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Quantum Magic and Computational Complexity in the Neutrino Sector
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We consider the quantum magic in systems of dense neutrinos undergoing coherent flavor transfor-
mations, relevant for supernova and neutron-star binary mergers. Mapping the three-flavor-neutrino
system to qutrits, the evolution of quantum magic is explored in the single scattering angle limit
for a selection of initial tensor-product pure states for Nν ≤ 8 neutrinos. For |νe⟩⊗Nν initial states,
the magic, as measured by the α = 2 stabilizer Renyi entropy M2, is found to decrease with radial
distance from the neutrino sphere, reaching a value that lies below the maximum for tensor-product
qutrit states. Further, the asymptotic magic per neutrino, M2/Nν , decreases with increasing Nν .
In contrast, the magic evolving from states containing all three flavors reaches values only possible
with entanglement, with the asymptotic M2/Nν increasing with Nν . These results highlight the
connection between the complexity in simulating quantum physical systems and the parameters of
the Standard Model.

To optimize the impact of quantum computers in simu-
lating key aspects of fundamental physics, it is essential
to understand the required balance among quantum and
classical computing resources to address specific observ-
ables. As advances in quantum simulations feed back
to improve classical simulations, this balance changes
with time, and guidance from the target physical sys-
tems must be folded in with each new advance. Robust
simulations of neutrinos produced during supernova and
during neutron-star binary mergers are important, e.g.,
Refs. [1–18], not only for their evolution and for the pre-
dictions of the chemical elements in such processes, but
also for probing the properties and interactions of neutri-
nos themselves and potentially discovering new physics,
e.g., Ref. [19]. As part of the integration of the neutrino
processes that take place during a supernova into sim-
ulations, a much better understanding of the quantum
complexity of coherent flavor transformations is essen-
tial.

During core-collapse supernova (CCSN), the neutrino
density becomes sufficiently high that self-interactions
play an essential role in the evolution of lepton flavor.
There have been numerous studies performed to describe
the impact of the ∼ 1058 neutrinos that are produced
in such events. The range of mass-scales involved, and
the interaction processes that take place, present a sig-
nificant challenge to accurately describing this evolution.
The mean-field and many-body approaches for the dy-
namics continues to provide a firm foundation, under-
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pinning much of what is known about these systems,
e.g., Refs. [20–29]. However, advances in quantum in-
formation are providing motivation and techniques to
consider aspects of these systems beyond the currently
employed approximations [30–44]. These nascent explo-
rations, that include the low-energy effective Hamiltonian
from the Standard Model mapped to all-to-all connected
spin models, have examined the evolution of the neutrino
flavors, their entanglement entropy, multi-partite entan-
glement using n-tangles, and more. Typically these have
been performed using an effective two-neutrino system,
and extensions to include three flavors are now begin-
ning [45–49]. The entanglement between multiple neu-
trinos exceeds that of systems of Bell pairs, and hence
is fundamentally multi-partite in nature [38, 41]. Sim-
ulations of modest-sized systems of neutrinos have been
performed using superconducting-qubit and trapped-ion
qubit quantum computers [38, 50–54]. Further, classical
simulations [47] and preparations for quantum simula-
tions using qutrits have also been recently performed [49].
Simulating neutrino environments of interest requires
working with mixed states, and as such, these early inves-
tigations are important for guiding development toward
more robust simulations.

The Gottesman-Knill theorem [55] and the work of
Aaronson and Gottesman [56] make clear that entangle-
ment is a necessary but not sufficient condition for the
preparation of a given state to require a quantum com-
puter. Significant quantum magic (non-stabilizerness)
along with large-scale entanglement is the requisite for
the need for quantum computation. Stabilizer states can
be efficiently prepared using a classical gate set of the
Hadamard-gate, H, the phase-gate, S, and the CNOT-
gate [55, 57] (App. A). By construction, stabilizer states
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have vanishing measures of magic. Thus, both magic and
entanglement determine the computational complexity
and quantum resource requirements for simulating phys-
ical systems. Including the T-gate to establish a univer-
sal quantum gate set, Gottesman-Knill-Aaronson [55, 56]
showed that the exponential-scaling (with system size) of
classical resource requirements is determined by the min-
imum number of T-gates (a similar argument exists for
scaling with precision, e.g., Ref. [58]). A number of mea-
sures of magic have been developed, e.g., Refs. [59–64],
and the stabilizer Rényi entropies (SREs) [65] and Bell
magic [66] have been measured in quantum simulations
of some systems [66–68], and are efficiently calculable in
MPS [69–72]. The magic properties of physical many-
body systems and quantum field theories are less known
than their entanglement structures. Explorations in the
Ising and Heisenberg models [67, 70, 73–75], lattice gauge
models [76], quantum gravity [77], in nuclear and hyper-
nuclear forces [78], and in the structure of nuclei [79]
are in their earliest stages. Interestingly, it has recently
been shown that the entanglement and magic in random
quantum circuits doped with T-gates and measurements
undergo phase transitions (between volume-law and area-
law scaling) at different dopings [58, 75, 80–82].

To determine the measures of magic in a wavefunc-
tion, matrix elements of strings of Pauli operators, P̂ ,
are computed, cP (t) ≡ ⟨ψ(t)|P̂ |ψ(t)⟩. For qutrits, the
Pauli strings are constructed from tensor-products of the
nine operators, Σ̂i [83–85],

Σ̂i ∈ {Î , X̂, Ẑ, X̂2, ωX̂Ẑ, Ẑ2, ω2X̂Ẑ2, X̂2Ẑ, X̂2Ẑ2},(1)

where

X̂|j⟩ = |j + 1⟩ , Ẑ|j⟩ = ωj |j⟩ , ω = ei2π/3 ,(2)

for j = 0, 1, 2. For stabilizer states of nQ qutrits, d = 3nQ

of the d2 Pauli strings give cP = 1, ω or ω2, while the
other d2 − d give cP = 0 [86]. For an arbitrary quan-
tum state, all d2 values can be non-zero. As is the case
for qubits, the deviation from stabilizerness defines the
magic in a state [65], using

ΞP = |cP |2/d ,
∑
P

ΞP = 1 , (3)

where ΞP forms a probability distribution. Based on our
previous studies [78, 79], we consider the α = 2 stabilizer
Renyi entropy (SRE),

M2 = − log2 d
∑
P

Ξ2
P , (4)

to explore the quantum magic in a neutrino wavefunc-
tion. This SRE has been shown to satisfy properties of
a proper magic measure [70, 87]. For more details, see
App. B.

In the case of three flavors of neutrinos, the charged-
current eigenstates are related to the mass eigenstates

by the Pontecorvo–Maki–Nakagawa–Sakata (PMNS) ma-
trix [88, 89],

νF = UPMNS .νM , (5)

where, νF = (νe, νµ, ντ )
T and νM = (ν1, ν2, ν3)

T . Ne-
glecting Majorana phases, UPMNS can be paramter-
ized in terms of three angles, θ12, θ13, θ23 and one
CP-violating phase δ. The experimental determinations
of these angles in a commonly used parameterization
of the matrix are taken from the Particle Data Group
(PDG) [90], and reproduced in App. C.

In the basis of mass eigenstates, the one-body Hamil-
tonian for a neutrino of energy E, has the form,

Ĥ1 =
1

2E

 0 0 0
0 δm2

21 0
0 0 ∆m2

31

 + ... , (6)

where the ellipses denote terms proportional to the iden-
tity matrix or higher order in the neutrino-mass ex-
pansion of the kinetic energy. The difference in mass-
squareds, ∆m2

31 can be related to the experimentally
measured values, ∆m2

31 = ∆m2
32 + δm2

21 [90]. 1 An
effective two-flavor reduction of the system is typically
found by retaining θ12 and δm2

21 and discarding the third
eigenstate.

In the mass basis, each neutrino flavor has non-zero
magic from the UPMNS mixing matrix. In the case of sin-
gle electron-flavored neutrino in the effective two-flavor
system, its magic is computed to be M2 = 0.195(23),
which should be compared to a maximum value of 0.415
for relatively real states and 0.585 for complex states.
For a three-flavor neutrino, the magic in the single neu-
trino is found to be M2 = 0.891(14), which should be
compared with a maximum possible value of 1. The
presence of the third generation of neutrinos changes the
magic in the single neutrino sector substantially. To rein-
force this observation, it is helpful to consider the magic
power [65, 78] of the single-neutrino evolution operator.
The magic power of a unitary operator, which we denote
by M2, quantifies the average fluctuations in magic in-
duced by the operator, based upon its action on stabilizer
states |Φi⟩. By considering the set of time evolved states,
under the evolution of the free-space one-body Hamilto-
nian in Eq. (6),

|Φi⟩(t) = Û1(t)|Φi⟩ = e−iĤ1t|Φi⟩ , (7)

the magic power of e−iĤ1t is shown in Fig. 1. There is
a significant difference between the magic power of the
free-space one-body evolution operator for three flavors
compared with two.

1 In this work, only the normal hierarchy of neutrino masses is
considered.



FIG. 1. The magic power, M2(Û1), of the free-space one-
body evolution operator for three flavors of neutrinos given
in Eq. (7). The solid blue line shows the central value of the
magic power, while the khaki region corresponds to the val-
ues of magic power from a sampling over the 68% confidence
intervals of ∆m2

32 and δm2
21. The dashed-blue line line and

lighter shaded region correspond to the magic power of the
evolution operator in the effective two-flavor system. Ana-
lytic expressions for M2(Û1) are provided in App. D.

There are a number of models employed to expose es-
sential elements of the coherent evolution of neutrinos in
supernovae. We select one such model, that has been
fruitfully used to study the evolution of entanglement, to
illustrate the corresponding behavior of magic. The pair-
wise coherent forward interactions between neutrinos is
captured by the low-energy position-dependent effective
Hamiltonian [45, 91–99], combined with a (naively inte-
grable) model-dependent neutrino density profile in the
single-angle limit [47],

Ĥ2(r) = µ(r)

8∑
a=1

T̂ a ⊗ T̂ a ,

µ(r) = µ0

(
1−

√
1− (Rν/r)2

)2

, (8)

where the T̂ a are the generators of SU(3) transforma-
tions, and at the edge of the neutrino sphere, the model
uses µ0 = 3.62 × 104 MeV, κRν = 32.2, and κ =
10−17MeV. The time evolution of multi-neutrino systems
is determined by integrating the action of the evolution
operator on a given initial state. In this model, the ra-
dial location of the neutrinos is given by r(t) = r0 + t,
with r0 = 210.65/κ defining t = 0. Using a distribu-
tion of neutrino one-body energies below E0 = 10 MeV,
scaling as En = E0/n, the time-dependent Hamiltonian
and wavefunction evolution describing the coherent flavor
evolution can be written as, assuming radial propagation,

Ĥ(t) =
∑
n

nĤ
(n)
1 +

∑
n,n′

Ĥ
(n,n′)
2 (t) ,

|ψ(t)⟩ = Û2(t, 0)|ψ⟩0 = T
[
e−i

∫ t
0

dt′ Ĥ(t′)
]
|ψ⟩0 , (9)

where Ĥ(n)
1 is given in Eq. (6) acting on the nth neutrino,

and Ĥ
(n,n′)
2 (t) corresponds to the two-body operator in

Eq. (8) acting on the nth and n′th neutrinos.
In the two-neutrino sector, we consider initial condi-

tions of a tensor-product pure-state of two electron-flavor
neutrinos, |ψ⟩0 = |νeνe⟩, and one electron with one muon
flavor neutrinos, |νeνµ⟩, in the two-flavor and three-flavor
frameworks. Evolving these states forward using Û2(t, 0)
in Eq. (9) provides (pure-state) wavefunctions at some
later time, from which the flavor composition, entangle-
ment and magic are computed. Normalizing the magic in
the wavefunction with respect to the maximum possible
magic, gives the curves shown in Fig. 2. Fluctuations in

FIG. 2. The normalized magic in the two-flavor (lighter,
cream) and three-flavor (darker, blue) neutrino wavefunctions
as a function of time, starting in the pure tensor-product
states |νeνe⟩ (upper) and |νeνµ⟩ (lower). The M2 measure of
magic, defined in Eq. (4), is normalized to its maximum value,
M2(max) = 1.19265 for two flavors and M2(max) = 2.23379
for three flavors.

magic in the three-flavor system are significantly smaller
than in the two-flavor system, but are consistent with
each other. Both systems have stabilized with regard to
their overall behavior for κt ≳ 600, for which the max-
imum values of magic are 0.871 (two flavors) and 1.491
(three flavors). Interestingly, the magic in the |νeνe⟩ sys-
tems decrease (on average) as the neutrinos move out-
ward, while the magic in the |νeνµ⟩ systems do not show
this trend.

Generalizing the analysis to the evolution of multi-
neutrino systems is straightforward. An initial tensor-



product state of selected three-flavor structure is evolved
forward in time using the evolution operator in Eq. (9).
For a system of Nν neutrinos, the magic is computed by
evaluating forward matrix elements cP (t), defined above.
The evolution of M2 as a function of time, computed
using Eq. (4), is observed to stabilize after κt ≳ 800,
and its asymptotic value is determined by averaging over
a time interval at much later times. The time depen-

FIG. 3. M2 per neutrino in systems initially in a tensor-
product states of |νe⟩⊗Nν only (upper curves) and tensor-
products of all three |νe⟩, |νµ⟩, |ντ ⟩ (lower curves), as a func-
tion of time. In the case of the latter, initial states with
the maximum asymptotic values of M2 from the possible fla-
vor combinations for a given Nν are shown, i.e., |νeνµντ ⟩,
|νeνµντντ ⟩ and |ντνµνeντνµ⟩.

dencies of M2 for systems with Nν ≤ 5 are shown in
Fig. 3. Interestingly, the wavefunctions of the |νe⟩⊗Nν ini-
tial states contain less magic than the maximum possible
for a tensor-product state, M2 ≤ Nν , at all times. Fur-
ther, the asymptotic values are decreasing with increas-
ing Nν . In contrast, wavefunctions from initial states
containing all three flavors support magic that exceeds
the maximum value in tensor-product states, and hence
necessarily requires entanglement between the neutrinos.
In addition, the M2 per neutrino is increasing with in-
creasing numbers of neutrinos, as displayed in Fig. 4 for
Nν ≤ 8. See App. E for the asymptotic values of M2

from a selection of initial states. The evolution of the
probabilities of being in the mass eigenstates, the con-
currence and generalized-concurrence, and the 2- and 4-
tangles in the wavefunctions, are displayed for |νe⟩⊗5 and

FIG. 4. The asymptotic values of M2 per neutrino in sys-
tems initially in a tensor-product state of |νe⟩⊗Nν (brown
points and dashed curve) and in systems initially in tensor-
products of all three |νe⟩, |νµ⟩, |ντ ⟩ (blue points and dashed
curve). The maximum value of M2 from the possible fla-
vor combinations of the initial state for a given Nν has been
chosen. The horizontal-dotted-black line corresponds to the
maximum value attainable with tensor-product states. The
numerical values of the displayed results are given in Table I
of App. E.

|νeνeνµνµντ ⟩, as examples in the Nν = 5 systems, in
App. F.

With the recent advances in better understanding the
roles of magic and entanglement in the computational
complexity of many-body systems, this work represents
a step toward quantifying the magic in dense systems of
neutrinos. The combination of large-scale entanglement
and large measures of magic are both necessary to con-
clude that quantum resources are required to prepare a
state. The results that we have obtained (with the small
numbers of neutrinos considered) here build upon pre-
vious results to further suggest that quantum resources
will be required to prepare and evolve systems of dense
neutrinos due to the scaling of the magic in the mixed-
flavor channels. Quantifying the behavior of magic and
multi-partite entanglement in larger systems of neutrinos
is an important next step. However, this is only part of
the challenge that lies ahead in describing these systems.
Combining these quantum aspects of the system into re-
alistic simulations, including scattering processes and full
kinetics, remains to be accomplished. Thus, the full im-
pact of observations made here remain to be determined.

In a broader context, there are indications that the
parameters defining the Standard Model are such that
the interactions are near extremal points in their entan-
glement power [100, 101], related to emergent symme-
tries [101–105], and connected to flavor structures [106].
The present work, along with what is already known
about magic in strongly-interacting systems [78, 79], is
highlighting their connection to the computing resources
required for simulating systems of fundamental particles.
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Appendix A: Stabilizer States

Stabilizer states can be generated by repeated applications of the classical gate set on a tensor-product state, or
another stabilizer state. The classical gate set can be defined in terms of the Hadamard gate, H, the phase gate, S,
and CNOT gates. The number of stabilizer states can be computed exactly for a given number of qudits [56, 107, 108]:
d(d+ 1) for 1 qudit, d2(d+ 1)(d2 + 1) for 2 qudits, d3(d+ 1)(d2 + 1)(d3 + 1) for 3 qudits, and so forth. Thus there
are 6, 60, 1080, · · · stabilizer states for qubits (d = 2), and 12, 360, 30240, · · · stabilizer states for qutrits (d = 3).

The single-qubit H-gate and S-gate, and the two-qubit CNOTij-gates (a two-qubit control-X entangling gate where
i denotes the control qubit and j the target qubit), are given by, for example,

H =
1√
2

(
1 1
1 −1

)
, S =

(
1 0
0 i

)
, CNOT12 =

 1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0

 . (A1)

Generalizing to qutrits, the single-qutrit H-gate and S-gate, and the two-qutrit CNOTij-gates can be given by,

Ĥ =
1√
3

 1 1 1
1 ω ω2

1 ω2 ω

 , Ŝ =

 1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 ω

 , ω = ei2π/3 , (A2)

and

CNOT12|a, b⟩ = |a, a+ b mod(3)⟩ . (A3)

The latter is implemented using projectors and shift operators, as in the case of qubits. For example, CNOT12 has
matrix representation

CNOT12 = Λ̂0 ⊗ Î3 + Λ̂1 ⊗ R̂1 + Λ̂2 ⊗ R̂2 ,

Λ̂0 =

 1 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0

 , Λ̂1 =

 0 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 0

 , Λ̂2 =

 0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 1

 ,

R̂1 =

 0 0 1
1 0 0
0 1 0

 , R̂2 =

 0 1 0
0 0 1
1 0 0

 . (A4)

A universal quantum gate set can be formed by including T -gates, which for qubits and qutrits are, respectively,

T̂2 =

(
1 0
0 eiπ/4

)
, T̂3 =

 1 0 0

0 e
2iπ
9 0

0 0 e−
2iπ
9

 . (A5)

The single-qubit stabilizer states are,

{ (1, 0), (0, 1),
1√
2
(1, 1),

1√
2
(1,−1),

1√
2
(1, i),

1√
2
(1,−i) } , (A6)

and the single-qutrit stabilizer states are,

{ (1, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0), (0, 0, 1),

1√
3
(1, 1, 1),

1√
3
(1, 1, ω),

1√
3
(1, 1, ω2),

1√
3
(1, ω, 1),

1√
3
(1, ω2, 1)

1√
3
(1, ω, ω),

1√
3
(1, ω, ω2),

1√
3
(1, ω2, ω),

1√
3
(1, ω2, ω2) } . (A7)

Appendix B: Computing Magic in a Quantum State

The magic in a wavefunction encoded in qudits can be straightforwardly computed in principle, but with the classical
computational resources increasing exponentially with system size. Here, we present the established “in-principle”
method for qubits and qutrits , and which can be extended to arbitrary d.
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1. Qubits

To quantify the magic in a qubit-supported wavefunction, we compute the stabilizer Rényi entropies (SREs) [65]. An
arbitrary density matrix can be written in terms of Pauli strings,

ρ̂ =
1

d

∑
P̂∈G̃nQ

cP P̂ , (B1)

where d = 2nQ and cP = Trρ̂P̂ . G̃nQ
is the subgroup of the generalized Pauli group GnQ

,

GnQ
= {φ σ̂(1) ⊗ σ̂(2) ⊗ ...⊗ σ̂(nQ)} , (B2)

where σ̂(j) ∈ {1(j), σ̂
(j)
x , σ̂

(j)
y , σ̂

(j)
z } act on qubit j and φ ∈ {±1,±i}, with phases chosen to be φ = +1. It can be

shown that [65] the quantity

ΞP ≡ c2P
d
, (B3)

is a probability distribution for pure states, corresponding to the probability for ρ̂ to be in P̂ . If |Ψ⟩ is a stabilizer
state, the expansion coefficients cP = ±1 for d commuting Pauli strings P̂ ∈ G̃nQ

, and cP = 0 for the remaining d2−d
strings [86]. Therefore, ΞP = 1/d or 0 for a qubit stabilizer state, and the stabilizer α-Rényi entropies [65],

Mα(|Ψ⟩) = − log2 d+
1

1− α
log2

 ∑
P̂∈G̃nQ

Ξα
P

 , (B4)

which vanish for stabilizer states, are measures of magic in the state. It has been shown that α ≥ 2 SREs are magic
monotones for pure states, in contrast to those with α < 2 [70, 87]. Three commonly utilized measures of magic from
the SREs are

Mlin = 1− d
∑

P̂∈G̃nQ

Ξ2
P , M1 = −

∑
P̂∈G̃nQ

ΞP log2 d ΞP , M2 = − log2 d
∑

P̂∈G̃nQ

Ξ2
P . (B5)

2. Qutrits

The formulation of measures of magic for qutrits is similar to that for qubits. Instead of using the Gell-Mann matrices
to define the generators of SU(3), the generalized X̂ and Ẑ operators are more widely used because of their properties
under tracing. Strings of Pauli operators can be written as

P̂i1,i2,...,inQ
= Σ̂i1 ⊗ Σ̂i2 ⊗ ...⊗ Σ̂inQ

, (B6)

where the nine Pauli operators for qutrits (including the identity), written in terms of X̂ and Ẑ operators, are

Σ̂i ∈ {Î , X̂ , Ẑ , X̂2 , ωX̂Ẑ , Ẑ2 , ω2X̂Ẑ2 , X̂2Ẑ , X̂2Ẑ2} , (B7)

with

X̂|j⟩ = |j + 1⟩ →

 0 0 1
1 0 0
0 1 0

 , Ẑ|j⟩ = ωj |j⟩ →

 1 0 0
0 ω 0
0 0 ω2

 . (B8)

The Pauli operators in Eq. (B7) are normalized such that

TrΣ̂iΣ̂j = 3Kij ,

with K11 = K24 = K36 = K42 = K59 = K63 = K78 = K87 = K95 = 1 , else Kij = 0 , (B9)

where 1 + ω + ω2 = 0 has been used.
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An arbitrary density matrix for a wavefunction supported on nQ qutrits can be decomposed into sums of products
of Pauli strings,

ρ̂ =
1

d

∑
ia,jb

Tr
[
ρ̂.P̂i1,i2,...,inQ

]
Ki1,j1Ki2,j2 · · ·KinQ

,jnQ
P̂j1,j2,...,jnQ

, (B10)

where d = 3nQ . 8

To determine the magic in a given pure state, the forward matrix elements of all Pauli strings are formed, cP ≡
⟨Ψ|P̂ |Ψ⟩. For stabilizer states, d of the strings give cP = 1, ω or ω2, while the other d2 − d give cP = 0. However, in
general, for an arbitrary state, all d2 values will a priori be nonzero. As is the case for qubits, described above, we
can define the deviation from stabilizerness in a given state as the magic, using

ΞP = |cP |2/d ,
∑
P

ΞP = 1 . (B12)

3. The Magic in Entangled Versus Tensor-Product States

It is known that entangled states can support more magic than non-entangled states 9. As an example, in the case
of a two-qubit system, straightforward calculations demonstrate that the maximum M2 that a tensor-product state
can contain is M2 = 1.16993 (consistent with twice the value for a single two-flavor neutrino), while entangled states
can contain up to M2 = 1.19265. For the two-qutrit system, explicit calculation gives a maximum value of magic in
a tensor-product state of M2 = 2 (consistent with 2× the maximum value for a single three-flavor neutrino), while
entangled states can support a maximum value of M2 = 2.23379.

Appendix C: The One Neutrino Sector

The neutrino flavor and mass eigenstates are related by the Pontecorvo–Maki–Nakagawa–Sakata (PMNS) matrix [88,
89],

νF = UPMNS .νM , (C1)

where νF = (νe, νµ, ντ )
T and νM = (ν1, ν2, ν3)

T are the three-component vectors of neutrino fields in the flavor
and mass bases, respectively. In a common paramterization, the PMNS mixing matrix can be written as (without
Majorana phases),

UPMNS =

 1 0 0
0 cos θ23 sin θ23
0 − sin θ23 cos θ23

 cos θ13 0 e−iδ sin θ13
0 1 0

−e+iδ sin θ13 0 cos θ13

 cos θ12 sin θ12 0
− sin θ12 cos θ12 0

0 0 1

 , (C2)

where the experimentally determined angles are [90],

sin2 θ12 = 0.307± 0.013, sin2 θ23 = 0.553+0.016
−0.024, sin

2 θ13 = (2.19± 0.07)× 10−2, δ = (1.19± 0.22) π rad .(C3)

The neutrino mass-squared differences are known experimentally to be [90],

δm2
21 = (7.53± 0.18)× 10−17 MeV2 , ∆m2

32 = (2.455± 0.028)× 10−15 MeV2 [normal] . (C4)

We are only considering the normal hierarchy of neutrino masses and not the inverted hierarchy. While the above
mixing and masses are in the case of three neutrinos, the (commonly considered) effective two-neutrino sector is found
by using the θ12 mixing angle and δm2

21 mass-squared difference.

8 There is a useful relation between sums of operators

8∑
a=1

T̂a ⊗ T̂a =
2

3

9∑
a,b=2

Σ̂a ⊗ Σ̂b Ka,b . (B11)

9 We thank Alioscia Hamma for making this point to us.
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With these experimental values, the mixing matrices for the effective two-flavor and three-flavor systems become

U2 =

(
0.8324(78) 0.554(12)
−0.554(12) 0.8324(78)

)
,

UPMNS =

 0.8233(77) 0.548(12) −0.096(57) + i0.065(71)
−0.311(37) + i0.041(44) 0.596(27) + i0.027(29) 0.735(13)
0.466(33) + i0.036(40) −0.583(25) + i0.024(26) 0.661(15)

 , (C5)

respectively. When evaluated at the mean values of the angles and phase, the mixing matrices are,

U2 =

(
0.832466 0.554076
−0.554076 0.832466

)
,

UPMNS =

 0.823300 0.547975 −0.122396 + i0.083181
−0.294674 + i0.051493 0.607002 + i0.034273 0.735451
0.480155 + i0.046295 −0.573713 + i0.030813 0.661219

 , (C6)

with the slight differences (within uncertainties) resulting from sin2⟨θ⟩ ≠ ⟨sin2 θ⟩.

Appendix D: Computing the Magic Power of a Unitary Operator

The magic power of a unitary operator Ŝ, denoted by M(Ŝ), is defined to be the average magic induced by the
operator on all n-qudit stabilizer states |Φi⟩:

M(Ŝ) ≡ 1

Nss

Nss∑
i=1

M
(
Ŝ |Φi⟩

)
, (D1)

where Nss denotes the total number of n-qudit stabilizer states. M is a measure of magic, which we define in terms
of SREs in Eq. (B5).

1. The Magic Power of the Single-Neutrino Evolution Operator

The magic power of the free-space single neutrino evolution operator is computed using Eq. (D1). For two flavors, it
is found to be

M2(Û) = 2

[
1− 1

3
log2

(
7 + cos

(
2δm2

21

E
t

)) ]
, (D2)

and for three flavors

M2(Û) = −3

4
log2

[
1

81

(
57 + 8 cos

(
3δm2

21

E
t

)
+ 8 cos

(
3∆m2

31

E
t

)
+ 8 cos

(
3(∆m2

31 − δm2
21)

E
t

))]
. (D3)

Appendix E: Tables of Results

In this section, we provide tables of results displayed in figures in the main text.

Appendix F: The Evolution of Select Quantities

To illustrate the general behavior of the evolution of three-flavor neutrino systems, we present results for the proba-
bilities, M2, concurrence, generalized-concurrence, the 2-tangle and 4-tangle, in systems resulting from initial states
of |νe⟩⊗5 and, as an example of mixed-flavor state, |νeνeνµνµντ ⟩.

The probabilities are found from projections of each of the neutrinos onto the mass eigenstates as a function of
time. For a system of Nν neutrinos, this gives rise to 3Nν curves evolving from just three values at the initial time.
The concurrence and generalized-concurrence are found by forming the single-neutrino reduced-density matrix for
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Nν Method Asymp. M2 for |νe⟩⊗Nν Asymp. M2 for |νe⟩, |νµ⟩, |ντ ⟩
2 Trotterized, ∆κt = 0.05 0.755(19) 0.97(5) (eµ)

0.96(4) (eτ)

2 Numerical ODE solution 0.755(19) 0.97(4) (eµ)

0.97(3) (eτ)

3 Trotterized, ∆κt = 0.05 0.694(10) 1.06(2) (eµτ)

3 Numerical ODE solution 0.695(10) 1.06(2) (eµτ)

4 Trotterized, ∆κt = 0.05 0.637(5) 1.125(7) (eµµτ)

1.139(8) (eµττ)

4 Numerical ODE solution 0.638(5) 1.120(8) (eµµτ)

1.140(9) (eµττ)

5 Trotterized, ∆κt = 0.05 0.589(3) 1.133(6) (eeµµτ)

1.154(3) (eeµττ)

1.243(2) (τµeτµ)

6 Trotterized, ∆κt = 0.05 0.548(2) 1.117(4) (ττµµee)

1.182(2) (eeµτττ)

1.192(2) (eµµτττ)

1.236(2) (τµτµτe)

1.265(1) (eµτeµτ)

1.280(1) (µτeµτµ)

1.292(1) (τµeτµτ)

7 Trotterized, ∆κt = 0.05 0.516(2) 0.6608(54) (τeeeeee)

1.1309(8) (eeµµeeτ)

1.2285(6) (ττµµeeτ)

1.2522(6) (τττττττ)

1.2694(13) (eµτeµτe)

1.2945(6) (eµτeµττ)

1.3072(3) (ττeττττ)

1.3163(3) (τµeτeτµ)

1.3190(4) (τµeτµeτ)

1.3243(2) (τµeτµτµ)

8 Trotterized, ∆κt = 0.05 0.488(1) 1.1591(5) (ττeeττee)

1.161(1) (eeeµµτττ)

1.1693(5) (τττµµµee)

1.2293(3) (eeττeeττ)

1.2433(3) (µµττeeττ)

1.270(2) (τeτeτeτe)

1.3292(2) (eµτeµτeµ)

1.3460(1) (τµeτµτµτ)

1.35126(7) (τµeτµeτµ)

TABLE I. The asymptotic magic per neutrino for select initial states, as displayed in Fig. 4 of the main text. The third and
fourth column headers denote the flavor composition of the initial states, i.e., either all electron-type, or a mix of all three
flavors. The “Numerical ODE solutions” were performed using 9th order lazy and 4th order stiffness-aware interpolation and
Tolerances: 10−8 absolute, 10−8 relative.
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each neutrino in the state, ρ̂i, and computing its eigenvalues, λi1,i2,i3. The concurrence for each ρ̂i is determined
by four times the sum of products of two eigenvalues, while the generalized-concurrence is the product of the three
eigenvalues. These are then summed over each of the neutrinos, i.e.,

C = 4
∑
i

(λi1λi2 + λi1λi3 + λi2λi3) , G =
∑
i

λi1λi2λi3 . (F1)

The n-tangles are formed from matrix elements of n insertions of the SO(3) generators [109], Ĵn
i , where,

J1 =

 0 0 0
0 0 −i
0 i 0

 , J2 =

 0 0 i
0 0 0
−i 0 0

 J3 =

 0 −i 0
i 0 0
0 0 0

 , (F2)

and averaging over the squared-magnitude, i.e.,

τ4 =
1

N4

∑
i

∑
a ̸=b̸=c ̸=d

|⟨ψ| Ĵi,aĴi,bĴi,cĴi,d|ψ⟩|2 , (F3)

where N4 is the number of contributions to the sum. This is the generalization of the n-tangles for two-flavor systems.

1. Initially |νe⟩⊗5

Figure 5 displays the probabilities of being in one of the three mass eigenstates and the magic as a function of time
starting from an initial state of |νe⟩⊗5, while Fig. 6 displays the concurrence, generalized-concurrence, τ2 and τ4. It can

FIG. 5. The left panel shows the probabilities of neutrinos initially in the |νe⟩⊗5 state evolving into one of the three mass
eigenstates, while the right panel shows the evolution of the magic M2.

FIG. 6. The left panel shows the sum of the concurrence (C) and generalized-concurrence (G-C) of neutrinos initially in the
|νe⟩⊗5 state evolving into the three mass eigenstates, while the right panel shows the evolution of the 2-tangle τ2 and 4-tangle
τ4.

be observed that while the eigenstate projections and magic appear to approach asymptotic values, the concurrences
and n-tangles approach appears to be somewhat delayed.
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2. Initially |νeνeνµνµντ ⟩

Here we display the corresponding results for an initial state of |νeνeνµνµντ ⟩. The probability of being in a mass

FIG. 7. The left panel shows the probabilities of neutrinos initially in the |νeνeνµνµντ ⟩ state evolving into one of the three
mass eigenstates, while the right panel shows the evolution of the magic M2. The results were generated with a Trotter time
interval of κ∆t = 0.05, and sampled every 20 time steps for display purposes.

eigenstate exhibits quite different behavior when compared with a |νe⟩⊗5 initial state, as shown in Fig. 7. This is also
the case for M2, which rapidly rises to its maximum value and stays approximately near this value throughout the
evolution. The value of M2 ∼ 6 is noticeably larger than the maximum magic that a tensor-product state of Nν = 5
can support, and thus the two-neutrino interactions are generating magic in the multi-neutrino systems. As shown in

FIG. 8. The left panel shows the sum of the concurrence (C) and generalized-concurrence (G-C) of neutrinos initially in the
|νeνeνµνµντ ⟩ state evolving into the three mass eigenstates, while the right panel shows the evolution of the 2-tangle τ2 and
4-tangle τ4. The results were generated with a Trotter time interval of κ∆t = 0.05, and sampled every 20 time steps for display
purposes.

Fig. 8, the concurrence and generalized-concurrence exhibit a similar behavior and have values that are substantially
larger than for the |νe⟩⊗5 initial state. While τ2 behaves differently with time, its asymptotic value is similar. In
contrast, τ4 is substantially larger asymptotically.
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