤ N . However,

applying Proposition 14 with m2 = m and m1 =
⌊
n
2

⌋
,

we deduce that Eq. (79) is a sufficient condition for the
existence of a TSsym state.

Because the proof of Theorem 7 is constructive, we can
recover descriptions of the TS states which are guaran-
teed to exist. For any n and m, if θ satisfies Eq. (79),

then Theorem 6 implies that |ψsym⟩ =
∑N−1

ν=0

√
cν |ν⟩ is

a TS state, where cN−1 is chosen such that |ψsym⟩ is
normalized and the remaining cν are determined by Eq.
(77). We call a TS state of this form a TSsym state.
For example, if n = 2m and θ satisfies Eq. (79), then a
satisfactory TSsym state is

|ψsym⟩ =
m∑

ν=0

√
|cos [(m− ν)θ]| |ν⟩ (81)

up to normalization, where |ν⟩ is the unnormalized super-
position over Z-eigenbasis states with weight ν or n− ν.
Since Theorem 7 does not provide necessary conditions

on θ whenm ̸= ⌊n/2⌋ or ⌈n/2⌉, the true minimum achiev-
able θ may in general be lower than the threshold of Eq.
(79). However, when m is chosen such that M is small,
it is in fact possible to sharpen the bound on the mini-
mum achievable θ by exactly solving the linear programs
of Theorems 4 or 6. We provide these improved bounds
for M = 0 and M = 1 in the following theorem:

Theorem 8. Suppose T = Tsym(n,m). Then the follow-
ing are true for θ ∈ [0, π] and n > 0:

(a) If m = 0 or m = n, then any state is a TS state.

(b) If n > 1 and either m = 1 or m = n − 1, then a
necessary and sufficient criterion for the existence
of a TS state is

θ ≥ arccos

(
−1 +

⌈n
2

⌉−1
)
. (82)

Proof. See Appendix A 15.

While not explored here, we note that an improved
bound for M = 2 (i.e., m = 2 or m = n− 2) can also be
found by directly solving the linear programs. Addition-
ally, we remark that recent work [14] has independently
proved a separate result equivalent to Theorem 8b.
From an experimental point of view, it is often desir-

able for sensors to be able to perfectly distinguish tra-
jectories in a single-shot measurement even when the
particle-sensor interaction strength θ is weak. However,
Theorem 7 suggests that when T = Tsym(n,m), the min-
imum achievable θ increases toward π (i.e., the maximum
possible interaction strength) as the number of qubits in
the sensor increases. This loss of sensor sensitivity corre-
sponds with the observation that the number of trajecto-
ries in Tsym(n,m) generally increases extremely rapidly
with n, as |Tsym(n,m)| =

(
n
m

)
. In the next section, we

address this shortcoming by showing for appropriately
restricted trajectory sets that the minimum achievable θ
does not increase as the number of sensor qubits grows.

B. T is transitive under the cyclic group

Because Tsym(n,m) includes all possible size-m trajec-
tories, it may include many trajectories which are not
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physically relevant in a practical setting. For example,
assuming the sensor qubits are spatially distributed in
a 3D array, some trajectories in Tsym(n,m) will consist
of qubits which are are not localized together along a
continuous curve. Because particle-sensing applications
may be interested in only such “continuous” trajectories,
it is desirable to know how to restrict T to exclude all
discontinuous trajectories.

In this section, we will again choose our trajectory set
to be TG(n,m), but we instead select G to be the cyclic
group Zn of order n, where Zn = {zj : j = 0, . . . , n− 1}
with generator permutation z = (1 . . . n). Here, the nota-
tion zj represents the permutation z applied j times. Ac-
cordingly, define Tcyc(n,m) to be TG(n,m) whenG = Zn.
Evidently, the qubits within each trajectory in Tcyc(n,m)
must have consecutive indices modulo n (see Figure 5).
Additionally, Tcyc(n,m) is a subset of Tsym(n,m), and
|Tcyc(n,m)| = n scales only linearly with the number of
sensor qubits.

Using the same strategy as Section IVA, the crite-
ria of Theorem 4 can be applied to determine whether
a TS state exists at a particular value of θ when T =
Tcyc(n,m). Let Z̃n equal the group G̃ when G = Zn.
To calculate the entries of the A(θ) matrix in Eq. (59),
it is necessary to compute the orbits of bit-strings in Zn

2

and trajectory pairs in T 2
cyc(n,m) under the action of

Z̃n. The orbits of trajectory pairs are straightforward to
determine:

Proposition 16. The set of orbits of tra-
jectory pairs in T 2

cyc(n,m) under Z̃n is

T 2
cyc(n,m)/Z̃n =

{
Ωµ : µ = 0, . . . ,MZ̃n

− 1
}

where

Ωµ = OrbZ̃n
[([m], zµ([m]))] and z = (1 . . . n). The

number MZ̃n
of such orbits equals ⌊n/2⌋+ 1.

Proof. See Appendix A 16.

However, the orbits of bit-strings under Z̃n are consid-
erably more complex to describe, and they are provided
by the set of distinct length-n binary necklaces [34] where
two necklaces are considered equivalent if related by the
n-bit bit-flip operation. The number NZ̃n

of such orbits

is given by sequence A000013 of the OEIS [35] with the
formula

NZ̃n
=

1

n

∑
d|n

2
n
d −1ϕ(2d), (83)

where d|n is the set of positive integers d that divide n
and ϕ(·) is the Euler totient function. The first several
values for NZ̃n

when n = 1, 2, . . . are:

NZ̃n
= 1, 2, 2, 4, 4, 8, 10, 20, 30, . . . . (84)

Although the linear program of Theorem 4 can be used
to numerically determine whether a TS state exists for
T = Tcyc(n,m) and some given θ, it is challenging to
use this strategy to analytically derive bounds on the
achievable θ as we did previously in Section IVA. Recall

that the bound in Theorem 7 was effectively computed
by solving the system of Eq. (59) for the special case
where A is a square matrix—that is, when MΣ̃n

= NΣ̃n
.

However, when G = Zn, it is apparent that no choice of
n > 3 and m will result in MZ̃n

= NZ̃n
; consequently, it

is impossible for A to be square in general, thereby pro-
hibiting a similar approach. Moreover, the complicated
scaling of NZ̃n

with n presents a significant obstacle for

finding a closed-form solution to Eq. (59) that general-
izes to arbitrary n.
To circumvent this issue, we now show that if n is

a constant multiple of m, there exist TS states for
Tcyc(n,m) which decompose into the tensor product of
several identical, smaller TSsym states. Because TS states
which decompose in this manner admit a vastly sim-
pler description, it is easier to determine the range of θ
over which they are guaranteed to exist. Hence, suppose
n = κm for some integer κ > 1. To visualize this decom-
position, it is easiest to imagine that the n qubits are as-
sembled in a κ×m rectangular array. The array is filled
in row-major order (using one-indexing) such that posi-
tion (r, s) in the array is occupied by qubit (r− 1)m+ s.
Now suppose there exists a κ-qubit TSsym state |ϕ⟩ that
discriminates the trajectories in Tsym(n′ = κ,m′ = 1) at
a particular value of θ. We claim that the n-qubit state
|ψ⟩ obtained by preparing each column of the array to
|ϕ⟩ is a TS state which discriminates the trajectories in
Tcyc(n,m) at the same value of θ. We will call any TS
state constructed in this manner a TScyc state.

Theorem 1 can be used to show that |ψ⟩ is indeed a TS
state for Tcyc(n,m) at the given value of θ. For G = Zn

and G = P (G), let Hcyc denote the G̃-invariant subspace
HG̃ . To use this theorem, we must first show that |ψ⟩
belongs in Hcyc , which requires that |ψ⟩ be invariant un-
der both n-qubit bit-flips and permutations in Zn. Since
the κ-qubit state |ϕ⟩ constituting each column of |ψ⟩ is
a TSsym state, it is already invariant under global bit-
flips and any permutations. It follows that |ψ⟩ is also
bit-flip invariant. To show that |ψ⟩ is also invariant un-
der permutations in Zn, it suffices to show that |ψ⟩ is
unchanged by the cyclic permutation z = (1 . . . n). Note
that z can be implemented on the array by (πc) cyclically
permuting the collection of columns and then (πr) cycli-
cally permuting just the qubits within the last column.
For example, consider the result of successively applying
πc and πr on the array of qubit indices when κ = 2 and
m = 3:[

1 2 3
4 5 6

]
πc−→
[
2 3 1
5 6 4

]
πr−→
[
2 3 4
5 6 1

]
=

[
z(1) z(2) z(3)
z(4) z(5) z(6)

]
. (85)

Since all the columns of |ψ⟩ are identically in the state
|ϕ⟩, permuting the columns with πc leaves |ψ⟩ un-
changed. Additionally, since the state |ϕ⟩ of each column
is permutation-invariant, permuting within a column us-
ing πr also leaves |ψ⟩ unchanged. Since |ψ⟩ does not
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change under permutations πc and πr, |ψ⟩ is invariant
under the action of z and therefore invariant under the
group Zn. Because |ψ⟩ is invariant under bit-flips and
Zn, it belongs in Hcyc, as desired.
To verify the criteria of Theorem 1 for |ψ⟩, it is first

necessary to consider the application of R(T )(θ) to the
κ×m array of qubits for any T ∈ Tcyc(n,m). Because all
trajectories T ∈ Tcyc consist of m consecutive qubits, any

R(T )(θ) operator applies the rotation RZ(θ) to exactly
one qubit in each column of the array. For example, if
κ = 2, m = 3, and T = {3, 4, 5}, then R(T )(θ) takes the
form [

I I RZ

RZ RZ I

]
, (86)

where the operator at entry (k, l) of the above matrix is
applied to the qubit at position (k, l) in the sensor array;
clearly, there is only one RZ applied per column of the
sensor array.

Now consider the application of R(T,T ′) = R†(T )R(T ′)

to the array for any T, T ′ ∈ Tcyc. By the above argument,

R†(T ) and R(T ′) individually deposit exactly one R†
Z and

one RZ per column, respectively. Using the same depic-
tion as Eq. (86), the operator R(T,T ′) takes the following
form when T = {1, 2, 3} and T ′ = {3, 4, 5}:[

R†
Z R†

Z R†
ZRZ

RZ RZ I

]
=

[
R†

Z R†
Z I

RZ RZ I

]
. (87)

The perturbation induced on the state |ψ⟩ by R(T,T ′) is
visualized in Figure 6.

FIG. 6. Decomposition of trajectories T = {1, 2, 3} (solid line)
and T ′ = {3, 4, 5} (dotted line) applied to a TScyc state, as
described in Eq. (87). T and T ′ belong to the set Tcyc(n,m),
where n = 6 and m = 3. Each pair of qubits grouped under a
colored box is prepared to a TSsym state which can distinguish
the trajectories in Tsym(n′ = 2,m′ = 1). Note that T and T ′

locally look like distinct trajectories in Tsym(n′ = 2,m′ = 1)
when applied to the blue and green TSsym states. Thus, from
a local viewpoint, T and T ′ map the each of the blue and green
TSsym states to orthogonal outputs. This fact is sufficient
to guarantee that the two full trajectories yield orthogonal
outputs for the whole TScyc state in the global picture.

To use Theorem 1, we must next prove that |ψ⟩ satisfies
Eq. (5) for at least one representative trajectory pair in

each orbit of T 2
cyc(n,m)/Z̃n. Pick any µ ∈ {0, . . . ,MZ̃n

−
1}. Then the trajectory pair ([m], zµ([m])) belongs to the

orbit Ωµ ∈ T 2
cyc(n,m)/Z̃n by Proposition 16. Because the

two trajectories in the pair are equal if and only if µ = 0,
we aim to show that

⟨ψ|R([m],zµ([m]))(θ) |ψ⟩ = δµ,0. (88)

The inner product in Eq. (88) can be decomposed intom
inner products over the m columns of the array. Noting

from above that each column receives exactly one R†
Z and

one RZ , we can write

⟨ψ|R([m],zµ([m]))(θ) |ψ⟩ =
m∏

column c=1

⟨ϕ|R(Tc,T
′
c) |ϕ⟩

(89)

where Tc = {kc} and T ′
c = {k′c} for some indices kc, k

′
c

of qubits that belong in the cth column. Alternately,
Tc and T ′

c can be interpreted as single-qubit trajectories
within the cth column. Because the state |ϕ⟩ of each col-
umn is a TSsym state capable of discriminating all size-
1 trajectories within the column, Eq. (5) implies that

⟨ϕ|R(Tc,T
′
c) |ϕ⟩ = δTc,T ′

c
. Since [m] = zµ([m]) (or equiv-

alently, µ = 0) if and only if Sc = S′
c for all columns

c,

m∏
column c=1

⟨ϕ|R(Tc,T
′
c) |ϕ⟩ =

∏
column c

δTc,T ′
c
= δµ,0. (90)

It follows that Eq. (5) holds for one representative tra-
jectory pair in each orbit Ωµ for µ = 0, . . . ,MZ̃n

− 1.

Because |ψ⟩ is in Hcyc, Theorem 1 guarantees that |ψ⟩
is a TScyc state for Tcyc(n,m) at the given value of θ, as
desired.

Therefore, if a TSsym state |ϕ⟩ exists for Tsym(n′ =
κ,m′ = 1) at a particular θ, then a TScyc state |ψ⟩ exists
for Tcyc(n = κm,m) at the same θ. The interval of θ over
which the larger TScyc state exists consequently includes
the interval over which the smaller TSsym state exists,
leading to the following theorem:

Theorem 9. Suppose T = Tcyc(n,m), where n = κm
for some arbitrary m > 0 and κ > 1. Given θ ∈ [0, π], a
sufficient condition for the existence of a TS state is

θ ≥ arccos

(
−1 +

⌈κ
2

⌉−1
)
. (91)

Proof. As shown above, the desired TS state exists if a
smaller m′ = 1, n′ = κ TSsym state exists. A sufficient
criterion for the existence of this smaller TSsym state is
given by Theorem 8b, and substituting n = κ into this
criterion gives Eq. (91).

Given that the form of TSsym states is known, it
is straightforward to provide descriptions for the TScyc
states guaranteed to exist by Theorem 9. For example,
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if n = 2m and θ obeys Eq. (91), then a satisfactory TS
state takes the form of

|ψcyc⟩ =
[√

|cos θ|(|00⟩+ |11⟩) + (|01⟩+ |10⟩)
]⊗m

(92)

up to normalization and a permutation of the qubits.
Since Eq. (91) is only a sufficient condition, it repre-

sents an upper bound to the minimum achievable θ when
T = Tcyc(n,m). However, assuming n remains a fixed
multiple of m, then this upper bound is in fact constant
with respect to n. It follows that, when T = Tcyc(n,m),
the minimum achievable θ does not increase even in the
large-sensor limit.

In Section IV, we solved the TS problem assuming
the trajectory set is transitive for some permutation
group. As a result, although the permutation symme-
try group G associated with each TS problem has been
highly nontrivial, the associated Pauli symmetry group
S has remained comparatively simple, as we have cho-
sen S = {I⊗n, X⊗n} every time. In the next section, we
shift the focus from G to S: after first exploring the rela-
tionship between TS states and quantum codes, we then
investigate useful TS scenarios where the Pauli symmetry
group may instead be highly nontrivial.

V. QUANTUM CODES FOR TRAJECTORY
SENSING

Quantum error correcting codes enable the recovery of
quantum information after an undesirable error process
by providing a means for the possible errors to be diag-
nosed and reversed. Generally speaking, the information
to be preserved is encoded into a subspace of the full
Hilbert space. Presuming that the encoded state is then
corrupted by some unknown error, the goal is to perform
syndrome measurements on the state to identify the er-
ror without destroying the information contained within.
If successful, the error may be undone, and the original
encoded state may be recovered without loss of quantum
information.

In fact, the setting of quantum error correction is in
many ways fundamentally equivalent to that of quan-
tum trajectory sensing, but the TS problem does not re-
quire preservation of quantum information and its error
model is very different. In TS, a sensor state is pre-
pared, subjected to an unknown trajectory, and mea-
sured with the intent to identify the trajectory (see Sec-
tion IIA). Unlike in QEC, the “errors” in TS are desir-
able system-environment interactions, and the purpose is
shifted away from information recovery and toward error
diagnosis. Moreover, while QEC typically supposes that
each qubit is subject to independent and identically dis-
tributed errors, in TS the trajectories instead constitute
highly correlated, many-qubit perturbations of a kind
that are rarely considered in the standard QEC setting.

Due to the trajectory error model, a TS state should
constitute a special kind of quantum code. On the other

hand, the diagnostic capability of existing quantum codes
suggests that they could be repurposed for sensing rather
than information recovery. Specifically, we expect that
syndrome measurements on such codes may be used to
distinguish a discrete set of perturbations of interest.
In Section VA, we establish a correspondence between

the criteria for general codes and the criteria for TS
states. Then, in Section VB, we demonstrate that a
subspace of TS states can encode a logical qubit. Af-
terwards, we discuss in Section VC how the symmetries
used earlier to simplify the search for TS states closely
relate to familiar symmetries of existing quantum codes,
particularly Pauli stabilizers. We subsequently show how
a number of known stabilizer codes can be alternatively
deployed for trajectory sensing. Lastly, in Section VD,
we illustrate how code concatenation can be used to en-
hance TS states by, for example, making them resilient
to noise.

A. Criteria for quantum codes and TS states

We now review the mathematical criteria for a general
quantum error correcting code and contrast them with
the TS state criteria. An [[n, k]] quantum code C is a
2k-dimensional subspace of the full n-qubit Hilbert space
H and is spanned by an orthonormal basis of code states
{|ψi⟩ : i = 1, . . . , 2k}. Suppose the system-environment
interaction can be modeled with the quantum channel
E(ρ) = EaρE

†
a where ρ is the density matrix of the sys-

tem and the {Ea} are a set of Kraus operators satisfying∑
aE

†
aEa = I. Intuitively, this interaction affects a code

state |ϕ⟩ ∈ C by applying one of the perturbations Ea to
it with some probability, yielding the output Ea |ϕ⟩. A
projective syndrome measurement on the output reveals
information about which Ea was applied to |ϕ⟩, and |ϕ⟩
can be recovered if the code satisfies the Knill-Laflamme
(KL) error correction criteria [36]:

⟨ψi|E†
aEb |ψj⟩ = γabδij (93)

for some Hermitian matrix γ which is independent of
|ψi⟩. When γ is diagonal, Eq. (93) expresses the re-
quirement that the output states for every error must be
orthogonal. Thus, any code with diagonal γ can perfectly
discriminate the given set of perturbations with a single
projective measurement.
However, even though a code may be effective in re-

covering a state subject to a set of perturbations, it may
not be able to unambiguously identify each perturbation
if γ is not diagonal. In fact, degenerate codes (for which
some ⟨ψi|E†

aEb |ψi⟩ = 1 for a ̸= b) are completely un-
able to distinguish some of the perturbations, despite
the fact that in some scenarios they can recover errors
under higher noise rates than can non-degenerate codes
[37]. Hence, to successfully discriminate a discrete set of
perturbations, a quantum code must prioritize syndrome
diagnosis over only information recovery.
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The KL error correction criteria of Eq. (93) bear a
striking resemblance to the TS state criteria of Eq. (5)
and suggest that TS states may form a kind of quan-
tum code. In fact, TS states indeed constitute quantum
error-correcting codes under the appropriate error chan-
nel. Consider the channel

ETS(ρ) =
1

|T |
∑
T∈T

R(T )(θ)ρR†(T )(θ), (94)

which corresponds to the action of a trajectory T ∈ T
chosen uniformly at random. It is easy to see that a
TS state |ψTS⟩ should be recoverable under ETS as fol-
lows. Because the outputs corresponding to each trajec-
tory acting on |ψTS⟩ are orthogonal, the trajectory T can
be unambiguously determined in a single measurement.
Afterwards, the state |ψTS⟩ can be restored by applying
the recovery operator R†(T ) to the output.

More formally, we can show that the [[n, 0]] code
{|ψTS⟩} satisfies the KL criteria of Eq. (93) under this
channel. If each trajectory T ∈ T is assigned a unique
integer index a = 1, . . . , |T |, then the Kraus operators
for ETS are

Ea =
1√
|T |

R(Ta)(θ). (95)

Since |ψTS⟩ is a TS state, it follows immediately from
Eq. (5) that Eq. (93) holds with γab = δa,b/|T |. Hence,
{|ψTS⟩} is an error-correcting code for the channel ETS.
Moreover, since γ is diagonal, a syndrome measurement
can unambiguously determine Ea, or equivalently, the
trajectory which perturbed the TS state.

To re-emphasize the distinction between information
recovery and error diagnosis, note that the code {|ψ⟩}
for any |ψ⟩ ∈ H also satisfies the KL criteria under this
channel; |ψ⟩ can always trivially be recovered by discard-
ing the output state and reinitializing |ψ⟩. However, al-
though any |ψ⟩ can be recovered from this channel, the
“errors” (or trajectories) can only be unambiguously dis-
tinguished if |ψ⟩ is a TS state and γ is subsequently di-
agonal.

Although single TS states form [[n, 0]] quantum codes
which can precisely identify trajectory perturbations
from the channel ETS, these k = 0 codes cannot store
a logical qubit. In the next section, we show how to
construct codes from TS states which properly encode a
logical qubit.

B. Trajectory sensing codes

There also exist k > 0 codes such that each codeword
state within the code space is a TS state. Recall that any
code satisfying the KL criteria of Eq. (93) with diagonal
γ can unambiguously distinguish the trajectory errors in
ETS. An [[n, k]] code with orthonormal basis {|ψi⟩ : i =
1, . . . , 2k} satisfies Eq. (93) for ETS and γab = δa,b/|T | if

and only if

⟨ψi|R(T,T ′) |ψj⟩ = δT,T ′δi,j (96)

for all T, T ′ ∈ T . We call any code satisfying Eq. (96) a
TS code since all of the states within are TS states.
We now show how to construct a [[n, 1]] TS code which

encodes a single logical qubit. A basis for this code will
consist of two orthogonal TS states. Recall by Theorem
2 that there exist TS states in the subspace invariant un-
der a permutation matrix group G and a Pauli subgroup
S = {I⊗n, X⊗n}; we now show that there also exist TS
states instead invariant under G and S = {I⊗n,−X⊗n}.
Subsequently, define G̃+ and G̃− to be the group ⟨S,G⟩
when S = {I⊗n, X⊗n} and {I⊗n,−X⊗n}, respectively.
Importantly, we find that these G̃+-invariant and G̃−-
invariant TS states are orthogonal and form the desired
code basis.
When T = Tsym(n,m) and n is odd, a G̃−-invariant

TS state exists for a particular θ if and only if a G̃+-
invariant TS state exists, where G = P (Σn). We can
understand this claim via the following argument. An
orthogonal basis for the G̃−-invariant subspace is given
by the vectors

|ν−⟩ =

 ∑
j1...jn∈Wν

|j1 . . . jn⟩

−

 ∑
j′1...j

′
n∈Wn−ν

|j′1 . . . j′n⟩


(97)

for all ν = 0, . . . , N − 1, noting that X⊗n |ν−⟩ = − |ν−⟩.
If n is odd, then the G̃+-invariant basis vectors |ν⟩ of Eq.
(69) are related to the |ν−⟩ via a unitary transformation
|ν⟩ = ZL |ν−⟩, where ZL is the unitary operator that ap-
plies a −1 phase to each Z-eigenbasis state with a weight
over ⌊n/2⌋. Specifically,

ZL |j1 . . . jn⟩ = (−1)Θ(j1...jn) |j1 . . . jn⟩ , (98)

where Θ(j1 . . . jn) equals one if j1 + . . . + jn > ⌊n/2⌋
and zero otherwise. It is furthermore easy to check that
⟨ν|ν′−⟩ = 0 for all ν, ν′, which implies that the G̃+- and

G̃−-invariant subspaces are orthogonal. However, if n
is even, then |ν−⟩ = 0 for ν = n/2, and clearly this
vector is not related to the nonzero |ν⟩ via a unitary
transformation. Thus, assuming that n is odd, let |ψ+⟩ =∑

ν cν |ν⟩ be a G̃+-invariant state, and define the G̃−-
invariant state |ψ−⟩ = ZL |ψ+⟩ =

∑
ν cν |ν−⟩. Then

⟨ψ−|R(T,T ′) |ψ−⟩ = ⟨ψ+|Z†
LR

(T,T ′)ZL |ψ+⟩

= ⟨ψ+|R(T,T ′) |ψ+⟩ (99)

for all T, T ′ ∈ T since ZL and the R(T,T ′) commute and

Z†
LZL = I. It follows that |ψ+⟩ is a TS state if and only

if |ψ−⟩ is.
For odd n and a given θ, after defining |+L⟩ to be a

G̃+-invariant TS state and letting |−L⟩ = ZL |+L⟩, the
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[[n, 1]] code CTS = {|+L⟩ , |−L⟩} is a TS code. Since |+L⟩
and |−L⟩ are TS states by the above argument,

⟨+L|R(T,T ′) |+L⟩ = ⟨−L|R(T,T ′) |−L⟩ = δT,T ′ (100)

for all T, T ′ ∈ T . To show that the TS code criteria of Eq.
(96) hold, it remains to show that ⟨+L|R(T,T ′) |−L⟩ =

⟨−L|R(T,T ′) |+L⟩ = 0 for all T, T ′ ∈ T . Note for any
T, T ′ ∈ T that there exists a bijection between the ele-
ments of T and the elements of T ′ since |T | = |T ′| = m.
Hence, there is a permutation π ∈ Σn such that π(T ) =
T ′ and π(T ′) = T . Then,

⟨+L|R(T,T ′) |−L⟩ = ⟨+L|PπR
(T,T ′)P †

π |−L⟩

= ⟨+L|Rπ(T,T ′) |−L⟩

= ⟨+L|R(π(T ),π(T ′)) |−L⟩

= ⟨+L|R(T ′,T ) |−L⟩

= ⟨+L|R[n](T,T ′) |−L⟩

= ⟨+L|X⊗nR(T,T ′)X⊗n |−L⟩

= −⟨+L|R(T,T ′) |−L⟩ , (101)

where in the first equality we use the fact that
|+L⟩ , |−L⟩ are permutation-invariant and in the fifth
equality we invoke X⊗n |−L⟩ = − |−L⟩. Necessar-

ily, ⟨+L|R(T,T ′) |−L⟩ = 0; by an identical argument,

⟨−L|R(T,T ′) |+L⟩ = 0 as well. We thus conclude that
the code CTS is a TS code, which implies that any state
in CTS is a TS state.

We now examine the logical qubit encoded in this code
space. Define the logical qubit states |0L⟩ = 1√

2
(|+L⟩ +

|−L⟩) and |1L⟩ = 1√
2
(|+L⟩−|−L⟩). As mentioned above,

both of these states are TS states. The logical operators
for this code are then ZL and XL = X⊗n, and it is easy
to check thatXL exchanges the states |0L⟩ and |1L⟩ while
ZL applies a −1 phase to |1L⟩ only. Additionally, XL and
ZL anticommute.

Although all of the states within CTS are invariant un-
der permutations by G = P (Σn), the Pauli symmetry
group of CTS is trivial, containing only the identity ma-
trix. Recall that we have constructed CTS from the state
|+L⟩, which in contrast has nontrivial Pauli symmetry
group {I⊗n, X⊗n}. Hence, to create CTS from the k = 0
code {|+⟩}, we remove the operator X⊗n from the sym-
metry group of the latter, thereby increasing the code
dimension by one. Furthermore, the removed operator
X⊗n becomes a logical operator of the larger code CTS.
These relationships between symmetry operators, code
dimension, and logical operators are already familiar in
the study of stabilizer codes; note, however, that the CTS

provided here is not a stabilizer code in general. Given
these observations, we are now motivated to examine the
connection between stabilizer codes and TS codes in more
detail.

C. Stabilizer codes for trajectory sensing

Due to the large number of variables and equations
typically involved, it is generally challenging to find codes
which correct for a given error set by directly solving
the KL criteria of (93). The stabilizer formalism of
QEC serves well to overcome these difficulties, and it has
yielded many families of useful codes [30]. A stabilizer
code HS is defined to be the simultaneous +1 eigenspace
of some Pauli subgroup S ≤ Pn; recall that for HS to be
nontrivial, S must be abelian and not contain the opera-
tor −I⊗n. Because a stabilizer code of dimension K can
be fully characterized by the logK generators of its sta-
bilizer group, these codes admit error correcting criteria
which are generally much easier to verify.
As seen in Sections II-III, it is similarly difficult to

naively solve the TS criteria of Eq. (5) without sim-
plification. To surmount this obstacle, we have likewise
invoked symmetry: analogously to the stabilizer formal-
ism, Theorem 1 allows the TS criteria to be simplified
for TS states invariant under certain symmetries. The
first relevant symmetry is a permutation group G, which
arises naturally due to the assumption that each R(T )

“error” operator is a tensor product of RZ(θ) operators.
However, the second relevant symmetry is in fact also a
Pauli stabilizer group S.
The fact that the TS states constructed in Sections II-

IV are (1) quantum codes and (2) invariant under a Pauli
subgroup S strongly suggests that there should exist sta-
bilizer codes which are also TS codes for some particular
set of trajectories. It is important to note, however, that
a TS state invariant under some S is not necessarily a sta-
bilizer state, since it need not be the unique state in HS .
Nonetheless, for a given θ and T , it is sometimes possible
for HS to be completely contained within the subspace
of TS states; in this scenario, the stabilizer code HS may
indeed also constitute a TS code. To visualize this situa-
tion, compare Figure 4 to Figure 7. In the former, some
of the states in HS are not TS states, which prohibits the
stabilizer code HS from being a TS code. In contrast, in
the latter, the stabilizer code HS contains only TS states
and may therefore also be a TS code.
In the next three subsections, we first establish gen-

eral criteria which a stabilizer code must satisfy for it to
also serve as a TS code. We then show how these criteria
may be applied by providing two small examples of stabi-
lizer TS codes. Lastly, we demonstrate that certain code
states of the well-known toric code [38] are TS states.

1. Criteria for stabilizer TS codes

Given a set of Pauli errors, the error correcting crite-
ria for a stabilizer code can be succinctly stated in terms
of the k stabilizer generators. Consider a stabilizer code
HS with stabilizer S and orthonormal basis {|ψi⟩ : i =
1, . . . , 2k}, where and define {Ui, Uj} = UiUj+UjUi to be
the anticommutator of two operators Ui and Uj . Then,
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FIG. 7. Venn diagram illustrating the space of TS states and
the invariant subspaces HS and HG for a Pauli stabilizer S
and permutation matrix group G. In this situation, the space
stabilized by S is completely contained within the space of
TS states for the given θ, which implies that HS may be a
stabilizer TS code.

two Pauli errors Ea, Eb ∈ Pn are distinguishable via a
single syndrome measurement if {D,E†

aEb} = 0 for some
generator D of S, since Ea |ψi⟩ and Eb |ψj⟩ are subse-
quently orthogonal for any basis vectors |ψi⟩ , |ψj⟩:

⟨ψi|E†
aEb |ψj⟩ = ⟨ψi|DE†

aEb |ψj⟩
= −⟨ψi|E†

aEbD |ψj⟩
= −⟨ψi|E†

aEb |ψj⟩ = 0. (102)

Hence, if E†
aEb anticommutes with some generator of S

for every Ea, Eb in the given Pauli error set, then HS
can unambiguously identify and correct for every error
in the set. Verifying the error correcting criteria through
these anticommutation conditions is typically much sim-
pler than directly checking the KL conditions of Eq. (93)
since the number of stabilizer generators is only logarith-
mic in the number of code basis states.

However, it is not generally possible to check whether
some HS is a TS code using these anticommutation con-
ditions because the trajectory “errors” R(T )(θ) are not
Pauli operators when θ ∈ (0, π). In particular, for non-
Pauli R(T )(θ) operators, there cannot exist a generator

of S which anticommutes with R†(T )R(T ′) = R(T,T ′).
Nonetheless, there do indeed exist stabilizer TS codes for
θ ∈ (0, π) even when these anticommutation conditions
are not satisfied; we discuss multiple concrete examples
in the next two subsections. Although these stabilizer
codes can be verified to be TS codes by directly check-
ing the criteria of Eq. (96) for each code basis state, it
still remains desirable to find simpler equivalent criteria
in terms of the stabilizer generators.

Fortunately, the anticommutation conditions described
above can be generalized to provide a sufficient condition
for stabilizer TS codes even when θ ∈ (0, π). Given T ,

it is too stringent to require that each R(T,T ′) operator
fully anticommutes with some stabilizer generator, as ex-

plained below. In fact, so long as each R(T,T ′) operator
anticommutes with some D ∈ S when both operators are
projected to a subspace containing the code, HS is indeed
guaranteed to be a TS code, per the following theorem:

Theorem 10. Let HS be a stabilizer code with Pauli
stabilizer S. Given a trajectory set T and θ ∈ [0, π], then
HS is a TS code if for every T ̸= T ′ in T , there exists a
subspace V ⊇ HS such that some D ∈ S satisfies

{D,R(T,T ′)(θ)}ΠV = 0, (103)

where ΠV is the projector onto V .

Proof. Let {|ψi⟩} be an orthonormal basis for HS .

Clearly, ⟨ψi|R(T,T ′) |ψj⟩ = δi,j for any i, j if T = T ′.
Thus, choose any T, T ′ ∈ T such that T ̸= T ′, and as-
sume Eq. (103) holds for some D ∈ S and V ⊇ HS .

We must show that ⟨ψi|R(T,T ′) |ψj⟩ = 0 for all i, j. Eq.

(103) implies that R(T,T ′)DΠV = −DR(T,T ′)ΠV . Also,
note that every |ψi⟩ ∈ V since V ⊇ HS . Hence,

⟨ψi|R(T,T ′) |ψj⟩ = ⟨ψi|R(T,T ′)D |ψj⟩

= ⟨ψi|R(T,T ′)DΠV |ψj⟩

= −⟨ψi|DR(T,T ′)ΠV |ψj⟩

= −⟨ψi|DR(T,T ′) |ψj⟩

= −⟨ψi|R(T,T ′) |ψj⟩
= 0, (104)

as desired. We conclude that HS is a TS code.

These anticommutation relations of Theorem 10 in fact
generalize the standard QEC criteria for a stabilizer code
with Pauli errors. Specifically, when θ = π so that each
“error” R(T )(θ) is a tensor product of Pauli operators,
the standard criteria are recovered from the above the-
orem by choosing V to be the whole Hilbert space for
every (T, T ′). However, we highlight the fact that V may
be chosen differently for each (T, T ′), which is especially
useful when θ < π. Thus, V may be understood as the
decoding space for the corresponding pair of trajectory
errors R(T ) and R(T ′).

Theorem 10 turns out to be particularly valuable for
determining whether a CSS code [39] is a TS code for
a given T and θ. Consider a CSS code with stabilizer
S. Note that a generating set for S can be found as the
union of some sets SX and SZ whose elements are tensor
products of only {I,X} or {I, Z}, respectively. When a
CSS code is a TS code, it is often possible in practice
to find some D ∈ SX which anticommutes with a given
R(T,T ′) when projected to a space stabilized by a subset
of SZ . In the next subsection, we present two small CSS
codes which are also TS codes and deploy Theorem 10 to
validate them.
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2. C4 and C6 codes

The [[4, 2]] C4 code with stabilizer ⟨XXXX,ZZZZ⟩
is the smallest stabilizer code capable of detecting an
arbitrary single-qubit Pauli error [40]. This CSS code
encodes two logical qubits into the following code states

|00L⟩ = |0000⟩+ |1111⟩
|01L⟩ = |0011⟩+ |1100⟩
|10L⟩ = |0101⟩+ |1010⟩
|11L⟩ = |0110⟩+ |1001⟩ , (105)

where we have suppressed normalization for convenience.

Remarkably, the TScyc state which discriminates
Tcyc(n = 4,m = 2) when θ = π

2 (constructed in Sec-
tion IVB) resides in this code space. Recall that this
TScyc state |ψcyc⟩ is prepared by initializing both qubit
pairs {1, 3} and {2, 4} into the two-qubit TSsym state
|01⟩+ |10⟩, per Eq. (92). It follows that

|ψcyc⟩ = |0011⟩+ |1100⟩+ |0110⟩+ |1001⟩
= |01L⟩+ |11L⟩ . (106)

The stabilizer of the one-dimensional subcode {|ψcyc⟩} is
generated by

⟨−Z(13),−Z(24), X(13), X(24)⟩, (107)

where the notation U (j1...jk) represents the operator
which applies U to qubits j1 through jk. Besides its
ability to discriminate trajectories, this subcode is fur-
ther known to correct a single amplitude damping error
[41].

Although we have already used Theorem 1 to prove
that |ψcyc⟩ is a TS state in Section IVB, we can now cor-
roborate this result using Theorem 10 instead. Specif-
ically, we prove that the code {|ψcyc⟩} is a TS code
when T = Tcyc(n = 4,m = 2) and θ = π

2 . Suppose
T = {1, 2} and T ′ = {2, 3}, and let S be the stabilizer
of HS = {|ψcyc⟩} given by Eq. (107). Note that since

R(T,T ′) is not Pauli, it will not fully anticommute with
any element of S. We must consequently turn to the
generalized criteria of Theorem 10, choosing D = X(13)

and V to be the +1 eigenspace of −Z(13); observe that
V ⊇ HS since −Z(13) ∈ S. The projector onto V is then
given by ΠV = (I − Z(13))/2. Then, to invoke Theorem
10, we must show that

{X(13),R(T,T ′)}(I − Z(13)) = 0. (108)

For convenience, let R = RZ(π/2). Note that R2 = −iZ
and XRX = R†, which implies that RXZ = iXR and
R†XZ = −iXR†. Furthermore, observe that R(T,T ′) =

R†(1)R(3). It follows that

{X(13),R(T,T ′)}Z(13)

=
(
XR†Z

)(1)
(XRZ)

(3)
+
(
R†XZ

)(1)
(RXZ)

(3)

= (RXZ)
(1) (

R†XZ
)(3)

+
(
R†XZ

)(1)
(RXZ)

(3)

= (iXR)
(1) (−iXR†)(3) + (−iXR†)(1) (iXR)(3)

= (XR)
(1) (

XR†)(3) + (XR†)(1) (XR)(3)
=
(
R†X

)(1)
(RX)

(3)
+
(
XR†)(1) (XR)(3)

= {X(13),R(T,T ′)}. (109)

Since {X(13),R(T,T ′)}Z(13) = {X(13),R(T,T ′)}, Eq.
(108) must hold for this choice of T, T ′. A similar ar-
gument applies for all other T ̸= T ′, so Theorem 10 con-
firms that HS = {|ψcyc⟩} is indeed the desired TS code.
The [[6, 2]] C6 code, a close analogue of the

C4 code, is also a CSS code but with stabilizer
⟨XIXXIX, IXXIXX,ZZIZZI, IZZIZZ⟩ up to a per-
mutation of the qubits [40]. Similarly, the TScyc state
which discriminates Tcyc(n = 6,m = 3) when θ = π

2 (pre-
pared by initializing qubit pairs {1, 4}, {2, 5}, and {3, 6}
to the smaller TSsym state |ϕ⟩ = |01⟩ + |10⟩) lies within
the C6 code. The stabilizer for the subcode containing
this TScyc state is generated by

⟨−Z(14),−Z(25),−Z(36), X(14), X(25), X(36)⟩. (110)

Recall that in Section IVB we have already proven that
the state stabilized by Eq. (110) is a TS state using
Theorem 1. In principle, it is possible to equivalently
verify this result using Theorem 10 as we did above for
the C4 TS state, but we will omit the details here.
Given that the C4 and C6 are small stabilizer codes,

it is natural to ask whether there might exist larger sta-
bilizer codes which also yield useful TS states. From a
practical point of view, trajectory sensors built from sur-
face codes [42] would be particularly desirable, as such
codes have demonstrated particularly promising perfor-
mance in recent experiments; namely, these codes have
remarkably achieved decreasing error rates with increas-
ing code size [43, 44]. Subsequently, we next consider
toric codes [38], a kind of surface code with periodic
boundary conditions, for trajectory sensing. Note that
the C4 code introduced above is in fact the smallest ex-
ample of a toric code. We thus now show that a larger
toric code can also support TS states.

3. 8-qubit toric code

The general toric code is defined on a two-dimensional
square lattice with periodic boundary conditions such
that a qubit is located on each edge [38]. The stabilizer
operators for the code are generated by tensor products
of Pauli operators on the qubits around each vertex and
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plaquette of the lattice:

Av =
∏
i∈v

Xi, Bp =
∏
j∈p

Zj (111)

where i ∈ v designates the set of four qubits surrounding
vertex v and j ∈ p denotes the set of four qubits on the
boundary of plaquette p. The toric code is the simulta-
neous +1 eigenspace of the group generated by the Av

and Bp operators for all vertices and plaquettes v and p
in the lattice.

FIG. 8. An 8-qubit toric code contains a TS state which can
discriminate the four trajectories in Ttoric = {T1, T2, T3, T4}
when θ = π

2
, where T1 = {1, 3, 4, 5} (red), T2 = {5, 7, 8, 1}

(blue), T3 = {2, 4, 5, 7} (green), and T4 = {3, 5, 8, 2} (purple).

An 8-qubit toric code contains a TS state |ψtoric⟩ which
can distinguish the four trajectories in Ttoric (depicted
in Figure 8) when θ = π

2 . The full toric code has the
following 8 stabilizer generators:

⟨X(1237), X(1248), X(3567), X(4568),

Z(1345), Z(2346), Z(5781), Z(6782)⟩, (112)

where the first four are Av operators and the second
four are Bp operators. Note that only 6 of these gen-
erators are independent because the product of all Av

and the product of all Bp give the identity. The desired
TS state |ψtoric⟩ constitutes the one-dimensional subcode
stabilized by the generators in Eq. (112) along with the
additional generators −Z(12),−Z(37). These additional
generators can be verified to commute with all other gen-
erators of the code.

To show that |ψtoric⟩ can indeed distinguish the four
trajectories of Ttoric when θ = π

2 , we now have a number
of tools available. We could, for example, verify the an-
ticommutation relations of Theorem 10 for every pair of
trajectories. However, supposing there exists a permuta-
tion group G and Pauli subgroup S under which |ψtoric⟩
and T 2

toric are simultaneously invariant, we could also aug-
ment this approach with our earlier result of Theorem 1.
In particular, instead of checking the anticommutation
relations for every single trajectory pair, it would suffice
to only validate them for one trajectory pair per orbit
of T 2

toric/(SG ⋊G), where S = σ(S). This combined ap-
proach greatly reduces the number of anticommutation

relations to evaluate, and we pursue this strategy in Ap-
pendix A17 to prove that |ψtoric⟩ is indeed a TS state
under the given conditions.

D. Enhancement of TS states via code
concatenation

Given the close connection between TS states and sta-
bilizer codes, it is intriguing to consider what possibilities
might be enabled through their combination. The prin-
ciple of code concatenation provides a meaningful way to
amalgamate a TS state with another quantum code; two
codes are said to be concatenated if one is constructed
from the logical states of the other. In particular, suppose
we have an [[n, k]] code which encodes k logical qubits
into n physical qubits. If we then initialize the k logical
qubits into a TS state, we can imagine that any perturba-
tions on the physical qubits which realize trajectory-like
perturbations on the encoded logical qubits might be dis-
tinguishable via a projective measurement. We now show
how concatenating a TS state with another code in this
manner may enhance some desirable properties of the TS
state.
For instance, by concatenating a TS state with a repe-

tition code, it is possible in principle to push the achiev-
able θ for the TS state arbitrarily close to zero. It
would be practically useful for a TS state to be able to
unambiguously discriminate trajectories even when the
particle-sensor interaction strength θ is very weak. Let
|ψ⟩ be any n-qubit TS state that distinguishes a trajec-
tory set T at a given θ, where each trajectory in T is of
size m. Furthermore, define an n′-qubit repetition code

to be the code spanned by the logical qubits |0L⟩ = |0⟩⊗n′

and |1L⟩ = |1⟩⊗n′
. If the logical qubits of n different

blocks of the repetition code are prepared to the state
|ψ⟩, then the resulting nn′-qubit concatenated state is a
TS state for a new trajectory set T ′, but at the decreased
interaction strength θ/n′. Note that each trajectory in
T ′ is of size mn′ and consists of m whole code blocks.
We illustrate this claim with the following simple ex-

ample. Given some positive integer n′, suppose we have
2n′ qubits that we prepare into two repetition code
blocks: qubits {1, . . . , n′} form the first block and qubits
{n′ + 1, . . . 2n′} form the second. These two code blocks
encode two logical qubits, which we respectively label 1̄
and 2̄. If we prepare the logical qubits to the TSsym state
|ψsym⟩ = 1√

2
(|01L⟩+ |10L⟩), then the logical trajectories

T̄ = {1̄} and T̄ ′ = {2̄} can be perfectly distinguished
with a single projective measurement when θ = π

2 . Im-
portantly, note that applying RZ(θ/n

′) to every physical
qubit in a code block has the effect of rotating the corre-
sponding logical qubit by RZ(θ). Hence, the logical tra-

jectories R(T̄ )(θ) and R(T̄ ′)(θ) are respectively equivalent

to the physical trajectories R(T )(θ/n′) and R(T ′)(θ/n′),
where T = {1, . . . , n′} and T ′ = {n′ + 1, . . . 2n′}. It fol-
lows that the concatenated TS state can distinguish the
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physical trajectories in T ′ = {T, T ′} when the interaction
strength is θ/n′ = π

2n′ .
Moreover, since n′ can be chosen arbitrarily large, the

achievable interaction strength for this new TS state can
in theory be pushed arbitrarily close to zero. However, in
a real experiment, issues may arise when n′ becomes very
large. In particular, note that while the incident parti-
cle perturbs the sensor qubits, the sensor qubits, in turn,
must conversely perturb the particle. Hence, if the parti-
cle interacts with a vast number of qubits, the resulting
back-action may measurably alter its trajectory in an un-
desirable way, thus corrupting the trajectory data. This
phenomenon may thereby impose a practical limit on the
minimum θ which could be achievable via concatenation
with repetition codes.

On the other hand, if a TS state is instead concate-
nated with a code that has error-correction capabilities,
then it may be possible to discriminate perturbations
even if the physical qubits are subject to noise. How-
ever, it is not immediately clear for a given code what
kinds of physical qubit perturbations could lead to dis-
tinguishable logical qubit “trajectories.”

A good candidate error correcting code for concatena-
tion with a TS state would be any code that implements
the RZ(θ) gate transversally on the logical space by ap-
plying RZ(θ) to a subset of the physical qubits in the
code. The Steane code, which encodes one logical qubit
into 7 physical qubits, is a prime example, as applying
RZ

(
π
2

)
to all 7 physical qubits has the effect of rotating

the logical qubit by R†
Z

(
π
2

)
[45]. Now let |ψ⟩ be any n-

qubit TS state that distinguishes a trajectory set T at
θ = π

2 , where each trajectory in T is of size m. If we pre-
pare the logical qubits of n different Steane code blocks
into the state |ψ⟩, then the resulting 7n-qubit concate-
nated code is a TS state for a new trajectory set T ′ at
θ = π

2 , where each trajectory in T ′ is of size 7m and
consists of m whole code blocks.

We support this claim with an analogous toy example,
illustrated in Figure 9. We prepare 14 physical qubits
into two Steane code blocks such that qubits 1-7 consti-
tute the first block and qubits 8-14 constitute the second.
As before, the two code blocks respectively encode two
logical qubits labeled 1̄ and 2̄ whose states are either
|0L⟩ or |1L⟩. Like in the previous example, we prepare
the logical qubits to the same state |ψsym⟩, which allows
the logical trajectories T̄ = {1̄} and T̄ ′ = {2̄} to be per-
fectly distinguished when θ = π

2 . However, since the

Steane code transversally implements the RZ

(
π
2

)
gate,

these logical trajectories are again equivalent to physical
trajectories:

R(T̄ )
(π
2

)
|ψ⟩ = R†(T )

(π
2

)
|ψ⟩ and (113)

R(T̄ ′)
(π
2

)
|ψ⟩ = R†(T ′)

(π
2

)
|ψ⟩ , (114)

where T = {1, . . . 7} and T ′ = {8, . . . 14}. Thus, this
concatenated TS code can distinguish the two physical
trajectories in T ′ = {T, T ′} when θ = π

2 .

FIG. 9. Noise-resilient TS state constructed by preparing
the logical qubits of two Steane code blocks into the TSsym

state |ψsym⟩ = 1√
2
(|01L⟩+ |10L⟩). A trajectory which passes

through one block of physical qubits induces a trajectory
through the corresponding logical qubit. Qubits in green have
been rotated by RZ(π/2). Because the Steane code blocks
can each correct arbitrary single-qubit errors, perfect trajec-
tory sensing is possible even if one qubit per block decoheres
(e.g., the red qubits).

Crucially, the Steane code furthermore allows arbitrary
single-qubit errors to be perfectly corrected. It follows
that if an undesired single qubit error occurs in either
code block before (or after) the incident particle inter-
acts with the sensor, then syndrome measurements on
the blocks can be used to restore the TS state (or output
state) so that the trajectories can still be distinguished
with zero probability of failure. Hence, concatenating
TS states with error-correcting codes allows for trajec-
tory sensing that is robust to external noise.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we formally introduced the TS problem,
developed a group-theoretic framework for solving the
problem, and provided various families of solutions. In
particular, we showed how permutation and Pauli group
symmetries naturally arise within the TS problem, and
we applied these symmetries to substantially simplify the
general criteria for TS states. We subsequently used
these simplified criteria to determine closed-form bounds
on the interval of achievable θ as a function of sensor size
when the trajectory set is transitive under the symmetric
and cyclic permutation groups. Finally, we established a
concrete link between trajectory sensing and quantum
error correction, demonstrating how familiar stabilizer
codes can be used as trajectory sensors under suitable
conditions.
A number of important and interesting questions re-

main open within the TS formalism developed here. For
example, recall that Theorem 2 guarantees the existence
of TS states invariant under ⟨S,G⟩ where S is the particu-
lar Pauli subgroup {I⊗n, X⊗n}; however, it is not known
how this result might generalize to other choices of S.
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Additionally, it remains unproven whether the bound on
the achievable θ for Tcyc(n,m) given in Theorem 9 is a
necessary condition (as opposed to just a sufficient one).
Furthermore, although we provided individual examples
of stabilizer codes which provide TS states, it is unclear
how to systematically construct a general family of sta-
bilizer codes (possibly surface or toric codes) which can
support trajectory sensing.

The foundation for quantum trajectory sensing estab-
lished here could be expanded in many meaningful and
exciting ways. For instance, it may be possible to cre-
ate TS codes with intrinsic error-correcting capabilities
which do not rely on concatenation; such codes may sub-
sequently be more resource-efficient. On the other hand,
a natural extension of our TS scenario might replace the
sensor qubits with qudits. Although qudits can be incor-
porated into a trajectory sensor by simply concatenating
our current TS code with a qubit-into-oscillator bosonic
code (such as a GKP code [46]), it is unknown whether

there exist more powerful TS architectures built from qu-
dits directly. Lastly, given that the toric codes of Section
VC3 are ground states of a many-body Hamiltonian [38],
we ask whether similar Hamiltonians may provide a nat-
ural way to describe or physically realize TS states in
general.
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Appendix A: Miscellaneous proofs

In this appendix, we provide a number of miscellaneous proofs which have been deferred from the main text.

1. Conjugation of operators by qubit permutation matrices

In Section II, we consider how R(T,T ′) operators and Pauli operators transform under conjugation by qubit per-
mutation matrices. In essence, if an operator U can be written as a tensor product of single-qubit operators, then
conjugating U by a qubit permutation matrix Pπ permutes the indices of its tensor factors by π−1:

Proposition A1. Let G be any permutation group. Suppose U ∈ U(H) can be written as a tensor product of single
qubit operators Uk, so that U =

⊗n
k=1 Uk. Then PπUP

†
π = U ′ for any π ∈ G, where U ′ =

⊗n
k=1 Uπ−1(k).

Proof. Each Uk can be written in the Z-eigenbasis as

Uk =
∑

l′,l∈{0,1}

(uk)l′l |l
′⟩⟨l| (A1)

for some scalars (uk)l′l ∈ C. It follows that

U =

n⊗
k=1

∑
l′k,lk∈{0,1}

(uk)l′klk
|l′k⟩⟨lk| (A2)

=
∑

l′1,...,l
′
n∈{0,1}

∑
l1,...,ln∈{0,1}

(
n∏

k=1

(uk)l′klk

)
|l′1 . . . l′n⟩⟨l1 . . . ln| . (A3)

To compute PπUP
†
π , we first compute UP †

π :

UP †
π =

 ∑
l′1,...,l

′
n∈{0,1}

∑
l1,...,ln∈{0,1}

(
n∏

k=1

(uk)l′klk

)
|l′1 . . . l′n⟩⟨l1 . . . ln|

 ∑
j1,...,jn∈{0,1}

∣∣jπ(1) . . . jπ(n)〉〈j1 . . . jn∣∣
 (A4)

=
∑

l′1,...,l
′
n∈{0,1}

∑
l1,...,ln∈{0,1}

∑
j1,...,jn∈{0,1}

(
n∏

k=1

(uk)l′klk

)
|l′1 . . . l′n⟩⟨l1 . . . ln|

∣∣jπ(1) . . . jπ(n)〉〈j1 . . . jn∣∣ (A5)
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We keep only terms where l1 . . . ln = jπ(1) . . . jπ(n):

UP †
π =

∑
l′1,...,l

′
n∈{0,1}

∑
j1,...,jn∈{0,1}

(
n∏

k=1

(uk)l′kjπ(k)

)
|l′1 . . . l′n⟩⟨j1 . . . jn| . (A6)

We can now left-multiply by Pπ:

PπUP
†
π =

 ∑
j′1,...,j

′
n∈{0,1}

∣∣∣j′1 . . . j′n〉〈j′π(1) . . . j′π(n)∣∣∣
 ∑

l′1,...,l
′
n∈{0,1}

∑
j1,...,jn∈{0,1}

(
n∏

k=1

(uk)l′kjπ(k)

)
|l′1 . . . l′n⟩⟨j1 . . . jn|


(A7)

=
∑

j′1,...,j
′
n∈{0,1}

∑
l′1,...,l

′
n∈{0,1}

∑
j1,...,jn∈{0,1}

(
n∏

k=1

(uk)l′kjπ(k)

)∣∣∣j′1 . . . j′n〉〈j′π(1) . . . j′π(n)∣∣∣ |l′1 . . . l′n⟩⟨j1 . . . jn| (A8)

and again keep only terms where j′π(1) . . . j
′
π(n) = l′1 . . . l

′
n:

PπUP
†
π =

∑
j′1,...,j

′
n∈{0,1}

∑
j1,...,jn∈{0,1}

(
n∏

k=1

(uk)j′
π(k)

jπ(k)

)
|j′1 . . . j′n⟩⟨j1 . . . jn| . (A9)

We finally change indices k → π−1(k′) to obtain

PπUP
†
π =

∑
j′1,...,j

′
n∈{0,1}

∑
j1,...,jn∈{0,1}

(
n∏

k′=1

(
uπ−1(k′)

)
j′
k′ jk′

)
|j′1 . . . j′n⟩⟨j1 . . . jn| (A10)

=

n⊗
k′=1

∑
j′k,jk∈{0,1}

(
uπ−1(k′)

)
j′
k′ j

′
k′
|j′k′⟩⟨jk′ | (A11)

=

n⊗
k′=1

Uπ−1(k′), (A12)

as desired.

We can directly apply this proposition to describe how R(T ) operators transform when conjugated by qubit permu-
tation matrices:

Proposition A2. Let G be a permutation group on [n]. For any π ∈ G and T ⊆ [n], PπR
(T )P †

π = R(π(T )).

Proof. We have

PπR
(T )P †

π = Pπ

 n⊗
j=1

RZ(θ · 1T (j))

P †
π . (A13)

Proposition A1 then implies that conjugation by Pπ permutes the indices of the tensor factors by π−1:

PπR
(T )P †

π =

n⊗
j=1

RZ(θ · 1T (π
−1(j))). (A14)

Note that π−1(j) ∈ T if and only if j ∈ π(T ). Hence, 1T (π
−1(j)) = 1π(T )(j), so

PπR
(T )P †

π =

n⊗
j=1

RZ(θ · 1π(T )(j)) (A15)

= R(π(T )), (A16)

as desired.
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2. Proof of Proposition 4

In this section, we first show that σ is a valid surjective homomorphism from a S ≤ Pn to S = σ(S) and then prove
Proposition 4.

Proposition A3. The map σ is a surjective homomorphism from any S ≤ Pn to S = σ(S).

Proof. To prove that σ is a homomorphism, we must show that σDD′ = σD △ σD′ for any D,D′ ∈ S, where △ is the
set symmetric difference. Write D and D′ as D = eiϕ

⊗n
j=1Dj and D′ = eiϕ

′ ⊗n
j=1D

′
j for some ϕ, ϕ′ ∈ [0, 2π), where

each Dj , D
′
j ∈ {X,Y, Z, I}. Then

DD′ =

n⊗
j=1

DjD
′
j . (A17)

We now make the following observations about products of single-qubit Paulis, which hold up to a phase:

1. Products of two (possibly identical) operators from the set {X,Y } are equal to one of {Z, I}.

2. Products consisting of one element of {X,Y } and one element of {Z, I} are equal to an element of {X,Y }.

3. Products of two (possibly identical) operators from the set {Z, I} are equal to one of {Z, I}.

By definition, σDD′ = {j : DjD
′
j = X or Y }. Due to the observations above, j ∈ σDD′ if and only if either

Dj ∈ {X,Y } and D′
j ∈ {Z, I} or Dj ∈ {Z, I} and D′

j ∈ {X,Y }. Equivalently, j ∈ σDD′ if and only if j ∈ σD and
j /∈ σD′ or j /∈ σD and j ∈ σD′ . This result can be summarized as follows: j ∈ σDD′ if and only if j ∈ σD △ σD′ ,
which implies that σDD′ = σD △ σD′ , as desired.
The surjectivity of σ : S → S follows trivially from the fact that S is the image of S under σ by definition.

We now prove Proposition 4.

Proof of Proposition 4. Part (a). For any D ∈ S and T, T ′ ⊆ [n],

DR(T,T ′)D† = DR†(T )R(T ′)D† (A18)

=
(
DR†(T )D†

)(
DR(T ′)D†

)
(A19)

We will use the notation R(j) to represent R({j}), that is, the n-qubit operator which applies RZ to the jth qubit
and the identity to all other qubits. Additionally, write D as D = eiϕ

⊗n
j=1Dj for some ϕ ∈ [0, 2π), where each

Dj ∈ {X,Y, Z, I}. Accordingly, define D̃j to be the n-qubit operator which applies Dj to the jth qubit and the
identity to all other qubits. Then

DR(T,T ′)D† =

∏
j∈T

D̃jR
†(j)D̃†

j

(∏
l∈T ′

D̃lR
(l)D̃†

l

)
(A20)

Note that if j ∈ σD, then Dj = X or Y , so DjR
†
ZD

†
j = RZ and DjRZD

†
j = R†

Z . If instead j /∈ σD, then Dj = Z or

I, so DjR
†
ZD

†
j = R†

Z and DjRZD
†
j = RZ . Thus,

DR(T,T ′)D† =

 ∏
j∈T\σD

R†(j)

 ∏
j′∈T∩σD

R(j′)

 ∏
l∈T ′\σD

R(l)

( ∏
l′∈T ′∩σD

R†(l′)

)
(A21)

=

 ∏
j∈(T\σD)∪(T ′∩σD)

R†(j)

 ∏
l∈(T ′\σD)∪(T∩σD)

R(l)

 . (A22)

Eq. (A22) follows from Eq. (A21) because (T \ σD) and (T ′ ∩ σD) are disjoint (likewise, (T ′ \ σD) and (T ∩ σD) are
disjoint). We can then rewrite this result as

DR(T,T ′)D† = R†((T\σD)∪(T ′∩σD))R((T ′\σD)∪(T∩σD)) (A23)

= R((T\σD)∪(T ′∩σD),(T ′\σD)∪(T∩σD)) (A24)

= RσD(T,T ′) (A25)
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from which Eq. (25) follows, as desired. It remains to show that σD(T, T ′) is a valid group action of S = σ(S) on
[n]2. The identity group action axiom requires e(T, T ′) = (T, T ′), where e is the identity element of S. It is obvious
that this axiom holds with e = {}. The compatibility axiom then requires that ς1(ς2(T, T

′)) = (ς1△ ς2)(T, T
′) for any

ς1, ς2 ∈ S. We now prove this as follows. It will be convenient to write the set difference T \ ς as T ∩ ςc, where ςc is
the complement of ς in [n], that is, [n] \ ς. Then

ς1(ς2(T, T
′)) = ς1((T ∩ ςc2) ∪ (T ′ ∩ ς2), (T ′ ∩ ςc2) ∪ (T ∩ ς2)) (A26)

= (T̃ , T̃ ′), (A27)

where

T̃ = [((T ∩ ςc2) ∪ (T ′ ∩ ς2)) ∩ ςc1 ] ∪ [((T ′ ∩ ςc2) ∪ (T ∩ ς2)) ∩ ς1] and
T̃ ′ = [((T ′ ∩ ςc2) ∪ (T ∩ ς2)) ∩ ςc1 ] ∪ [((T ∩ ςc2) ∪ (T ′ ∩ ς2)) ∩ ς1]. (A28)

We start by expanding the above expression for T̃ . The first step is to distribute the ςc1 and ς1 over the set unions
with which they intersect:

T̃ = ((T ∩ ςc2) ∩ ςc1) ∪ ((T ′ ∩ ς2) ∩ ςc1) ∪ ((T ′ ∩ ςc2) ∩ ς1) ∪ ((T ∩ ς2) ∩ ς1) (A29)

We now apply associativity of the set intersection and De Morgan’s laws:

T̃ = (T ∩ (ς2 ∪ ς1)c) ∪ (T ′ ∩ (ς2 ∩ ςc1)) ∪ (T ′ ∩ (ςc2 ∩ ς1)) ∪ (T ∩ (ς2 ∩ ς1)). (A30)

Next, we use the commutativity of set unions and the distributive property to write

T̃ = (T ∩ (ς2 ∪ ς1)c) ∪ (T ∩ (ς2 ∩ ς1)) ∪ (T ′ ∩ (ς2 ∩ ςc1)) ∪ (T ′ ∩ (ςc2 ∩ ς1)) (A31)

= (T ∩ [(ς2 ∪ ς1)c ∪ (ς2 ∩ ς1)]) ∪ (T ′ ∩ [(ς2 ∩ ςc1) ∪ (ςc2 ∩ ς1)]). (A32)

Letting △ denote the set symmetric difference, note that (ς2 ∪ ς1)c ∪ (ς2 ∩ ς1) = [(ς2 ∪ ς1) ∩ (ς2 ∩ ς1)c]c = [ς1 △ ς2]
c.

Furthermore, (ς2 ∩ ςc1) ∪ (ςc2 ∩ ς1) = (ς2 \ ς1) ∪ (ς1 \ ς2) = ς1 △ ς2. Then,

T̃ = (T ∩ (ς1 △ ς2)
c) ∪ (T ′ ∩ (ς1 △ ς2)) (A33)

= (T \ (ς1 △ ς2)) ∪ (T ′ ∩ (ς1 △ ς2)). (A34)

By an identical argument, we also have

T̃ ′ = (T ′ \ (ς1 △ ς2)) ∪ (T ∩ (ς1 △ ς2)). (A35)

Lastly, since evidently (ς1 △ ς2)(T, T
′) = (T̃ , T̃ ′) as well, we have

ς1(ς2(T, T
′)) = (ς1 △ ς2)(T, T

′), (A36)

as desired.
Part (b). Pick any D ∈ S and j1 . . . jn ∈ Zn

2 . We will again write D as D = eiϕ
⊗n

l=1Dl for some ϕ ∈ [0, 2π), where
each Dl ∈ {X,Y, Z, I}. Then

D |j1 . . . jn⟩ = eiϕ
n⊗

l=1

Dl |jl⟩ . (A37)

Note that if l ∈ σD, then Dl = X or Y , so Dl |jl⟩ ∝ |jl ⊕ 1⟩ up to a phase. On the other hand, if l /∈ σD, then Dl = Z
or I, so Dl |jl⟩ ∝ |jl⟩ up to a phase. It follows that

D |j1 . . . jn⟩ = eiϕ
′

n⊗
l=1

|j′l⟩ , (A38)

for some phase ϕ′ ∈ [0, 2π), where

j′l =

{
jl ⊕ 1 l ∈ σD
jl l /∈ σD

(A39)
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for l = 1, . . . , n. Therefore,

D |j1 . . . jn⟩ = eiϕ
′
|σD(j1 . . . jn)⟩ (A40)

for some phase ϕ′ ∈ [0, 2π), as desired. It remains to show that σD(j1 . . . jn) is a valid group action of S on Zn
2 . The

identity axiom is clearly satisfied for the identity element {} of S. We now prove that the compatibility axiom holds.
We need ς1(ς2(j1 . . . jn)) = (ς1 △ ς2)(j1 . . . jn) for any ς1, ς2 ∈ S. We have

ς1(ς2(j1 . . . jn)) = ς1(j
′
1 . . . j

′
n) = j′′1 . . . j

′′
n (A41)

where for l = 1, . . . , n,

j′l =

{
jl ⊕ 1 l ∈ ς2
jl l /∈ ς2

and j′′l =

{
j′l ⊕ 1 l ∈ ς1
j′l l /∈ ς1

. (A42)

We would like to find expressions for j′′l in terms of jl, and we proceed by considering all possible cases:

1. Suppose l ∈ ς1 and l ∈ ς2. Then j
′′
l = j′l ⊕ 1 and j′l = jl ⊕ 1, so j′′l = jl.

2. Suppose l ∈ ς1 and l /∈ ς2. Then j
′′
l = j′l ⊕ 1 and j′l = jl, so j

′′
l = jl ⊕ 1.

3. Suppose l /∈ ς1 and l ∈ ς2. Then j
′′
l = j′l and j

′
l = jl ⊕ 1, so j′′l = jl ⊕ 1.

4. Suppose l /∈ ς1 and l /∈ ς2. Then j
′′
l = j′l and j

′
l = jl, so j

′′
l = jl.

In summary,

j′′l =

{
jl ⊕ 1 l ∈ ς1 △ ς2
jl l /∈ ς1 △ ς2

. (A43)

Evidently, (ς1 △ ς2)(j1 . . . jn) = (j′′1 . . . j
′′
n) as well, from which it follows that

ς1(ς2(j1 . . . jn)) = (ς1 △ ς2)(j1 . . . jn), (A44)

as desired.

3. Proof of Proposition 5

We now establish some preliminary results which will later be used to prove statements about the semidirect
product SG ⋊ G. For Propositions A4-A8, assume we are given an arbitrary permutation group G on [n] and Pauli
subgroup S ≤ Pn; let G = P (G) and S = σ(S). We first describe how Pauli operators transform when conjugated by
permutation matrices.

Proposition A4. For any π ∈ G and D ∈ S, define D′ = PπDP
†
π. Then σD′ = π(σD).

Proof. Write D as D = eiϕ
⊗n

j=1Dj for some ϕ ∈ [0, 2π), where each Dj ∈ {X,Y, Z, I}. Then Proposition A1 implies
that

D′ = PπDP
′
π (A45)

= eiϕ
n⊗

j=1

Dπ−1(j). (A46)

Thus, D′ = eiϕ
⊗n

j=1D
′
j , where D

′
j = Dπ−1(j). Note that j ∈ σD′ is equivalent to D′

j = X or Y by the definition of

σD′ . Since D′
j = Dπ−1(j), D

′
j = X or Y if and only if π−1(j) ∈ σD. Since π−1(j) ∈ σD if and only if j ∈ π(σD), we

conclude that σD′ = π(σD).

We now show that the two definitions for SG given in the main text (i.e., SG = σ(SG) and SG = ⟨π(ς) : ς ∈ S, π ∈ G⟩)
are equivalent.
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Proposition A5. The two definitions for SG are equivalent:

σ(SG) = ⟨π(ς) : ς ∈ S, π ∈ G⟩. (A47)

Proof. Suppose ς ∈ σ(SG). Then ς = σD for some D ∈ SG . According to Eq. (13), D can be written as D =∏k
j=1 PπjD

′
jP

†
πj

for some Pπj ∈ G, D′
j ∈ S, and k ∈ N. Since σ is a homomorphism, we have σD =△k

j=1σ(PπjD
′
jP

†
πj
).

By Proposition A4, σ(Pπj
D′

jP
†
πj
) = πj(σD′

j
), which implies that σD = △k

j=1πj(σD′
j
). Noting that each σD′

j
∈ S, it

follows that σ(SG) ⊆ ⟨π(ς ′) : ς ′ ∈ S, π ∈ G⟩.
Conversely, suppose ς ∈ ⟨π(ς ′) : ς ′ ∈ S, π ∈ G⟩ such that ς = △k

j=1πj(ς
′
j) for some πj ∈ G, ς ′j ∈ S, and k ∈ N.

Since S = σ(S), there exist D′
j ∈ S such that ς ′j = σD′

j
. Hence, ς = △k

j=1πj(σD′
j
), and it follows from Proposition

A4 that ς =△k

j=1σ(Pπj
D′

jP
†
πj
). Because σ is a homomorphism, we have ς = σ(△k

j=1Pπj
D′

jP
†
πj
), which implies that

ς ∈ σ(SG). It follows that σ(SG) ⊇ ⟨π(ς ′) : ς ′ ∈ S, π ∈ G⟩, thereby completing the proof.

Next, we show that SG is invariant under permutations from G:

Proposition A6. For any ς ∈ SG and π ∈ G, π(ς) ∈ SG.

Proof. Consider any ς ∈ SG and π ∈ G. Because σ : SG → SG is surjective, there exists D ∈ SG such that ς = σD.
Now define D′ = PπDP

†
π , and note that D′ ∈ SG since G ⊆ N (SG) by Proposition 2a. It follows that σD′ ∈ SG,

since SG = σ(SG). Furthermore, because σD′ = π(σD) = π(ς) by Proposition A4, we conclude that π(ς) ∈ SG, as
desired.

We can use this result to show that permutations in G act as automorphisms of SG.

Proposition A7. For any π ∈ G, the map π : SG → SG is an automorphism of SG.

Proof. The result of Proposition A6 implies that π(·) is indeed a mapping from SG to itself. We must now show that
π(·) is a homomorphism; specifically, we must demonstrate that π(ς1 △ ς2) = π(ς1)△ π(ς2) for all ς1, ς2 ∈ SG. Letting
ςc indicate the complement of ς in [n] for any ς ⊆ [n], we have

π(ς1 △ ς2) = π((ς1 ∪ ς2) \ (ς1 ∩ ς2)). (A48)

Note that π(ς ∪ ς ′) = π(ς)∪ π(ς ′) for any ς, ς ′ ⊆ [n]. Additionally, since π is bijective, we have π(ς ∩ ς ′) = π(ς)∩ π(ς ′)
and π(ς \ ς ′) = π(ς) \ π(ς ′) as well. Thus,

π(ς1 △ ς2) = π(ς1 ∪ ς2) \ π(ς1 ∩ ς2) (A49)

= [π(ς1) ∪ π(ς2)] \ [π(ς1) ∩ π(ς2)] (A50)

= π(ς1)△ π(ς2), (A51)

as desired. Because π is bijective, we conclude that the homomorphism π : SG → SG is an automorphism.

We are now equipped to show that Φ is a surjective homomorphism.

Proposition A8. The map Φ is a surjective homomorphism from ⟨S,G⟩ to SG ⋊G.

Proof. By Proposition 2b, any element of ⟨S,G⟩ can be written uniquely as DPπ for some D ∈ SG and Pπ ∈ G. To
demonstrate that Φ is a homomorphism, we must show that

Φ[D1Pπ1
D2Pπ2

] = Φ[D1Pπ1
]Φ[D2Pπ2

] (A52)

for any D1Pπ1
, D2Pπ2

∈ ⟨S,G⟩. Hence, pick any arbitrary D1Pπ1
, D2Pπ2

∈ ⟨S,G⟩. Because G ∈ N (SG) by Proposition
2a, we have Pπ1

D2 = D′
2Pπ1

for some D′
2 ∈ SG . Therefore,

Φ[D1Pπ1D2Pπ2 ] = Φ[(D1D
′
2)(Pπ1Pπ2)] (A53)

= (σD1D′
2
, P−1(Pπ1Pπ2)) (A54)

= (σD1
△ σD′

2
, π1π2), (A55)
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where the last equality follows from the fact that σ and P−1 are homomorphisms. Because D′
2 = Pπ1

D2P
†
π1
, Propo-

sition A4 implies that σD′
2
= π1(σD2

). Hence,

Φ[D1Pπ1D2Pπ2 ] = (σD1 △ π1(σD2), π1π2) (A56)

= (σD1
, π1) · (σD2

, π2) (A57)

= Φ[D1Pπ1
]Φ[D2Pπ2

], (A58)

as desired. The surjectivity of Φ follows from the surjectivity of σ : SG → SG and P−1 : G → G.

Lastly, we prove Proposition 5.

Proof of Proposition 5. Part (a). Any U ∈ ⟨S,G⟩ can be written uniquely as DPπ for some D ∈ SG and π ∈ G by
Proposition 2b. Thus, by Propositions 3 and 4,

UR(T,T ′)U† = (DPπ)R
(T,T ′)(DPπ)

† (A59)

= D
(
PπR

(T,T ′)P †
π

)
D† (A60)

= DRπ(T,T ′)D† (A61)

= RσD[π(T,T ′)] (A62)

= R(σD,π)[(T,T ′)], (A63)

where we note that (σD, π) = Φ(U). It remains to show that Eq. (35) is a valid group action of SG ⋊ G on [n]2.
The identity axiom clearly holds. To verify the compatibility action, we will make use of the following result: for any
π ∈ G, ς ∈ SG, and T, T

′ ⊆ [n],

π[ς(T, T ′)] = π(ς)[π(T, T ′)]. (A64)

We now prove this claim. Note that

π[ς(T, T ′)] = π((T \ ς) ∪ (T ′ ∩ ς), (T ′ \ ς) ∪ (T ∩ ς)) (A65)

= (π[(T \ ς) ∪ (T ′ ∩ ς)], π[(T ′ \ ς) ∪ (T ∩ ς)]) (A66)

= (π(T \ ς) ∪ π(T ′ ∩ ς), π(T ′ \ ς) ∪ π(T ∩ ς)) (A67)

= ([π(T ) \ π(ς)] ∪ [π(T ′) ∩ π(ς)], [π(T ′) \ π(ς)] ∪ [π(T ) ∩ π(ς)]), (A68)

where the last equality follows from the bijectivity of π. Now observe that

π(ς)[π(T, T ′)] = π(ς)(π(T ), π(T ′)) (A69)

= ([π(T ) \ π(ς)] ∪ [π(T ′) ∩ π(ς)], [π(T ′) \ π(ς)] ∪ [π(T ) ∩ π(ς)]). (A70)

Comparing Eqs. (A68) and (A70), the claim follows. We now verify the compatibility axiom by showing that

(ς1, π1)[(ς2, π2)[(T, T
′)]] = ((ς1, π1) · (ς2, π2))[(T, T ′)] (A71)

for any (ς1, π1), (ς2, π2) ∈ SG ⋊G. We expand the left side as

(ς1, π1)[(ς2, π2)[(T, T
′)]] = (ς1, π1)[ς2[π2(T, T

′)]] (A72)

= ς1[π1[ς2[π2(T, T
′)]]]. (A73)

Using our earlier result of Eq. (A64), we can rewrite this expression as

(ς1, π1)[(ς2, π2)[(T, T
′)]] = ς1[π1(ς2)[π1[π2(T, T

′)]]] (A74)

= (ς1 △ π1(ς2))[(π1π2)(T, T
′)] (A75)

using the fact that ς(·) and π(·) are individually valid group actions which satisfy the compatibility axiom. It then
follows that

(ς1, π1)[(ς2, π2)[(T, T
′)]] = (ς1 △ π1(ς2), π1π2)[(T, T

′)] (A76)

= ((ς1, π1) · (ς2, π2))[(T, T ′)], (A77)
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as desired.
Part (b). Again, we may write any U ∈ ⟨S,G⟩ uniquely as DPπ for some D ∈ SG and π ∈ G. Then, by Propositions

3 and 4,

U |j1 . . . jn⟩ = DPπ |j1 . . . jn⟩ (A78)

= D |π(j1 . . . jn)⟩ (A79)

= eiϕ |σD[π(j1 . . . jn)]⟩ (A80)

= eiϕ |(σD, π)[(j1 . . . jn)]⟩ (A81)

for some ϕ ∈ [0, 2π), where we note that (σD, π) = Φ(U). It remains to show that Eq. (37) is a valid group action of
SG ⋊ G on Zn

2 . Again, the identity axiom clearly holds. To verify the compatibility action, we will make use of an
analogous result to Eq. (A64): for any π ∈ G, ς ∈ SG, and j1 . . . jn ∈ Zn

2 :

π[ς(j1 . . . jn)] = π(ς)[π(j1 . . . jn)]. (A82)

We now prove this claim. Expand the left side as

π[ς(j1 . . . jn)] = π(j′1 . . . j
′
n) (A83)

= j′π−1(1) . . . j
′
π−1(n), (A84)

where j′l = jl ⊕ 1 if l ∈ ς and j′l = jl otherwise. It follows that

j′π−1(l) =

{
jπ−1(l) ⊕ 1 π−1(l) ∈ ς

jπ−1(l) otherwise
(A85)

or equivalently

j′π−1(l) =

{
jπ−1(l) ⊕ 1 l ∈ π(ς)

jπ−1(l) otherwise
. (A86)

Eq. (A86) then implies that j′π−1(1) . . . j
′
π−1(n) = π(ς)(jπ−1(1) . . . jπ−1(n)), from which we deduce that

π[ς(j1 . . . jn)] = π(ς)(jπ−1(1) . . . jπ−1(n)) (A87)

= π(ς)[π(j1 . . . jn)], (A88)

as desired. We are now equipped to prove the compatibility axiom, namely

(ς1, π1)[(ς2, π2)(j1 . . . jn)] = ((ς1, π1) · (ς2, π2))(j1 . . . jn), (A89)

for any (ς1, π1), (ς2, π2) ∈ SG ⋊G. The left side can be written as

(ς1, π1)[(ς2, π2)(j1 . . . jn)] = ς1[π1[ς2[π2(j1 . . . jn)]]], (A90)

and applying our result from Eq. (A82), we obtain

(ς1, π1)[(ς2, π2)(j1 . . . jn)] = ς1[π1(ς2)[π1[π2(j1 . . . jn)]]] (A91)

= (ς1 △ π1(ς2))[(π1π2)(j1 . . . jn)] (A92)

= (ς1 △ π1(ς2), π1π2)(j1 . . . jn) (A93)

= ((ς1, π1) · (ς2, π2))(j1 . . . jn), (A94)

as desired.

4. Symmetries of T 2

In this section, we prove a supplemental result which is useful for Theorem 1. Namely, we show that if some qubit
swap group S ≤ P([n]) and permutation group G on [n] are symmetries of T 2, then SG⋊G is also a symmetry of T 2:
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Proposition A9. Given a permutation group G on [n] and a Pauli subgroup S ≤ Pn, let S = σ(S). Then T 2 is
invariant under S and G if and only if T 2 is invariant under SG ⋊G.

Proof. “ =⇒ ” direction: Suppose T 2 is invariant under S and G. Consider any (ς, π) ∈ SG ⋊ G. By Eq. (31),

ς =△k

j=1πj(ςj) for some πj ∈ G, ςj ∈ S, and k ∈ N. Note for every j = 1, . . . , k that

(πj(ςj), e) = (∅, πj) · (ςj , π−1
j ), (A95)

where e is the identity permutation. It follows that

(ς, π) = (ς, e) · (∅, π) (A96)

=

 k∏
j=1

(πj(ςj), e)

 · (∅, π) (A97)

=

 k∏
j=1

(∅, πj) · (ςj , π−1
j )

 · (∅, π). (A98)

Now pick any (T, T ′) ∈ T 2. Using the action of SG ×G on [n]2 defined in Proposition 5, observe that

(ς, π)[(T, T ′)] =
(
(∅, π1) ◦ (ς1, π−1

1 ) ◦ · · · ◦ (∅, πk) ◦ (ςk, π−1
k ) ◦ (∅, π)

)
[(T, T ′)] (A99)

=
(
π1 ◦ ς1 ◦ π−1

1 ◦ · · · ◦ πk ◦ ςk ◦ π−1
k ◦ π

)
(T, T ′), (A100)

where the “◦” symbol indicates function composition. Since T 2 is invariant under the actions of S and G by assump-
tion, it follows that (ς, π)[(T, T ′)] ∈ T 2. We thus conclude that T 2 is invariant under SG ⋊G.

“ ⇐= ” direction: Suppose T 2 is invariant under SG ⋊ G. Pick any (T, T ′) ∈ T 2. For any ς ∈ S, we have
ς(T, T ′) = (ς, e)[(T, T ′)] ∈ T 2. Likewise, for any π ∈ G, we have π(T, T ′) = (∅, π)[(T, T ′)] ∈ T 2. It follows that T 2 is
invariant under S and G.

5. Proof of Theorem 2

In this section, we prove Theorem 2. However, it is first useful to compute the eigenvalues of the R(T )(θ) operators.
Note that since R(T ) is a tensor product of single-qubit RZ operators, its eigenvectors will be the Z-eigenbasis vectors
|j1 . . . jn⟩ for j1, . . . , jn ∈ {0, 1}. From

R(T ) |j1 . . . jn⟩ =

(∏
k∈T

R
({k})
Z

)
|j1 . . . jn⟩ (A101)

=

(∏
k∈T

exp

[
iθ

2
(−1)jk+1

])
|j1 . . . jn⟩ (A102)

= exp

[
iθ

2

∑
k∈T

(−1)jk+1

]
|j1 . . . jn⟩ . (A103)

it follows that the eigenvalue of R(T ) associated with eigenvector |j1 . . . jn⟩ is exp
(
iφ

(T )
j1...jn

(θ)
)
where

φ
(T )
j1...jn

(θ) =
θ

2

∑
k∈T

(−1)jk+1. (A104)

We are now prepared to prove Theorem 2.

Proof of Theorem 2. The reverse direction is trivial, so we now prove the forward direction.
The first step is to prove that the existence of a TS state |ψ⟩ implies the existence of another TS state |ψG⟩ such

that |ψG⟩ = Pπ |ψG⟩ for all π ∈ G. |ψ⟩ can be written in the Z-eigenbasis as

|ψ⟩ =
∑

j1...jn∈Zn
2

aj1...jn |j1 . . . jn⟩ (A105)
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for some aj1...jn ∈ C. Then we claim the desired state |ψG⟩ can be written as

|ψG⟩ =
∑

j1...jn∈Zn
2

√ 1

|G|
∑
π∈G

∣∣ajπ(1)...jπ(n)

∣∣2 |j1 . . . jn⟩ . (A106)

To show that |ψG⟩ = Pπ |ψG⟩, note for any π ∈ G that

Pπ |ψG⟩ =
∑

j1...jn∈Zn
2

(√
1

|G|
∑
π′∈G

∣∣∣ajπ′(1)...jπ′(n)

∣∣∣2) |jπ−1(1) . . . jπ−1(n)⟩ , (A107)

where we have invoked Eq. (10). Since π is a bijection, we can relabel the indices in the above with jk → jπ(k) as
follows, noting that a sum over jπ(1), . . . , jπ(n) is equivalent to a sum over j1, . . . , jn:

Pπ |ψG⟩ =
∑

jπ(1)...jπ(n)∈Zn
2

(√
1

|G|
∑
π′∈G

∣∣∣ajπ(π′(1))...jπ(π′(n))

∣∣∣2) |j1 . . . jn⟩ (A108)

=
∑

j1...jn∈Zn
2

(√
1

|G|
∑
π′∈G

∣∣∣ajπ(π′(1))...jπ(π′(n))

∣∣∣2) |j1 . . . jn⟩ (A109)

=
∑

j1...jn∈Zn
2

(√
1

|G|
∑

π′′∈G

∣∣∣ajπ′′(1)...jπ′′(n)

∣∣∣2) |j1 . . . jn⟩ . (A110)

Comparing Eqs. (A106) and (A110), we deduce that |ψG⟩ = Pπ |ψG⟩ for any π ∈ G, as desired.

Now, we prove that ⟨ψG |R(T,T ′) |ψG⟩ = δT,T ′ for any T, T ′ ∈ T , hence proving that |ψG⟩ is a TS state. As a
prerequisite, note that for any π ∈ G, we can write the state Pπ |ψ⟩ as

Pπ |ψ⟩ =
∑

j1...jn∈Zn
2

aj1...jn |jπ−1(1) . . . jπ−1(n)⟩ (A111)

=
∑

j1...jn∈Zn
2

ajπ(1)...jπ(n)
|j1 . . . jn⟩ , (A112)

where the first equality follows from the application of Eq. (10) to Eq. (A105) and the second equality follows from

the change of indices jk → jπ(k). Additionally, define φ
(T )
j1...jn

to be the eigenphase of R(T ) given by Eq. (A104). Then

for any T, T ′ ∈ T ,

⟨ψG |R(T,T ′) |ψG⟩ =
1

|G|
∑

j1...jn∈Zn
2

exp
[
i
(
φ
(T ′)
j1...jn

− φ
(T )
j1...jn

)]∑
π∈G

∣∣ajπ(1)...jπ(n)

∣∣2 (A113)

=
1

|G|
∑
π∈G

∑
j1...jn∈Zn

2

exp
[
i
(
φ
(T ′)
j1...jn

− φ
(T )
j1...jn

)]∣∣ajπ(1)...jπ(n)

∣∣2 (A114)

=
1

|G|
∑
π∈G

⟨ψ|P †
πR

(T,T ′)Pπ |ψ⟩ (A115)

=
1

|G|
∑
π∈G

⟨ψ|Rπ(T,T ′) |ψ⟩ (A116)

where Eq. (A115) follows from the application of Eq. (A112) and Eq. (A116) follows from Proposition 3. By

Proposition 6, π(T, T ′) ∈ T 2 because T is G-transitive. Consequently, since |ψ⟩ is a TS state, ⟨ψ|Rπ(T,T ′) |ψ⟩ =

⟨ψ|R(π(T ),π(T ′)) |ψ⟩ = δπ(T ),π(T ′) for all π ∈ G. Furthermore, noting that π(·) acts bijectively on trajectories,
δπ(T ),π(T ′) = δT,T ′ for all π ∈ G. Thus, for any T, T ′ ∈ T ,

⟨ψG |R(T,T ′) |ψG⟩ =
1

|G|
∑
π∈G

δπ(T ),π(T ′) (A117)

=
1

|G|
∑
π∈G

δT,T ′ (A118)

= δT,T ′ , (A119)
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which implies that |ψG⟩ is a TS state, as desired.
The next step is to prove that the existence of a TS state |ψG⟩ satisfying |ψG⟩ = Pπ |ψG⟩ for all π ∈ G implies the

existence of another TS state |ψG̃⟩ satisfying |ψG̃⟩ = U |ψG̃⟩ for all U ∈ G̃. |ψG⟩ can be written in the Z-eigenbasis as

|ψG⟩ =
∑

j1...jn∈Zn
2

bj1...jn |j1 . . . jn⟩ (A120)

for some bj1...jn ∈ C. We now claim that the desired state |ψG̃⟩ can be written as

|ψG̃⟩ =
1√
2

∑
j1...jn∈Zn

2

(√
|bj1...jn |

2
+
∣∣b[n](j1...jn)∣∣2) |j1 . . . jn⟩ (A121)

where the action of [n] on j1 . . . jn is given by Eq. (29), i.e., [n](j1 . . . jn) = (j1 ⊕ 1) . . . (jn ⊕ 1).

Recall that G̃ = SG, where S = {I⊗n, X⊗n}. Hence, to show that |ψG̃⟩ = U |ψG̃⟩ for all U ∈ G̃, it suffices to show

that |ψG̃⟩ = X⊗n |ψG̃⟩ = Pπ |ψG̃⟩ for all π ∈ G. We first prove that |ψG̃⟩ = X⊗n |ψG̃⟩. We have

X⊗n |ψG̃⟩ =
1√
2

∑
j1...jn∈Zn

2

(√
|bj1...jn |

2
+
∣∣b[n](j1...jn)∣∣2)X⊗n |j1 . . . jn⟩ (A122)

=
1√
2

∑
j1...jn∈Zn

2

(√
|bj1...jn |

2
+
∣∣b[n](j1...jn)∣∣2) |[n](j1 . . . jn)⟩ (A123)

due to Eq. (45). Changing the indices of summation from jk → jk ⊕ 1, we then have

X⊗n |ψG̃⟩ =
1√
2

∑
(j1⊕1)...(jn⊕1)∈Zn

2

(√∣∣b[n](j1...jn)∣∣2 + |bj1...jn |
2

)
|j1 . . . jn⟩ (A124)

=
1√
2

∑
j1...jn∈Zn

2

(√∣∣b[n](j1...jn)∣∣2 + |bj1...jn |
2

)
|j1 . . . jn⟩ (A125)

= |ψG̃⟩ , (A126)

as desired. We next prove that Pπ |ψG̃⟩ = |ψG̃⟩ for all π ∈ G. We first need a preliminary fact: analogously to Eq.
(A112), we can write Pπ |ψG⟩ as

Pπ |ψG⟩ =
∑

j1...jn∈Zn
2

bjπ(1)...jπ(n)
|j1 . . . jn⟩ . (A127)

Because |ψG̃⟩ = Pπ |ψG̃⟩ for all π ∈ G, we deduce by comparing Eqs. (A120) and (A127) that bj1...jn = bjπ(1)...jπ(n)
for

all j1 . . . jn ∈ Zn
2 and π ∈ G. The fact that bj1...jn = bjπ(1)...jπ(n)

readily implies that b[n](j1...jn) = b[n](jπ(1)...jπ(n)) as
well. Consequently, for all π ∈ G,

Pπ |ψG̃⟩ =
1√
2

∑
j1...jn∈Zn

2

(√
|bj1...jn |

2
+
∣∣b[n](j1...jn)∣∣2) |jπ−1(1) . . . jπ−1(n)⟩ (A128)

=
1√
2

∑
j1...jn∈Zn

2

(√∣∣bjπ(1)...jπ(n)

∣∣2 + ∣∣∣b[n](jπ(1)...jπ(n))

∣∣∣2) |j1 . . . jn⟩ (A129)

=
1√
2

∑
j1...jn∈Zn

2

(√
|bj1...jn |

2
+
∣∣b[n](j1...jn)∣∣2) |j1 . . . jn⟩ (A130)

= |ψG̃⟩ . (A131)

Now, to confirm that |ψG̃⟩ is a TS state, we prove that ⟨ψG̃ |R(T,T ′) |v⟩ = δT,T ′ for any T, T ′ ∈ T . To do so, we will
need the fact that

X⊗n |ψG⟩ =
∑

j1...jn∈Zn
2

bj1...jn |[n](j1 . . . jn)⟩ (A132)

=
∑

j1...jn∈Zn
2

b[n](j1...jn) |j1 . . . jn⟩ . (A133)
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Then for any T, T ′ ∈ T ,

⟨ψG̃ |R
(T,T ′) |ψG̃⟩ =

1

2

∑
j1...jn∈Zn

2

exp
[
i
(
φ
(T ′)
j1...jn

− φ
(T )
j1...jn

)](
|bj1...jn |

2
+
∣∣bx(j1...jn)∣∣2) (A134)

=
1

2

(
⟨ψG |R(T,T ′) |ψG⟩+ ⟨ψG |X⊗nR(T,T ′)X⊗n |ψG⟩

)
(A135)

=
1

2

(
⟨ψG |R(T,T ′) |ψG⟩+ ⟨ψG |R[n](T,T ′) |ψG⟩

)
, (A136)

where Eq. (A135) follows from the application of Eq. (A133) and Eq. (A136) follows from Proposition 4. By

Proposition 7c, [n](T, T ′) ∈ T 2. Consequently, since |ψG⟩ is a TS state, ⟨ψG |R[n](T,T ′) |ψG⟩ = ⟨ψG |R(T ′,T ) |ψG⟩ =
δT ′,T . Since δT ′,T = δT,T ′ , it follows that

⟨ψG̃ |R
(T,T ′) |ψG̃⟩ =

1

2
(δT,T ′ + δT ′,T ) (A137)

= δT,T ′ (A138)

for all T, T ′ ∈ T , as desired. We conclude that |ψG̃⟩ is a G̃-invariant TS state, thereby completing the proof.

6. Proof of Proposition 8

Proof of Proposition 8. We now show that the set of vectors|ν⟩ =
∑

j1...jn∈ων

|j1 . . . jn⟩ : ν = 0, . . . , NG̃ − 1

 (A139)

forms an orthogonal basis for HG̃ , where the ων are orbits in Zn
2/G̃. The key insight is that the orbits Zn

2/G̃
form a partition for Zn

2 . Subsequently, since the orbits are disjoint and the Z-eigenbasis is orthogonal, ⟨ν|ν′⟩ = 0
for ν ̸= ν′. Next, we show that the set of |ν⟩ spans HG̃ . Any |ψ⟩ ∈ HG̃ can be written in the Z-eigenbasis as
|ψ⟩ =

∑
j1...jn

aj1...jn |j1 . . . jn⟩ for some aj1...jn ∈ C. Since |ψ⟩ = ΠG̃ |ψ⟩,

|ψ⟩ = ΠG̃

∑
j1...jn∈Zn

2

aj1...jn |j1 . . . jn⟩ (A140)

=
∑

j1...jn∈Zn
2

aj1...jnΠG̃ |ψ⟩ |j1 . . . jn⟩ (A141)

=
1∣∣∣G̃∣∣∣

∑
j1...jn∈Zn

2

aj1...jn
∑

(ς,π)∈G̃

|(ς, π)[j1 . . . jn]⟩ (A142)

due to Eq. (52). Invoking the definition of an orbit, we then have

|ψ⟩ = 1∣∣∣G̃∣∣∣
∑

j1...jn∈Zn
2

aj1...jn
∑

j′1...j
′
n∈OrbG̃[j1...jn]

|j′1 . . . j′n⟩ (A143)

=
1∣∣∣G̃∣∣∣

NG̃−1∑
ν=0

 ∑
j1...jn∈ων

aj1...jn

 |ν⟩ . (A144)

It follows that any |ψ⟩ ∈ HG̃ can be written as a linear combination of |ν⟩, so the set of |ν⟩ is a basis for HG̃ .

7. Proof of Proposition 9

We first prove a useful intermediate result, namely, that G̃ and G̃ are isomorphic:
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Proposition A10. Given a permutation group G on [n], let G = P (G). Then the map Φ(·) defined in Eq. (33) is

an isomorphism from G̃ to G̃.

Proof. Let S = {I⊗n, X⊗n} and let SG = {∅, [n]}. Observe that
∣∣∣G̃∣∣∣ = |SG| = 2|G|. Similarly,

∣∣∣G̃∣∣∣ = |SG ×G| = 2|G|.

Since G and G are isomorphic,
∣∣∣G̃∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣G̃∣∣∣. Since

∣∣∣G̃∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣G̃∣∣∣ and Φ is a surjective homomorphism from G̃ to G̃ by

Proposition A8, Φ is an isomorphism.

We can now prove Proposition 9.

Proof of Proposition 9. Part (a). To prove that the operator R
(µ)

G̃ (θ) is Hermitian for any µ = 0, . . . ,MG̃, we show

that R
†(µ)
G̃ = R

(µ)

G̃ . Pick any (T, T ′) ∈ Ωµ. Then R
(µ)

G̃ = R
(T,T ′)

G̃ and

R
†(T,T ′)

G̃ =
(
ΠG̃R

†(T )R(T ′)ΠG̃

)†
(A145)

= ΠG̃R
†(T ′)R(T )ΠG̃ (A146)

= ΠG̃

(
X⊗nR(T ′)X⊗n

)(
X⊗nR†(T )X⊗n

)
ΠG̃ (A147)

= ΠG̃X
⊗nR(T ′)R†(T )X⊗nΠG̃ (A148)

= ΠG̃R
(T ′)R†(T )ΠG̃ (A149)

= ΠG̃R
†(T )R(T ′)ΠG̃ (A150)

= R
(T,T ′)

G̃ (A151)

as desired, noting that the R(T ) operators commute. The identity X⊗nΠG̃ = ΠG̃ follows from the fact that X⊗n ∈ G̃.
Part (b). To show that the |ν⟩ vectors are eigenvectors of R

(µ)

G̃ (θ), we first need to precisely describe how a given

Z-eigenbasis vector |j1 . . . jn⟩ projects onto HG̃ . For clarity, we will write elements (ς, π) of G̃ in the more compact
form π̃. Then we have

ΠG̃ |j1 . . . jn⟩ =
1∣∣∣G̃∣∣∣
∑
U∈G̃

U |j1 . . . jn⟩ (A152)

=
1∣∣∣G̃∣∣∣
∑
U∈G̃

|Φ(U)(j1 . . . jn)⟩ (A153)

=
1∣∣∣G̃∣∣∣
∑
π̃∈G̃

|π̃(j1 . . . jn)⟩ , (A154)

where the second equality follows from Eq. (52) and the third equality follows from the fact that Φ is an isomorphism

(Proposition A10). Now let S = {π̃ ∈ G̃ : π̃(j1 . . . jn) = j1 . . . jn} be the stabilizer of the bit-string j1 . . . jn. Since

S is a subgroup of G̃, G̃ is partitioned by the left cosets of S. Hence, by separating the elements of G̃ into cosets, we
can write

ΠG̃ |j1 . . . jn⟩ =
1∣∣∣G̃∣∣∣
∑
π̃∈G̃

|π̃(j1 . . . jn)⟩ (A155)

=
1∣∣∣G̃∣∣∣

∑
cosets π̃S

( ∑
π̃′∈π̃S

|π̃′(j1 . . . jn)⟩

)
(A156)

Note that all elements in a given coset π̃S act identically on j1 . . . jn. For any π̃′ ∈ π̃S, we can write π̃′ = π̃s for
some s ∈ S, and

π̃′(j1 . . . jn) = π̃s(j1 . . . jn) = π̃(j1 . . . jn). (A157)
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Thus, all terms in the inside the parentheses of Eq. (A156) are identical, so

ΠG̃ |j1 . . . jn⟩ =
1∣∣∣G̃∣∣∣

∑
cosets π̃S

|π̃S| |π̃(j1 . . . jn)⟩ (A158)

=
|S|∣∣∣G̃∣∣∣

∑
cosets π̃S

|π̃(j1 . . . jn)⟩ (A159)

since the size of all cosets is |S|. Now let ων = OrbG̃[j1 . . . jn] be the orbit of j1 . . . jn under G̃. Then the map
from cosets to ω defined by f(π̃S) = π̃(j1 . . . jn) is bijective. To see this, first note that f is a valid map since if
π̃S = π̃′S, then Eq. (A157) guarantees that f(π̃S) = f(π̃′S). Next, f is surjective because every j′1 . . . j

′
n ∈ ω

can be written as π̃′(j1 . . . jn) for some π̃′ ∈ G̃, and π̃′ belongs to the coset π̃′S. Lastly, if f(π̃S) = f(π̃′S), then
π̃(j1 . . . jn) = π̃′(j1 . . . jn) which implies π̃−1π̃′ ∈ S; because π̃′ = π̃(π̃−1π̃′) and the cosets partition the group, the
cosets π̃S and π̃′S are equal, so f is injective. Since f is injective and surjective, it is bijective. Then,

ΠG̃ |j1 . . . jn⟩ =
|S|∣∣∣G̃∣∣∣

∑
cosets π̃S

|f(π̃S)⟩ (A160)

=
|S|∣∣∣G̃∣∣∣

∑
j′1...j

′
n∈ων

|j′1 . . . j′n⟩ (A161)

=
|S|∣∣∣G̃∣∣∣ |ν⟩ (A162)

=
1

|ων |
|ν⟩ (A163)

where the last equality follows from the orbit-stabilizer theorem, which gives
∣∣∣G̃∣∣∣/|S| = |ω|.

We now use this fact to show that the |ν⟩ are eigenvectors of R
(µ)

G̃ . Pick any (T, T ′) ∈ Ωµ. Then

R
(µ)

G̃ |ν⟩ = R
(T,T ′)

G̃ |ν⟩ (A164)

= ΠG̃R
†(T )R(T ′)ΠG̃ |ν⟩ (A165)

= ΠG̃R
†(T )R(T ′) |ν⟩ (A166)

=
∑

j1...jn∈ων

ΠG̃R
†(T )R(T ′) |j1 . . . jn⟩ (A167)

=
∑

j1...jn∈ων

exp
(
iφ

(T ′)
j1...jn

− iφ
(T )
j1...jn

)
ΠG̃ |j1 . . . jn⟩ (A168)

=

 1

|ων |
∑

j1...jn∈ων

exp
(
iφ

(T ′)
j1...jn

− iφ
(T )
j1...jn

) |ν⟩ , (A169)

where φ
(T )
j1...jn

is the eigenphase of R(T ) given by Eq. (A104). Hence, |ν⟩ is an eigenvector of R
(µ)

G̃ with eigenvalue

λµ,ν(θ) =
1

|ων |
∑

j1...jn∈ων

exp
(
iφ

(T ′)
j1...jn

(θ)− iφ
(T )
j1...jn

(θ)
)
, (A170)

where (T, T ′) can equivalently be chosen to be any trajectory pair in Ωµ. Since R
(µ)

G̃ is Hermitian, the eigenvalues

λµ,ν(θ) are real.

8. Proof of Proposition 10

In this section, we first prove Proposition 10. Afterward, we provide lower bounds on MG̃ and NG̃.
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Proof of Proposition 10. To derive the upper bound on MG̃, consider the orbit Ω of a pair (T, T ′) under G̃. The set

X = {(∅, π)[(T, T ′)] : π ∈ G} (A171)

= {(π(T ), π(T ′)) : π ∈ G} (A172)

obtained by applying all permutations to (T, T ′) is a subset of Ω. Define the map f : T 2 → T such that f(T1, T2) = T1
for T1, T2 ∈ T . Because the image of X under f is {π(T ) : π ∈ G} = T , it must be true that |X | ≥ |T |. It follows that
each orbit has size at least |T |, and since the orbits partition T 2, there cannot be more than

∣∣T 2
∣∣/|T | = |T | orbits.

Let e be the identity permutation. For the upper bound on NG̃, note that all orbits have size at least two, since{
j1 . . . jn, ([n], e)[j1 . . . jn]

}
⊆ OrbG̃[j1 . . . jn] and j1 . . . jn ̸= ([n], e)[j1 . . . jn] always. Since the orbits partition the set

Zn
2 , there cannot be more than 2n−1 orbits.

We now provide lower bounds on MG̃ and NG̃.

Proposition A11. The following lower bounds hold on the size of NG̃ and MG̃ for any permutation group G on [n],
assuming T is G-transitive:

MG̃ ≥ 1

2|G|

(
|T |2 + |T |

)
and (A173)

NG̃ ≥ 1

|G|
(
2n−1 + |G| − 1

)
(A174)

Proof. For the lower bound on MG̃, we use Burnside’s lemma, which states that for a group H acting on a set X , the
number of orbits |X/H| is given by

|X/H| = 1

|H|
∑
h∈H

|FixX (h)|, (A175)

where FixX (h) is the subset of X fixed by the element h. Choosing H = G̃ and X = T 2, we can apply the lemma to
compute MG̃ as follows:

MG̃ =
1∣∣∣G̃∣∣∣

∑
(ς,π)∈G̃

|FixT 2((ς, π))| (A176)

=
1

2|G|
(
|FixT 2((∅, e))|+ |FixT 2(([n], e))|+ · · ·

)
. (A177)

The observation that
∣∣∣G̃∣∣∣ = 2|G| follows from the fact that G̃ = {∅, [n]}×G. Note that all trajectory pairs in T 2 are

fixed by (∅, e) and that pairs of the form (T, T ) are fixed by ([n], e). Thus,

MG̃ ≥ 1

2|G|

(
|T |2 + |T |

)
. (A178)

The lower bound on NG̃ also follows from Burnside’s lemma as follows:

NG̃ =
1∣∣∣G̃∣∣∣

∑
(ς,π)∈G̃

∣∣FixZn
2
((ς, π))

∣∣ (A179)

=
1

2|G|

∣∣FixZn
2
((∅, e))

∣∣+
 ∑

π∈G,π ̸=e

∣∣FixZn
2
((∅, π))

∣∣+ · · ·

 . (A180)

Note that all 2n elements of Zn
2 are fixed by (∅, e), while at least two strings (namely, 0 . . . 0 and 1 . . . 1) are fixed by

(∅, π) for all π ̸= e. Thus,

NG̃ ≥ 1

2|G|

2n +

 ∑
π∈G,π ̸=e

2

 (A181)

=
1

2|G|
[
2n + 2(|G| − 1)

]
(A182)

=
1

|G|
(
2n−1 + |G| − 1

)
. (A183)
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9. Proof of Propositions 11 and 12

In this section, we prove Propositions 11 and 12, beginning with Proposition 11.

Proof of Proposition 11. We must show that two strings j1 . . . jn and j′1 . . . j
′
n are in the same orbit of Zn

2/Σ̃n if and

only if they belong to the same Wν ∪Wn−ν , where ν ∈ {0, . . . , n}. By Eq. (43), we can write Σ̃n as Σ̃n = S × Σn,
where S = {∅, [n]}.
“ =⇒ ” direction: Observe that a permutation π ∈ Σn does not change the weight of a string and that the [n]

element of S changes the weight of a string from ν to n − ν. If j′1 . . . j
′
n = (ς, π)[j1 . . . jn] for some (ς, π) ∈ Σ̃n (i.e.,

the strings are in the same orbit) and j1 . . . jn ∈ Wν , then it follows that j′1 . . . j
′
n must be in either Wν or Wn−ν .

“ ⇐= ” direction: Assume j1 . . . jn and j′1 . . . j
′
n both belong to Wν ∪Wn−ν for some ν. Without loss of generality,

they are either both in Wν , or one is in Wν while the other is in Wn−ν . In the former case, there exists a permutation
π ∈ Σn taking one string to the other because they have the same weight; in the latter case, some permutation π ∈ Σn

transforms one string into the bit-flipped version of the other. In either case, we conclude that some (ς, π) ∈ Σ̃n maps
one string to the other, so they must be in the same orbit.

Lastly, the observation that Wν ∪Wn−ν = Wn−ν ∪Wν implies that there are only NΣ̃n
= ⌊n/2⌋ + 1 distinct

orbits.

We now prove Proposition 12.

Proof of Proposition 12. We must show that (T1, T
′
1) and (T2, T

′
2) are in the same orbit of T 2

sym(n,m)/Σ̃n if and only

if they belong to the same Dµ. By Eq. (43), we can write Σ̃n as Σ̃n = S × Σn, where S = {∅, [n]}.
“ =⇒ ” direction: Note that (T, T ′) and [n][(T, T ′)] = (T ′, T ) have the same degree since m = |T | = |T ′| implies

|T \ T ′| = |T ′ \ T |. Additionally, we now show that (T, T ′) and π(T, T ′) = (π(T ), π(T ′)) must have the same degree
because permutations are bijective. Note that if j ∈ T ∩T ′, then π(j) ∈ π(T ) and π(j) ∈ π(T ′), so π(j) ∈ π(T )∩π(T ′)
and π(T ∩T ′) ⊆ π(T )∩π(T ′). Conversely, if j′ ∈ π(T )∩π(T ′), then π−1(j) ∈ T and π−1(j) ∈ T ′, so π−1(j) ∈ T ∩T ′.
It follows that j ∈ π(T ∩ T ′), which implies π(T ) ∩ π(T ′) ⊆ π(T ∩ T ′) and therefore π(T ) ∩ π(T ′) = π(T ∩ T ′). Using
this result, we can show that the degrees are equal:

|T \ T ′| = |T | − |T ∩ T ′| = |π(T )| − |π(T ∩ T ′)| = |π(T )| − |π(T ) ∩ π(T ′)| = |π(T ) \ π(T ′)|, (A184)

where in the second equality we have used the bijectivity of π. Subsequently, if (T2, T
′
2) = (ς, π)[(T1, T

′
1)] for some

(ς, π) ∈ Σ̃n, then the two pairs must have the same degree.
“ ⇐= ” direction: We now show that if two pairs (T1, T

′
1) and (T2, T

′
2) have the same degree, then there exists

(ς, π) ∈ Σ̃n mapping one to the other, implying they belong to the same orbit. Note that since all four trajectories
T1, T

′
1, T2, T

′
2 are the same size, |T1 \ T ′

1| = |T2 \ T ′
2| implies that |T ′

1 \ T1| = |T ′
2 \ T2| and

|T1 ∩ T ′
1| = |T1| − |T1 \ T ′

1| = |T2| − |T2 \ T ′
2| = |T2 ∩ T2|. (A185)

Since a bijection exists sets of the same size, there exists bijections between T1 \ T ′
1 and T2 \ T ′

2, T
′
1 \ T1 and T ′

2 \ T2,
and T1 ∩ T ′

1 and T2 ∩ T ′
2. Because the union of bijections with disjoint domains and disjoint codomains is a bijection,

we can define a permutation π ∈ Σn which is the union of these three bijections such that

π(T1 \ T ′
1) = T2 \ T ′

2, π(T
′
1 \ T1) = T ′

2 \ T ′
2, and π(T1 ∩ T ′

1) = T2 ∩ T ′
2. (A186)

It follows that π(T1, T
′
1) = (T2, T

′
2), which implies (∅, π)[(T1, T ′

1)] = (T2, T
′
2), as desired.

The number of orbits MΣ̃n
is the number of possible degrees that an arbitrary allowed trajectory pair could have.

If m ≤ ⌊n/2⌋, a trajectory pair could have any degree between 0 and m inclusive, where these extreme values are
respectively attained when the trajectories are either completely overlapping or completely disjoint. In contrast, if
m > ⌊n/2⌋, then any two trajectories are guaranteed to overlap by at least one qubit, and the possible degrees are
the values 0, . . . , n−m. In summary,

MΣ̃n
=

{
m+ 1 m ≤

⌊
n
2

⌋
n−m+ 1 m >

⌊
n
2

⌋
.

(A187)
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10. Proof of Proposition 13

In this section, we prove Proposition 13.

Proof of Proposition 13. For given µ ∈ {0, . . . ,M − 1} and ν ∈ {0, . . . N − 1}, let (T, T ′) be any trajectory pair in the
orbit Ωµ = Dµ. Using Eq. (A170), we can write Aµ,ν(θ) = λµ,ν(θ)|ων | as

Aµ,ν(θ) =
∑

j1...jn∈ων

exp
(
iφ

(T ′)
j1...jn

(θ)− iφ
(T )
j1...jn

(θ)
)

(A188)

=
∑

j1...jn∈Wν∪Wn−ν

exp
(
iφ

(T ′)
j1...jn

(θ)− iφ
(T )
j1...jn

(θ)
)

(A189)

where φ
(T )
j1...jn

is the eigenphase of R(T ) given by Eq. (A104). Note if n is even and ν = n/2, then Wν = Wn−ν .

Otherwise, Wν and Wn−ν are disjoint. In the former case, the [n] element of S = {∅, [n]} acts as a bijection from
Wν to itself; in the latter, [n] acts as a bijection between the elements of Wν and Wn−ν . These observations allow us
to write the sum over Wν ∪Wn−ν as just a sum over Wν :

Aµ,ν =
αν

2

∑
j1...jn∈Wν

[
exp
(
iφ

(T ′)
j1...jn

− iφ
(T )
j1...jn

)
+ exp

(
iφ

(T ′)
[n](j1...jn)

− iφ
(T )
[n](j1...jn)

)]
(A190)

where αν = 1 if n is even and ν = N − 1 = n/2, and αν = 2 otherwise. This additional factor is necessary because
the above summation double-counts the elements of Wν if n is even and ν = n/2. Now observe that

φ
(T )
[n](j1...jn)

=
θ

2

∑
k∈T

(−1)(jk⊕1)+1 = −θ
2

∑
k∈T

(−1)jk+1 = −φ(T )
j1...jn

. (A191)

Hence,

Aµ,ν =
αν

2

∑
j1...jn∈Wν

[
exp
(
iφ

(T ′)
j1...jn

− iφ
(T )
j1...jn

)
+ exp

(
−iφ(T ′)

j1...jn
+ iφ

(T )
j1...jn

)]
(A192)

= αν

∑
j1...jn∈Wν

cos
(
φ
(T ′)
j1...jn

− φ
(T )
j1...jn

)
. (A193)

Substituting in Eq. (A104) for φ
(T )
j1...jn

, we can simplify the expression for Aµ,ν using the intuition that any qubits in

T ∩ T ′ do not acquire a phase because the R†
Z they receive from trajectory T cancels with the RZ from T ′: that is,

⟨ψ|R†(T )R(T ′) |ψ⟩ = ⟨ψ|R†(T\T ′)R(T ′\T ) |ψ⟩. Thus,

Aµ,ν = αν

∑
j1...jn∈Wν

cos

[
θ

2

(∑
k∈T ′

(−1)jk+1 −
∑
l∈T

(−1)jl+1

)]
(A194)

= αν

∑
j1...jn∈Wν

cos

θ
2

 ∑
k∈T ′\T

(−1)jk+1 +
∑

k′∈T ′∩T

(−1)jk′+1 −
∑

l′∈T∩T ′

(−1)jl′+1 −
∑

l∈T\T ′

(−1)jl+1

 (A195)

= αν

∑
j1...jn∈Wν

cos

θ
2

 ∑
k∈T ′\T

(−1)jk+1 −
∑

l∈T\T ′

(−1)jl+1

 . (A196)

Note that for k ∈ T ′ \ T ,∑
k

(−1)jk+1 =
∑
jk=1

jk −
∑
jk=0

jk =
∑
k

jk −

(
|T ′ \ T | −

∑
k

jk

)
= −µ+ 2

∑
k

jk, (A197)

since µ = |T ′ \ T | is the degree of (T, T ′). Substituting this result into the expression for Aµ,ν , we obtain

Aµ,ν = αν

∑
j1...jn∈Wν

cos

θ
2

−µ+ 2
∑

k∈T ′\T

jk −

−µ+ 2
∑

l∈T\T ′

jl

 (A198)

= αν

∑
j1...jn∈Wν

cos

θ
 ∑

k∈T ′\T

jk −
∑

l∈T\T ′

jl

 (A199)
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Given j1 . . . jn, let i =
∑

k∈T ′\T jk and i′ =
∑

l∈T\T ′ jl. Intuitively, i (resp. i
′) is the number of qubits in T ′ \T (resp.

T \T ′) which are in the state |1⟩ when the array is prepared to |j1 . . . jn⟩; likewise, ν is the total number of |1⟩-qubits
in the whole array. The number of |1⟩-qubits in T ′ \ T can take any integer value between 0 and min(|T ′ \ T |, ν), so

0 ≤ i ≤ min(µ, ν). (A200)

To determine the possible values of i′, we must consider how the remaining ν− i |1⟩-qubits can be distributed between
T \ T ′ and T ∩ T ′, which respectively hold µ and n− 2µ qubits total. The following constraints apply to i′:

1. T \ T ′ cannot contain more than |T \ T ′| |1⟩-qubits, so i′ ≤ µ.

2. T \ T ′ cannot contain more than the remaining number of |1⟩-qubits, so i′ ≤ ν − i.

3. In the event that the remaining number of |1⟩-qubits exceeds the size of T ∩ T ′ (i.e., ν − i > |T ∩ T ′|), then
T \ T ′ must at least contain those |1⟩-qubits which do not fit in T ∩ T ′, so i ≥ ν − i− (n− 2µ).

Synthesizing the three above constraints, we deduce that

max[0, ν − i− (n− 2µ)] ≤ i′ ≤ min(µ, ν − i). (A201)

We now convert the sum over j1 . . . jn in Eq. (A199) to a sum over i and i′. Recall that i and i′ depend on j1 . . . jn,
and it remains to be determined how many j1 . . . jn ∈ Wν are associated with a particular value of i, i′. For any i, i′

satisfying the above bounds, there are
(
µ
i

)
ways to arrange i |1⟩-qubits in T ′ \ T ,

(
µ
i′

)
ways to arrange i′ |1⟩-qubits in

T \ T ′, and
(

n−2µ
ν−(i+i′)

)
ways to arrange the remaining qubits in T ∩ T ′. Eq. (A199) then becomes

Aµ,ν(θ) = αν

∑
i,i′

(
µ

i

)(
µ

i′

)(
n− 2µ

ν − (i+ i′)

)
cos [(i− i′)θ] (A202)

where i and i′ are summed over the intervals given by Eqs. (A200) and (A201). In fact, i and i′ can both be summed
from 0 to ν since at least one of the binomial coefficients becomes zero when i or i′ exceeds the bounds of Eqs. (A200)
and (A201).

11. Proof of Lemma 5

In this section, we prove Lemma 5.

Proof of Lemma 5. Suppose T = Tsym(n,m). We now prove Lemma 5, which states that

(µ− j)A(j)
µ,ν(t)− µA

(j)
µ−1,ν(t) = (t− 1)A(j+1)

µ,ν (t)

for all µ = 1, . . . ,M − 1, ν = 0, . . . , N − 1 and integers j such that 0 ≤ j ≤ µ− 1, where A
(j)
µ,ν(t) is the j-th derivative

of Aµ,ν(t) with respect to t. We proceed by induction on j. If Eq. (74) holds for one value of j, then it also holds for
j + 1. To see this, differentiate both sides of Eq. (74):

d

dt

[
(µ− j)A(j)

µ,ν(t)− µA
(j)
µ−1,ν(t)

]
=

d

dt

[
(t− 1)A(j+1)

µ,ν (t)
]

(A203)

which gives

(µ− j)A(j+1)
µ,ν (t)− µA

(j+1)
µ−1,ν(t) = (t− 1)A(j+2)

µ,ν (t) +A(j+1)
µ,ν (t) (A204)

and

(µ− (j + 1))A(j+1)
µ,ν (t)− µA

(j+1)
µ−1,ν(t) = (t− 1)A(j+2)

µ,ν (t) (A205)

upon rearrangement, as desired. It remains to show that Eq. (74) holds for the base case when j = 0.
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The base case appears to be challenging to demonstrate, but it may be verified through the following approach.
First, we make the change of variables |i− i′| → k to rewrite the entries of A(t) as

Aµ,ν(t) = αν

ν∑′

k=0

ν∑
i=0

[(
µ

i

)(
µ

i+ k

)(
n− 2µ

ν − (2i+ k)

)
+

(
µ

i+ k

)(
µ

i

)(
n− 2µ

ν − (2i+ k)

)]
Tk(t) (A206)

= 2αν

ν∑′

k=0

ν∑
i=0

(
µ

i

)(
µ

i+ k

)(
n− 2µ

ν − (2i+ k)

)
Tk(t) (A207)

where the primed summation indicates that the k = 0 term should be halved to avoid double counting. For conve-
nience, we will define

Cµ,k =

ν∑
i=0

(
µ

i

)(
µ

i+ k

)(
n− 2µ

ν − (2i+ k)

)
(A208)

such that

Aµ,ν = 2αν

ν∑′

k=0

Cµ,kTk(t). (A209)

The base case to be proven is:

µAµ,ν(t)− µAµ−1,ν(t) = (t− 1)A(1)
µ,ν(t). (A210)

The right-hand side (RHS) can be expanded as

(t− 1)A(1)
µ,ν(t) = 2αν

ν∑′

k=0

Cµ,k(t− 1)
d

dt
Tk(t). (A211)

Using the identity d
dtTk(t) = kUk−1(t), where Uk(t) is the kth Chebyshev polynomial of the second kind defined by

Uk(cos(θ)) sin(θ) = sin((k + 1)θ), the RHS becomes

(t− 1)A(1)
µ,ν(t) = 2αν

ν∑′

k=0

kCµ,k(t− 1)Uk−1(t) (A212)

= 2αν

ν∑′

k=0

kCµ,k(tUk−1(t)− Uk−1(t)) (A213)

= 2αν

ν∑
k=1

kCµ,k(tUk−1(t)− Uk−1(t)). (A214)

Note that we drop the k = 0 term because U−1(t) = 0. Additionally, without the k = 0 term, we drop the prime
symbol on the summation. The identity Tk′(t)Uk(t) = 1

2 (Uk′+k(t) + Uk−k′(t)) (which holds for k ≥ k′ − 1) implies

that tUk−1(t) =
1
2 (Uk(t) + Uk−2(t)) when k ≥ 0 since t = T1(t). Making this substitution, we obtain

(t− 1)A(1)
µ,ν(t) = αν

ν∑
k=1

kCµ,k [(Uk(t) + Uk−2(t))− 2Uk−1(t)] (A215)

Collecting like terms of Uk(t), we have

(t− 1)A(1)
µ,ν(t) = αν

ν∑
k=0

[kCµ,k + (k + 2)Cµ,k+2 − 2(k + 1)Cµ,k+1]Uk(t) (A216)
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for the RHS. Similarly, using the identity Tk(t) =
1
2 (Uk(t)− Uk−2(t)), the left-hand side (LHS) can be expanded as

µAµ,ν(t)− µAµ−1,ν(t) = 2µαν

ν∑′

k=0

(Cµ,k − Cµ−1,k)Tk(t) (A217)

= µαν

ν∑′

k=0

(Cµ,k − Cµ−1,k)(Uk(t)− Uk−2(t)) (A218)

= µαν

[
1

2
(Cµ,0 − Cµ−1,0)(U0(t)− U−2(t)) +

ν∑
k=1

(Cµ,k − Cµ−1,k)(Uk(t)− Uk−2(t))

]
(A219)

where we have separated out the k = 0 term from the summation. Since U−2(t) = −U0(t), we then have

µAµ,ν(t)− µAµ−1,ν(t) = µαν

[
(Cµ,0 − Cµ−1,0)U0(t) +

ν∑
k=1

(Cµ,k − Cµ−1,k)(Uk(t)− Uk−2(t))

]
(A220)

= µαν

ν∑
k=0

[(Cµ,k − Cµ−1,k)− (Cµ,k+2 − Cµ−1,k+2)]Uk(t). (A221)

By comparing the expanded expressions for the LHS and RHS and matching the Uk(t) terms, we see that the base
case of Eq. (A210) holds if

µ [(Cµ,k − Cµ−1,k)− (Cµ,k+2 − Cµ−1,k+2)] = kCµ,k + (k + 2)Cµ,k+2 − 2(k + 1)Cµ,k+1 (A222)

for k = 0, . . . ν. However, the Cµ,k are sums of products of binomial coefficients, and a simple closed form for these
coefficients has not been found. Let ℓk and rk equal the left and right sides of Eq. (A222), respectively. To verify
that ℓk = rk for all k = 0, . . . , ν, we will derive generating functions for the sequences (ℓk)

ν
k=0 and (rk)

ν
k=0 and show

that the generating functions are equal. For a generating function f(x), we will use the notation [xk]f(x) to represent
the coefficient of xk in the formal power series expansion of f . By the binomial theorem, we have

(
n
k

)
= [xk](1 + x)n.

Thus, we can write each Cµ,k as

Cµ,k =

∞∑
i=0

(
µ

i

)(
µ

i+ k

)(
n− 2µ

ν − (2i+ k)

)
(A223)

=

∞∑
i=0

(
µ

i

)
[xi+k](1 + x)µ[wν−(2i+k)](1 + w)n−2µ (A224)

=

∞∑
i=0

(
µ

i

)
[xk]x−i(1 + x)µ[wν−k]w2i(1 + w)n−2µ (A225)

= [xk][wν−k](1 + x)µ(1 + w)n−2µ
∞∑
i=0

(
µ

i

)(
w2x−1

)i
(A226)

= [xk][wν−k](1 + x)µ(1 + w)n−2µ
(
1 + w2x−1

)µ
(A227)

where in the last equality we have employed the binomial theorem. Note that the upper bound of summation in Eq.
(A223) can be chosen to be infinity because the third binomial coefficient in the summand will evaluate to zero if
i > ν. For convenience, define

gk(x,w) = (1 + x)µ(1 + w)n−2µ
(
1 + w2x−1

)µ
(A228)

such that Cµ,k = [xk][wν−k]gk(x,w). We can now derive similar expressions for the remaining terms in ℓk:

Cµ−1,k = [xk][wν−k](1 + x)µ−1(1 + w)n−2µ+2
(
1 + w2x−1

)µ−1
(A229)

= [xk][wν−k]
(1 + w)2

(1 + x)(1 + w2x−1)
gk(x,w), (A230)

Cµ,k+2 = [xk+2][wν−k−2](1 + x)µ(1 + w)n−2µ
(
1 + w2x−1

)µ
(A231)

= [xk][wν−k]w2x−2gk(x,w), and (A232)

Cµ−1,k+2 = [xk][wν−k]w2x−2 (1 + w)2

(1 + x)(1 + w2x−1)
gk(x,w). (A233)
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Combining the above results, we can write ℓk as

ℓk = [xk][wν−k]µ

(
1− (1 + w)2

(1 + x)(1 + w2x−1)

)
(1− w2x−2)gk(x,w) (A234)

= [xk][wν−k]µ

(
(1 + x+ w2x−1 + w2)− (1 + w)2

(1 + x)(1 + w2x−1)

)
(1− w2x−2)gk(x,w) (A235)

= [xk][wν−k]µ

(
x+ w2x−1 − 2w

(1 + x)(1 + w2x−1)

)
(1− w2x−2)gk(x,w) (A236)

For rk, we need to find generating functions for expressions like kCµ,k. Fortunately, we can employ a clever trick to

find these functions: note for a generating function f(x) that k[xk]f(x) = [xk]x
d
dxf(x). Hence,

kCµ,k = k[xk][w
ν−k]gk(x,w) (A237)

= [xk][wν−k]x
d

dx
gk(x,w) (A238)

= [xk][wν−k]x
[
µ(1 + x)µ−1(1 + w)n−2µ(1 + w2x−1)µ − µw2x−2(1 + x)µ(1 + w)n−2µ(1 + w2x−1)µ−1

]
(A239)

= [xk][wν−k]µx

(
1

1 + x
− w2x−2

1 + w2x−1

)
gk(x,w) (A240)

= [xk][wν−k]
µx(1− w2x−2)

(1 + x)(1 + w2x−1)
gk(x,w) (A241)

as well as

(k + 2)Cµ,k+2 = [xk][wν−k]w2x−2 µx(1− w2x−2)

(1 + x)(1 + w2x−1)
gk(x,w) and (A242)

(k + 1)Cµ,k+1 = [xk][wν−k]wx−1 µx(1− w2x−2)

(1 + x)(1 + w2x−1)
gk(x,w). (A243)

Combining the above, we obtain

rk = [xk][wν−k](1 + w2x−2 − 2wx−1)
µx(1− w2x−2)

(1 + x)(1 + w2x−1)
gk(x,w) (A244)

= [xk][wν−k]µ

(
x+ w2x−1 − 2w

(1 + x)(1 + w2x−1)

)
(1− w2x−2)gk(x,w). (A245)

Finally, comparing Eqs. (A236) and (A245), we see that ℓk and rk are coefficients of the same term in the power
series expansion of the same function. It follows that ℓk = rk for all ν = 0, . . . k, which implies that the two sides of
Eq. (A210) are equal, thereby completing the proof.

12. Proof of Theorem 6

In this section, we prove Theorem 6.

Proof of Theorem 6. We first compute explicit expressions for the entries of A′(t) when T = Tsym(n,m). If µ = 0,
then A′

µ,ν(t) = Aµ,ν(t). If µ ≥ 1, then

A′
µ,ν(t) =

dµ−1

dtµ−1
Aµ,ν (A246)

= αν

ν∑
i,i′=0

(
µ

i

)(
µ

i′

)(
n− 2µ

ν − (i+ i′)

)
dµ−1

dtµ−1
T|i−i′|(t). (A247)

Since T|i−i′|(t) is a polynomial of degree |i− i′|, the (µ − 1)th derivative of T|i−i′|(t) will be zero if |i− i′| < µ − 1.
Furthermore, |i− i′| cannot exceed ν, so if ν < µ − 1, then A′

µ,ν will automatically be zero. Subsequently, assume
ν ≥ µ− 1. Aµ,ν does not contain any Chebyshev polynomials with degree greater than µ, since if |i− i′| > µ, at least
one of the binomial coefficients will evaluate to zero. Thus, the only polynomials not sent to zero after differentiation
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will be Tµ−1(t) and Tµ(t). Keeping only terms proportional to these polynomials, and letting T
(µ−1)
k (t) be the (µ−1)th

derivative of Tk(t), we obtain

A′
µ,ν(t) = 2αν

(
µ

0

)(
µ

µ

)(
n− 2µ

ν − µ

)
T (µ−1)
µ (t) + 2αν

[(
µ

0

)(
µ

µ− 1

)(
n− 2µ

ν − µ+ 1

)
+

(
µ

1

)(
µ

µ

)(
n− 2µ

ν − µ− 1

)]
T

(µ−1)
µ−1 (t)

(A248)

= 2αν

(
n− 2µ

ν − µ

)
T (µ−1)
µ (t) + 2ανµ

[(
n− 2µ

ν − µ+ 1

)
+

(
n− 2µ

ν − µ− 1

)]
T

(µ−1)
µ−1 (t). (A249)

Given that the leading coefficient of Tk(t) is 2
k−1, we deduce that T

(k)
k (t) = 2k−1k!. Furthermore, since Tk is either

even or odd, the degree k− 1 term has coefficient zero, which implies that T
(k−1)
k (t) = 2k−1k!t. We use these facts to

simplify the above expression to

A′
µ,ν(t) = 2αν

(
n− 2µ

ν − µ

)
2µ−1µ!t+ 2ανµ

[(
n− 2µ

ν − µ+ 1

)
+

(
n− 2µ

ν − µ− 1

)]
2µ−2(µ− 1)! (A250)

= 2µµ!αν

{(
n− 2µ

ν − µ

)
t+

1

2

[(
n− 2µ

ν − µ+ 1

)
+

(
n− 2µ

ν − µ− 1

)]}
. (A251)

We are now equipped to prove Theorem 6. We first consider the case where θ = 0 and t = 1 so that the incident
particle does not interact with the sensor at all. If M = 1, then A′(t) = A(t), so Theorem 4 and Theorem 6 are
equivalent. Thus assume M > 1. Then 1 ≤ m ≤ n − 1, which means |T | =

(
n
m

)
> 1. Clearly, it is not possible for

R(T )(0) |ψ⟩ and R(T ′)(0) |ψ⟩ to be orthogonal for any T ̸= T ′ and |ψ⟩ ∈ H, so no TS state exists. We now show by
contradiction that Eq. (76) has no solution under these circumstances. Assume Eq. (76) has a solution when M > 1
and t = 1. Note that all A′

µ,ν ≥ 0 if t = 1. For any µ ≥ 1, if A′
µ,ν > 0, then cν must be zero since Eq. (76) requires∑

ν A
′
µ,νcν = 0 and cν ≥ 0. Inspecting Eq. (A251), we see that A1,ν > 0 for all ν = 0, . . . , N − 1 (equivalently, all

ν = 0, . . . , ⌊n/2⌋) if t = 1. Hence, all cν must be zero. However, this leads to a contradiction because the first row of
the system A′c = d cannot be satisfied, as

∑
ν A0,νcν ̸= 1. We conclude that Theorem 6 holds when t = 1.

Now suppose t ̸= 1. “ =⇒ ” direction: Suppose there exists a TS state. Then Theorem 4 guarantees that there
exists c ∈ RN such that A(t)c = d and c ≥ 0. We show that this c also solves A′(t)c = d. Let fµ(t) =

∑
ν Aµ,νcν

be the product of the µth row of A(t) with c. Then Lemma 5 implies that the jth derivatives of f with respect to t
satisfy

(µ− j)f (j)µ (t) + µf
(j)
µ−1(t) = (t− 1)f (j+1)

µ (t) (A252)

for all j = 0 . . . , µ − 1. We now prove via induction on increasing j that f
(j)
µ = 0 for all j = 0, . . . ,M − 2 and

µ = j + 1, . . . ,M − 1. For the base case, A(t)c = d guarantees that f
(0)
µ = fµ = 0 for all µ ≥ 1. Now, if f

(j)
µ = 0 for

all µ = j + 1, . . . ,M − 1, then Eq. (A252) directly implies that f
(j+1)
µ = 0 for µ = j + 2, . . . ,M − 1 since t ̸= 1; the

claim follows. Since f
(j)
j+1 = 0 for all j = 0, . . . ,M − 2, we can change indices j → µ− 1 to recover f

(µ−1)
µ = 0 for all

µ = 1, . . . ,M − 1, so rows 1 through M − 1 of the system A′(t)c = d must hold. Because the remaining first row of
the system is identical to that of A(t)c = d, we conclude that A′(t)c = d.

“ ⇐= ” direction: Suppose there exists c ∈ RN such that A′(t)c = d and c ≥ 0. We will show that this c also
satisfies A(t)c = d, which guarantees the existence of a TS state by Theorem 4. We similarly prove by induction

that f
(j)
µ = 0 for j = 0, . . .M − 2 and all µ = j + 1 . . . ,M − 1, but this time the procedure is more subtle. We

perform a “nested” induction: we induct on decreasing j (starting at j = M − 2), and at each j-step we induct

again on increasing µ (starting at µ = j + 1). At the j-th outer step, assume we have shown that f
(j+1)
µ = 0 for

µ = j+2, . . .M−1. To show the outer induction step, i.e., f
(j)
µ = 0 for all µ = j+1 . . . ,M−1, we induct on increasing

µ, assuming at the µth inner step that f
(j)
µ−1 = 0. Eq. (A252) implies the inner induction step, i.e., f

(j)
µ = 0, since the

inner (resp. outer) induction hypothesis assures that f
(j)
µ−1 = 0 (resp. f

(j+1)
µ = 0). The base case for both the inner

and outer inductions is given by A′(t)c = d, which implies that f
(µ−1)
µ = 0 for all µ = 1, . . . ,M − 1 or equivalently

f
(j)
j+1 = 0 for all j = 0, . . . ,M − 2. With the claim proven, we deduce that f

(0)
µ = fµ = 0 for all µ = 1, . . . ,M − 1,

which implies that rows 1 through M − 1 of the system A(t)c = d must hold. Because the remaining first row of the
system is identical to that of A′(t)c = d, we conclude that A(t)c = d, thereby completing the proof.
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13. Proof of Proposition 15

In this section, we prove Proposition 15.

Proof of Proposition 15. Suppose T = Tsym(n,m). When M = N = 1, the proposition is trivial. Hence, we will prove
that for M = N > 1, the vector c ∈ RN satisfies A′(t)c = d if and only if

∑
ν A

′
0,νcν = 1 and all of its entries obey

cν =

{
(−1)N−1−νTN−1−ν(t)cN−1 n even

(−1)N−1−νWN−1−ν(t)cN−1 n odd,

where Wk(t) is the kth Chebyshev polynomial of the fourth kind:

Wk(cos θ) =
sin ((k + 1/2)θ)

sin (θ/2)
(A253)

which follows the recursion relation

W0(t) = 1, W1(t) = 2t+ 1, Wk(t) = 2tWk−1(t)−Wk−2(t). (A254)

Furthermore, we define W−1(t) = −1 by convention. We first prove the forward direction. Suppose that that
M = N = ⌊n/2⌋+ 1, and first assume that n is even. Let gµ(t) =

∑
ν A

′
µ,νcν be the product of the µth row of A′(t)

with c. Observe that A′(t)c = d gives gµ(t) = 0 for µ = 1, . . . , N − 1 and that A′
µ,ν is nonzero only for ν ≥ µ− 1. We

can then use this fact to write each cν in terms of the other cν′ satisfying ν′ > ν:

0 =
1

2νν!
gν(t) (A255)

=

N−1∑
ν′=ν−1

αν′

{(
n− 2ν

ν′ − ν

)
t+

1

2

[(
n− 2ν

ν′ − ν + 1

)
+

(
n− 2ν

ν′ − ν − 1

)]}
cν′ (A256)

= cν−1 +

N−1∑
ν′=ν

αν′

{(
n− 2ν

ν′ − ν

)
t+

1

2

[(
n− 2ν

ν′ − ν + 1

)
+

(
n− 2ν

ν′ − ν − 1

)]}
cν′ (A257)

which upon rearrangement yields

cν−1 = −
N−1∑
ν′=ν

αν′

{(
n− 2ν

ν′ − ν

)
t+

1

2

[(
n− 2ν

ν′ − ν + 1

)
+

(
n− 2ν

ν′ − ν − 1

)]}
cν′ . (A258)

We proceed to prove that Eq. (77) holds by induction on decreasing ν, starting with ν = N − 1. There are two base
cases to cover: ν = N − 1 and ν = N − 2. Since T0(t) = 1, Eq. (77) clearly holds for ν = N − 1. For ν = N − 2, we
have

cN−2 = −
{(

0

0

)
t+

1

2

[(
0

1

)
+

(
0

−1

)]}
cN−1 = tcN−1 = T1(t)cN−1, (A259)

as desired. For ν < N − 2, we will now show that if Eq. (77) holds for ν, . . . , N − 1, then it also holds for ν − 1. Thus
assume Eq. (77) holds for ν, . . . , N − 1. Substituting the induction hypothesis into Eq. (A258), we obtain

cν−1 =

N−1∑
ν′=ν

(−1)N−ν′
αν′

{(
n− 2ν

ν′ − ν

)
t+

1

2

[(
n− 2ν

ν′ − ν + 1

)
+

(
n− 2ν

ν′ − ν − 1

)]}
TN−1−ν′(t)cN−1. (A260)

To prove the induction step for ν < N − 2, it is sufficient to show that

N−1∑
ν′=ν

(−1)N−ν′
αν′

{(
n− 2ν

ν′ − ν

)
t+

1

2

[(
n− 2ν

ν′ − ν + 1

)
+

(
n− 2ν

ν′ − ν − 1

)]}
TN−1−ν′(t) = (−1)N−νTN−ν(t). (A261)
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We now separate out the ν′ = N − 1 = n/2 term, noting that αν′ = 1 in when ν′ = N − 1 and 2 otherwise.
Additionally, we use the identity Tk(t)Tk′(t) = 1

2 (Tk+k′(t) + T|k−k′|(t)) (which holds for k, k′ ≥ 0) to evaluate the
product tTN−1−ν′(t), noting that t = T1(t). The left side of Eq. (A261) then becomes

−
{(

n− 2ν
n
2 − ν

)
t+

1

2

[(
n− 2ν

n
2 − ν + 1

)
+

(
n− 2ν

n
2 − ν − 1

)]}

+

N−2∑
ν′=ν

(−1)N−ν′
{(

n− 2ν

ν′ − ν

)
[TN−ν′(t) + TN−ν′−2(t)] +

[(
n− 2ν

ν′ − ν + 1

)
+

(
n− 2ν

ν′ − ν − 1

)]
TN−1−ν′(t)

}
. (A262)

To simplify the algebra, we change to the new variables r = ν′ − ν and s = N − 1− ν = n
2 − ν. The above expression

is then

−
{(

2s

s

)
t+

1

2

[(
2s

s+ 1

)
+

(
2s

s− 1

)]}
+

s−1∑
r=0

(−1)s−r+1

{(
2s

r

)
[Ts−r+1(t) + Ts−r−1(t)] +

[(
2s

r + 1

)
+

(
2s

r − 1

)]
Ts−r(t)

}
. (A263)

We now carefully combine like terms of Ts−r(t) to obtain

− 1

2

[(
2s

s+ 1

)
+

(
2s

s− 1

)]
+

(
2s

s− 1

)
+

s−1∑
r=0

{
(−1)s−r+1

[(
2s

r + 1

)
+

(
2s

r − 1

)]
+ (−1)s−r+2

(
2s

r − 1

)
+ (−1)s−r

(
2s

r + 1

)}
Ts−r(t)

+ (−1)s+1Ts+1(t). (A264)

Every term except the final one cancels in the expression above (the terms in the first row cancel because
(

2s
s+1

)
=(

2s
s−1

)
). We thus conclude that the left side of Eq. (A261) equals (−1)s+1Ts+1(t) = (−1)N−νTN−ν(t) as desired, which

completes the proof of the induction step.
It remains to show that Eq. (77) holds when n is odd. The proof is much the same, except we now use polynomials

Wk(t) instead of Tk(t). Since we will need to evaluate terms like tWk(t), we first prove the following identity:

tWk(t) =
1

2
(Wk+1(t) +Wk−1(t)) (A265)

which holds for k ≥ 0. To do so, we need the following preliminary fact:

Wk(t) = Uk(t) + Uk−1(t) (A266)

for k ≥ 0, where Uk(t) is the kth Chebyshev polynomial of the second kind. Uk(t) follows the recursion relation U0(t) =
1, U1(t) = 2t, and Uk+1(t) = 2tUk(t)−Uk−1. Since U−1 = 0 by convention, we can write W0(t) = U0(t) +U−1(t) and
W1(t) = U1(t) + U0(t). Then, assuming Eq. (A266) holds for 0, . . . , k, we see that for k ≥ 2:

Wk(t) = 2tWk−1(t)−Wk−2(t) (A267)

= 2t(Uk−1(t) + Uk−2(t))− (Uk−2(t) + Uk−3(t)) (A268)

= (2tUk−1(t)− Uk−2(t) + (2tUk−2(t)− Uk−3(t)) (A269)

= Uk(t) + Uk−1(t). (A270)

Eq. (A266) then follows by induction. Returning to Eq. (A265), we use the identity Tk′(t)Uk(t) = 1
2 (Uk′+k(t) +

Uk−k′(t)) (which holds for k ≥ k′ − 1) that we employed earlier in Appendix A11, noting that t = T1(t):

tWk(t) = tUk(t) + tUk−1(t) (A271)

=
1

2
(Uk+1(t) + Uk−1(t)) +

1

2
(Uk(t) + Uk−2(t)) (A272)

=
1

2
(Uk+1(t) + Uk(t)) +

1

2
(Uk−1(t) + Uk−2(t)) (A273)

=
1

2
(Wk+1(t) +Wk−1(t)), (A274)
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as desired. Observe that Eq. (A265) holds for k ≥ 0 using the conventions U−2(t) = −1 and W−1(t) = −1.
We continue now to show Eq. (77) holds for n odd; accordingly, assume n is odd. We induct again on decreasing

ν, starting with ν = N − 1 = n−1
2 ; the base case ν = N − 1 holds trivially. For ν = N − 2 = n−1

2 − 1, we deduce from
Eq. (A258) that

cN−2 = −2

{(
1

0

)
t+

1

2

[(
1

1

)
+

(
1

−1

)]}
cN−1 = (2t+ 1)cN−1 =W1(t)cN−1, (A275)

as desired. Note that αN−1 now equals 2 because n is odd. Next assume Eq. (77) holds for ν, . . . , N−1, and substitute
the induction hypothesis into Eq. (A258):

cν−1 = −
N−1∑
ν′=ν

{
2

(
n− 2ν

ν′ − ν

)
t+

[(
n− 2ν

ν′ − ν + 1

)
+

(
n− 2ν

ν′ − ν − 1

)]}
WN−1−ν′(t)cN−1. (A276)

To prove the induction step for ν < N − 2, it is sufficient to show that

N−1∑
ν′=ν

(−1)N−ν′
{
2

(
n− 2ν

ν′ − ν

)
t+

[(
n− 2ν

ν′ − ν + 1

)
+

(
n− 2ν

ν′ − ν − 1

)]}
WN−1−ν′(t) = (−1)N−νWN−ν(t). (A277)

We separate out the ν′ = N − 1 = n−1
2 term and use the identity from Eq. (A265) to evaluate tWN−1−ν′(t). The left

side of Eq. (A277) becomes

−
{
2

(
n− 2ν
n−1
2 − ν

)
t+

[(
n− 2ν

n−1
2 − ν + 1

)
+

(
n− 2ν

n−1
2 − ν − 1

)]}
(A278)

+

N−2∑
ν′=ν

(−1)N−ν′
{(

n− 2ν

ν′ − ν

)
[WN−ν′(t) +WN−ν′−2(t)] +

[(
n− 2ν

ν′ − ν + 1

)
+

(
n− 2ν

ν′ − ν − 1

)]
WN−1−ν′(t)

}
(A279)

We change again to the new variables r = ν′ − ν and s = N − 1− ν = n−1
2 − ν:

−
{(

2s+ 1

s

)
(W1(t)− 1) +

[(
2s+ 1

s+ 1

)
+

(
2s+ 1

s− 1

)]}
(A280)

+

s−1∑
r=0

(−1)s−r+1

{(
2s+ 1

r

)
[Ws−r+1(t) +Ws−r−1(t)] +

[(
2s+ 1

r + 1

)
+

(
2s+ 1

r − 1

)]
Ws−r−1(t)

}
(A281)

Finally, we combine like terms:(
2s+ 1

s

)
−
[(

2s+ 1

s+ 1

)
+

(
2s+ 1

s− 1

)]
+

(
2s+ 1

s− 1

)
(A282)

+

s−1∑
r=0

{
(−1)s−r+1

[(
2s+ 1

r + 1

)
+

(
2s+ 1

r − 1

)]
+ (−1)s−r+2

(
2s+ 1

r − 1

)
+ (−1)s−r

(
2s+ 1

r + 1

)}
Ws−r(t) (A283)

+ (−1)s+1Ws+1(t). (A284)

All terms except the last cancel (note that
(
2s+1
s+1

)
=
(
2s+1

s

)
). We conclude that the left side of Eq. (A277) equals

(−1)s+1Ws+1(t) = (−1)N−νTN−ν(t) as desired, completing the proof for the odd case. Thus, the forward direction is
proven for both even and odd n.
The reverse direction is easy to understand as follows. Note that if Eq. (77) holds for some c ∈ RN , then Eqs.

(A261) and (A277) imply that Eq. (A258) holds as well, from which it follows that gν(t) = 0 for all ν = 1, . . . N . The
normalization condition

∑
ν A

′
0,νcν = 1 means that g0(t) = 1, so A′(t)c = d, as desired.

14. Proof of Theorem 7

To complete the proof in the main text, it remains to be shown that for n > 0, the inequalities

0 ≤

{
(−1)N−1−νTN−1−ν(cos θ) n even

(−1)N−1−νWN−1−ν(cos θ) n odd,
(A285)
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are satisfied for all ν = 0, . . . N − 1 if and only if θ ≥ (n−1)π
n . When n = 1, the result is trivial, so assume n > 1.

First suppose n is even. For even n, the change of variables k = N − 1 − ν allows the inequalities in Eq. (A285) to
be rewritten as

(−1)kTk(cos θ) ≥ 0 (A286)

for all k = 0, . . . , n2 . We can write Tk(cos θ) as

Tk(cos θ) = cos(kθ). (A287)

Since cos kθ = 0 when kθ = π
2 + jπ for integers j, it follows that the zeros of Tk(cos θ) over the interval θ ∈ [0, π] are

given by

θ =
2j + 1

2k
π, j = 0, . . . , k − 1. (A288)

For k > 0, define θk = 2k−1
2k π to be the largest such zero on the interval [0, π]; likewise, define θ0 = 0. Observe that

for θ ∈ [θk, π], Tk(cos θ) ≥ 0 if k is even and Tk(cos θ) ≤ 0 if k is odd. Subsequently, (−1)kTk(cos θ) ≥ 0 for θ ∈ [θk, π].

Furthermore, for all 0 ≤ k′ < k, we have (−1)k
′
Tk′(cos θ) ≥ 0 for θ ∈ [θk, π] as well, since θk′ < θk. Thus if θ ≥ (n−1)π

n ,
then θ ≥ θn

2
, and it follows by the above observations that all the inequalities must hold.

To prove the other direction, we first show that if θk−1 ≤ θ < θk for some k ≥ 2, then (−1)kTk(cos θ) < 0. Since
k ≥ 2, Tk(cos θ) has more than one zero on the interval [0, π]. The second largest zero of Tk(cos θ) is given by θk − 1

k .

Evidently, (−1)kTk(cos θ) < 0 if θk − 1
k < θ < θk. However, we also have

θk−1 =
2(k − 1)− 1

2(k − 1)
π =

2k − 3

2k − 2
π >

2k − 3

2k
π = θk − 1

k
, (A289)

from which the claim follows.

Now suppose that θ < (n−1)π
n . Then either 0 ≤ θ < θ1 or there exists some k ∈ {2, . . . , n2 } such that θk−1 ≤ θ < θk.

In the former case, −T1(cos θ) = − cos θ < 0 since θ1 = π
2 , while in the latter, the above result implies that some

(−1)kTl(cos θ) < 0. Either way, not all of the inequalities in Eq. (A285) hold. It follows that Eq. (A285) is satisfied

if and only if θ ≥ (n−1)π
n when n is even.

When n is odd, the proof proceeds very similarly. For odd n, the change of variables k = N − 1 − ν allows the
inequalities in Eq. (A285) to be rewritten as

(−1)kWk(cos θ) ≥ 0 (A290)

for all k = 0, . . . , n−1
2 . We can write Wk(cos θ) as

Wk(cos θ) =
sin
(
(k + 1

2 )θ
)

sin (θ/2)
(A291)

Since sin (k + 1
2 )θ = 0 when (k + 1

2 )θ = jπ for integers j, it follows that the zeros of Wk(cos θ) over the interval
θ ∈ [0, π] are given by

θ =
2j

2k + 1
π, j = 1, . . . , k. (A292)

Note that θ = 0 is not a zero because of the sin(θ/2) in the denominator ofWk(cos θ). For k > 0, define θk = 2k
2k+1π to

be the largest such zero on the interval [0, π]; likewise, define θ0 = 0. We again have (−1)kWk(cos θ) ≥ 0 for θ ∈ [θk, π],

which implies that (−1)k
′
Wk′(cos θ) ≥ 0 for all 0 ≤ k′ < k and θ ∈ [θk, π] since θk′ < θk. Thus if θ ≥ (n−1)π

n , then
θ ≥ θn−1

2
, so all the inequalities must hold.

We can readily prove by exact analogy that if θk−1 ≤ θ < θk for some k ≥ 2, then (−1)kWk(cos θ) < 0. As for

the even case, this is sufficient to show that if θ < (n−1)π
n , then not all of the inequalities in Eq. (A285) hold, thus

completing the proof for the odd case. With the odd and even cases proven, the proof for Theorem 7 is complete.
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15. Proof of Theorem 8

In this section, we prove Theorem 8.

Proof of Theorem 8. First consider part (a). If m = 0 or m = n, then |T | = 1. Then |ψ⟩ is a TS state if and only if
⟨ψ|R†(T )(θ)R(T )(θ) |ψ⟩ = ⟨ψ|ψ⟩ = 1, which is true for any state |ψ⟩.

Now consider part (b). If m = 1 or m = n − 1, then M = 1. Also, assume n > 1. Theorem 4 (or equivalently,
Theorem 6) implies that a TS state exists at a particular θ if and only if there exists c ≥ 0 such that

∑
ν A0,νcν = 1

and
∑

ν A1,ν(t)cν = 0. Any appropriately normalized state can satisfy the first condition, so we focus on the second
condition. We have∑

ν

A1,ν(t)cν =

N−1∑
ν=0

αν

∑
i,i′

(
1

i

)(
1

i′

)(
n− 2

ν − (i+ i′)

)
T|i−i′|(t)cν (A293)

=

N−1∑
ν=0

αν

[(
1

0

)(
1

0

)(
n− 2

ν

)
+

(
1

1

)(
1

1

)(
n− 2

ν − 2

)
+ 2

(
1

1

)(
1

0

)(
n− 2

ν − 1

)
t

]
cν (A294)

=

N−1∑
ν=0

αν

[(
n− 2

ν

)
+

(
n− 2

ν − 2

)
+ 2

(
n− 2

ν − 1

)
t

]
cν (A295)

=

N−1∑
ν=0

αν

[(
n− 2

ν

)
+

(
n− 2

ν − 2

)]
cν +

N−1∑
ν′=0

2α

(
n− 2

ν′ − 1

)
c′νt. (A296)

Setting
∑

ν A1,ν(t)cν = 0 and solving for t, we obtain

t =
−
∑N−1

ν=0 αν

[(
n−2
ν

)
+
(
n−2
ν−2

)]
cν∑N−1

ν′=0 2αν

(
n−2
ν′−1

)
c′ν

(A297)

We would like to find the maximum possible value of t as a function of the cν (as this corresponds to the minimum
achievable θ). We can cast this maximization problem as a linear fractional program:

maximize t subject to
∑
ν

A0,νcν = 1 and c ≥ 0. (A298)

Note that the A0,ν are constants which do not depend on t. Because a linear fractional program admits a basic feasible
solution [47], the maximum will occur when exactly one of the cν is nonzero and the rest are zero. Thus,

tmax = max
ν

−
(
n−2
ν

)
−
(
n−2
ν−2

)
2
(
n−2
ν−1

) . (A299)

The maximum occurs at ν = N − 1, giving

tmax = −1 +
⌈n
2

⌉−1

. (A300)

Note that for n > 1, tmax ∈ [−1, 0]. We now show that if t ∈ [−1, tmax], then there exists c ≥ 0 satisfying∑
ν A1,ν(t)cν = 0. Our solution will have cν = 0 for all ν except ν = 0 and ν = N − 1. We can then write

0 =
∑
ν

A1,ν(t)cν (A301)

= c0 + αN−1

[(
n− 2

N − 1

)
+

(
n− 2

N − 1− 2

)
+ 2

(
n− 2

N − 1− 1

)
t

]
cN−1 (A302)

= c0 + 2αN−1

(
n− 2

N − 1− 1

)
(t− tmax)cN−1 (A303)

and rearrange to recover an expression for c0:

c0 = 2αN−1

(
n− 2

N − 2

)
(tmax − t)cN−1. (A304)

Since the coefficient of cN−1 in the above expression is nonnegative, for any t ∈ [−1, tmax] it is possible to find c0 ≥ 0
and cN−1 ≥ 0 such that

∑
ν A1,ν(t)cν = 0 with cν = 0 for ν = 1, . . . , N − 2. We conclude that t ∈ [−1, tmax] is a

necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of a TSsym state, thereby proving the theorem.
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16. Proof Proposition 16

In this section, we prove Proposition 16.

Proof of Proposition 16. Assume G = Zn. We can uniquely write any T ∈ Tcyc as T = zj([m]) for some j ∈
{0, . . . n− 1}. Then for j1, k1, j2, k2 ∈ {0, . . . n− 1}, two trajectory pairs (zj1([m]), zk1([m])) and (zj2([m]), zk2([m]))

are in the same orbit under Z̃n if and only if j1 − k1 = ±(j2 − k2) (mod n).
“ =⇒ ” direction: If (zj1([m]), zk1([m])) = (e, zl)(zj2([m]), zk2([m])) for some l ∈ {0, . . . n − 1}, then j1 =

j2 + l (mod n) and k1 = k2 + l (mod n), so j1 − k1 = j2 − k2 (mod n). If instead (zj1([m]), zk1([m])) =
(x, zl)(zj2([m]), zk2([m])), then j1 = k2 + l (mod n) and k1 = j2 + l (mod n), so j1 − k1 = −(j2 − k2) (mod n).
“ ⇐= ” direction: Suppose j1 − k1 = j2 − k2 (mod n), and let l = j2 − j1. Then k1 + l = k2 (mod n), so
(zj1([m]), zk1([m])) = (e, zl)(zj2([m]), zk2([m])). Now suppose j1 − k1 = −(j2 − k2) (mod n), and let l = k2 − j1.
Then k1 + l = j2 (mod n), so (zj1([m]), zk1([m])) = (x, zl)(zj2([m]), zk2([m])).

The orbits T 2
cyc/Z̃n are then

T 2
cyc/Z̃n =

{
Ωµ : µ = 0, . . . ,

⌊n
2

⌋}
(A305)

where

Ωµ = OrbZ̃n
[([m], zµ([m]))] (A306)

=
{
(zj([m]), zk([m])) : ±(j − k) = µ (mod n)

}
. (A307)

17. Toric code provides a TS state

In this section, we show that the state |ψtoric⟩ constructed in Section VC3 is a TS state which can discriminate
the four trajectories in Figure 8 when θ = π

2 . These trajectories constitute the set Ttoric = {T1, . . . , T4}, where
T1 = {1345}, T2 = {5781}, T3 = {2457}, and T4 = {3582}. Let Storic be the stabilizer group whose independent
generators are

Storic = ⟨X(1248), X(3567), X(4568), Z(1345), Z(2346), Z(5781),−Z(12),−Z(37)⟩, (A308)

and recall that |ψtoric⟩ is the unique state stabilized by Storic.
To prove that |ψtoric⟩ is the desired TS state, we will use a combination of Theorems 1 and 10. Namely, we will first

find an appropriate permutation group G and Pauli subgroup S under which both T 2
toric and |ψtoric⟩ are invariant.

Then, we will use the anticommutation relation of Theorem 10 to demonstrate that Eq. (5) holds for at least one
representative (T, T ′) per orbit of T 2

toric/(SG ⋊G); it will then follow that |ψtoric⟩ is a TS state by Theorem 1.
We will not choose S = Storic, since T 2

toric is not invariant under Storic. Instead, we will choose S = {I⊗8, X⊗8}.
By Proposition 7c, T 2

toric is invariant under S = σ(S). Additionally, since X⊗8 = X(1248)X(3567), it follows that
S ⊆ Storic, which implies that |ψtoric⟩ is invariant under S as well.

We now choose a suitable permutation group. Using permutation cycle notation, define π1 = (1 2)(4 8) and
π2 = (3 7)(4 8), and let G = ⟨π1, π2⟩ be the group generated by these permutations. Note that π1 interchanges
T1 ↔ T2 and T3 ↔ T4; likewise, π2 interchanges T1 ↔ T4 and T2 ↔ T3. It follows that Ttoric is G-transitive,
which implies that T 2

toric is invariant under G by Proposition 6. On the other hand, for |ψtoric⟩ to be invariant under
G = P (G), it suffices to show that G ∈ N (Storic). To understand this claim, suppose G ∈ N (Storic). Then for
every D ∈ Storic and π ∈ G, D(Pπ |ψtoric⟩) = PπD

′ |ψtoric⟩ = Pπ |ψtoric⟩ for some D′ ∈ Storic. It follows that every
Pπ |ψtoric⟩ is in the stabilizer space of Storic; however, since this stabilizer space has dimension one, it must be true
that Pπ |ψtoric⟩ = |ψtoric⟩ for all π ∈ G. We thus proceed to show that G normalizes Storic. It is easy to see that Pπ1

commutes with every generator of Storic except for Z
(1345), Z(2346), and Z(5781). However, conjugating these remaining

generators by Pπ1
still produces stabilizer elements:

Pπ1
Z(1345)P †

π1
= Z(2358) = Z(5781)

(
−Z(12)

)(
−Z(37)

)
Pπ1

Z(2346)P †
π1

= Z(1386) = Z(1345)Z(5871)Z(2346)
(
−Z(12)

)(
−Z(37)

)
Pπ1

Z(5781)P †
π1

= Z(5742) = Z(1345)
(
−Z(12)

)(
−Z(37)

)
. (A309)
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Similarly, Pπ2
evidently commutes with every generator of Storic except the same three. Nonetheless, conjugating

these generators by Pπ2
still yields stabilizer elements:

Pπ2
Z(1345)P †

π2
= Z(5871)

Pπ2
Z(5871)P †

π2
= Z(1345)

Pπ2
Z(2346)P †

π2
= Z(2678) = Z(1345)Z(5871)Z(2346)

. (A310)

It follows that G ∈ N (Storic), which implies that |ψtoric⟩ is invariant under G, as desired.
Having shown that T 2

toric is invariant under bothG and S = σ(S), we can now compute the orbits in T 2
toric/(SG⋊G) =

T 2
toric/G̃. There are four such orbits, labelled Ωµ for µ = 0, . . . 3, as follows:

Ω0 = {(T1, T1), (T2, T2), (T3, T3), (T4, T4)}
Ω1 = {(T1, T2), (T2, T1), (T3, T4), (T4, T3)}
Ω2 = {(T1, T3), (T3, T1), (T2, T4), (T4, T2)}
Ω3 = {(T1, T4), (T4, T1), (T2, T3), (T3, T2)} . (A311)

To prove that |ψtoric⟩ is a TS state using Theorem 1, we must demonstrate that Eq. (5) holds for one representative
trajectory pair per orbit. Eq. (5) clearly holds for every pair in Ω0. Now note that every (T, T ′) in Ω1,Ω2, or Ω3

satisfies T ̸= T ′. Thus, to verify Eq. (5) for a representative (T, T ′) in each of these remaining orbits, we will invoke

the anticommutation relation of Theorem 10. Specifically, this theorem implies that ⟨ψtoric|R(T,T ′) |ψtoric⟩ = 0 if

there exists a subspace V containing |ψtoric⟩ such that some D ∈ Storic satisfies {D,R(T,T ′)}ΠV = 0.
First consider Ω1, and pick (T1, T2) ∈ Ω1 as a representative trajectory pair. Then V can be chosen as the +1

eigenspace of −Z(37); since −Z(37) is in Storic, |ψtoric⟩ is contained in V . The projector onto V is consequently
ΠV = (I − Z(37))/2. We can then show that X(3567) satisfies the anticommutation relation of Eq. (103). Letting
R = RZ(π/2), recall the identities RXZ = iXR and R†XZ = −iXR† from Section VC2. Then

{X(3567),R(T1,T2)}Z(37) =
(
X(3567)R†(34)R(78) +R†(34)R(78)X(3567)

)
Z(37) (A312)

= X(56)R†(4)R(8)
[(
XR†)(3) (XR)(7) + (R†X

)(3)
(RX)

(7)
]
Z(37) (A313)

= X(56)R†(4)R(8)
[
(RX)

(3) (
R†X

)(7)
+
(
R†X

)(3)
(RX)

(7)
]
Z(37) (A314)

= X(56)R†(4)R(8)
[
(RXZ)

(3) (
R†XZ

)(7)
+
(
R†XZ

)(3)
(RXZ)

(7)
]

(A315)

= X(56)R†(4)R(8)
[
(iXR)

(3) (−iXR†)(7) + (−iXR†)(3) (iXR)(7)] (A316)

= X(56)R†(4)R(8)
[
(XR)

(3) (
XR†)(7) + (XR†)(3) (XR)(7)] (A317)

= X(56)R†(4)R(8)
[(
R†X

)(3)
(RX)

(7)
+
(
XR†)(3) (XR)(7)] (A318)

= X(56)R†(4)R(8)
[(
R†X

)(3)
(RX)

(7)
+
(
XR†)(3) (XR)(7)] (A319)

=
(
R†(34)R(78)X(3567) +X(3567)R†(34)R(78)

)
(A320)

= {X(3567),R(T1,T2)}. (A321)

Since {X(3567),R(T1,T2)}Z(37) = {X(3567),R(T1,T2)}, it follows that

{X(3567),R(T1,T2)}ΠV = {X(3567),R(T1,T2)}
(
I − Z(37)

2

)
= 0. (A322)

By Theorem 10, it must hence be true that ⟨ψtoric|R(T1,T2) |ψtoric⟩ = 0.
For Ω2, we pick (T1, T3) as a representative. Then identically choose V to be the +1 eigenspace of −Z(37) so

that ΠV = (I − Z(37))/2. It can be verified by a similar argument that X(3567) again satisfies the anticommutation
relation of Eq. (103) with R(T1,T3), from which it follows that ⟨ψtoric|R(T1,T3) |ψtoric⟩ = 0. For Ω3, let (T1, T4) be
the representative and let V instead be the +1 eigenspace of −Z(48) = Z(1345)Z(1578)

(
−Z(37)

)
. Then X(4568) can be

shown to satisfy Eq. (103) with R(T1,T4), which implies ⟨ψtoric|R(T1,T4) |ψtoric⟩ = 0.
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Since |ψtoric⟩ is invariant under G and S and Eq. (5) holds for one representative trajectory pair per orbit in

T 2
toric/G̃, we conclude by Theorem 1 that |ψtoric⟩ is a TS state for the trajectory set Ttoric when θ = π

2 .
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