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Tight Quantum Lower Bound for Approximate Counting with

Quantum States

Aleksandrs Belovs* Ansis Rosmanis!

Abstract

We prove tight lower bounds for the following variant of the counting problem considered
by Aaronson et al. [I]. The task is to distinguish whether an input set = C [n] has size either
kor k' = (1+ €)k. We assume the algorithm has access to

e the membership oracle, which, for each i € [n], can answer whether ¢ € x, or not; and

e the uniform superposition [¢,) = > ... [9)/+/|z| over the elements of 2. Moreover, we
consider three different ways how the algorithm can access this state:

— the algorithm can have copies of the state [1),);
— the algorithm can execute the reflecting oracle which reflects about the state |1),);

— the algorithm can execute the state-generating oracle (or its inverse) which per-
forms the transformation [0) — |¢)5).

Without the second type of resources (the ones related to [¢,)), the problem is well-
understood, see Brassard et al. [I5]. The study of the problem with the second type of
resources was recently initiated by Aaronson et al. [I].

We completely resolve the problem for all values of 1/k < & < 1, giving tight trade-offs
between all types of resources available to the algorithm. We also demonstrate that our lower
bounds are tight. Thus, we close the main open problems from [I].

The lower bounds are proven using variants of the adversary bound from [9] and employing

(] (nl
representation theory of the symmetric group applied to the S,,-modules () ana (%) ®C.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Motivation

The theory of quantum query algorithms deals extensively with the standard input oracle, which
is the canonical quantum counterpart of the usual deterministic input oracle. Other kinds of
input oracles have received much less attention, especially from the lower bound point of view.
We find this unfortunate, since these questions are not only interesting theoretically, but also
come up in practice.

There are two main techniques for proving quantum query lower bounds: the polynomial
method and the adversary method. The polynomial method was developed by Beals, Buhrman,
Cleve, Mosca, and de Wolf [7], and it has been applied to a large number of problems afterwards.
The adversary bound was first formulated by Ambainis [2] and slightly generalised by Hgyer,
Neerbek, and Shi [20] to what we call a positive-weighted version of the bound, which has been
used extensively ever after. Afterwards, a significant strengthening was obtained by Hgyer,
Lee, and Spalek [19]: the so-called negative-weighted version of the boundl. The latter version
was shown to be tight by Reichardt [20, 27]. It was further generalised in works by Ambainis,
Magnin, Rotteler, and Roland [4]; and Lee, Mittal, Reichardt, Spalek, and Szegedy [24] to
include further problems besides function evaluation.

However, all these versions of the adversary bound assume the standard input oracle. Moti-
vated by the task of distinguishing the main ideas at the heart of the quantum adversary method
from the details specific to the standard input oracle, Belovs [9] developed version of the bound
that allows arbitrary unitaries as input oracles. The preceding versions of the bound could then
be obtained as special cases thereof. One thing missing from [9] though are applications of the
developed techniques to actual problems. This brings us to our main motivation behind this
paper: can the general version of the adversary bound be applied to real-world problems? We
show that this is indeed possible on the case of the counting problem.

1.2 The Approximate Counting Problem

The main problem under consideration in this paper is approximate counting. Given some
subset] x C [n] estimate its size with multiplicative precision e. The decision version of the
problem — distinguishing the cases when x has size exactly k or exactly (1 + €)k — is more
appropriate for lower bounds. Clearly, a lower bound for the latter also gives a lower bound for
the former.

The canonical way of encoding x is via its characteristic bit-sting ($i)i6[n] with z; = 1 iff
1 € x. The corresponding input oracle is called the membership oracle because a query tells
whether a specific element is a member of the input set.

Quantum query complexity of approximate counting with access to the membership oracle
was settled down early on in the history of quantum computation. Brassard, Hgyer, and Tapp

showed that O <% vn/ \x!) queries to the membership oracle suffice for approximate counting [15].

The matching lower bound of Q(%\/n/ \x!) was obtained by Nayak and Wu [25] using the
polynomial method. A simple proof can be obtained using the positive-weighted adversary. The

!Note that “negative-weighted” here means that negative entries in the adversary matrix are allowed, but not
imposed. This formulation is also commonly known as the general version, but we keep the term “general” for
the version of [9] that allows general unitary input oracles.

2Tt is customary to denote input strings to quantum algorithms using lower case Latin letters like = or y, with
x; denoting individual symbols of the input string. We continue with this tradition, and, while we mostly think
of the input = as a subset of [n] rather then the corresponding bit-string, we still denote it by a lower case Latin
letter.



original paper by Ambainis [2] already contains the proof for the special case of k = n/2. The
general case has essentially the same proof, which can be found in Appendix

But the membership oracle is not the only way how to encode the input set x. Aaronson,
Kothari, Kretschmer, and Thaler [I] raised the question of estimating complexity of approximate
counting when the quantum algorithm has access not only to the membership oracle, but also
to the uniform superposition of the elements of the set:

1 .
(NS WZW (1.1)

1€x

This requires clarification: what does it mean to have access to 1,7 Ref. [I] assumes the following
two models: the algorithm can have copies of the state v, or it can reflect about 1,. Possession
of copies is a rather standard assumption. The reflecting oracle is more unusual, but it is helpful
in algorithms, as it can be used for amplitude amplification and estimation, see Appendix [Al for
more detail.

The main result of [I] is as follows. In order to distinguish whether the size of the input set
x is k or 2k, the quantum algorithm either has to invoke the membership oracle Q(y/n/k) times

or access the state 1, at least Q(min{kl/ 3./n/ k}) times in the aforementioned way. It was

shown to be optimal in the sense that O(y/n/k) membership queries alone suffice to solve this
problem, as well as O<min{k1/3, \/n/k‘}) accesses to the state v, alone suffice. Thus, nothing

can be gained by combining the two resources.

The following open problems were formulated in [I]. The first one was to distinguish the
cases |x| =k and |z| = (1 4 €)k for ¢ < 1. The second one was to determine the complexity of
the problem when the algorithm only has access to copies of the state v,., without having access
to the reflecting oracle.

1.3 Our Results

In this paper, we completely resolve these problems for all values of € between 0 and 1, and go
beyond that. In addition to accessing 1, via copies and the reflecting oracle, we also allow the
state-generating oracle, which performs the transformation |0) — [¢);) for some predetermined
state |0) (as it is customary, we also allow to run this transformation in reverse). The state-
generating oracle encompasses both of the aforementioned models of accessing 1), from Ref. [I]E
Indeed, one invocation of the state-generating oracle suffices to get a copy of ., while two
invocations (one direct and one reverse) suffice to reflect about ;. On the other hand, it is
hard to simulate the state-generating oracle using just copies and reflections.

The results of our paper are summarised in Table [l We show that the algorithm has one
of the eight options to solve the problem. In each of the options, the algorithm either uses one
type of resources (copies of the state, or one of the oracles), or a pair of resources. In the case of
a single resource, we state the corresponding lower bound; and in the case of a pair of resources,
we state a trade-off between them. It is not possible to gain anything by combining more than
two types of resources: If the algorithm uses three or all four types of resources to solve the
problem, then among them there exists a pair or a single resource that satisfies one of the eight
conditions of Table Il The Rows 6 and 7 of the table do seem to use a triple of resources, but
because the number of copies and the number of invocations of the state-generating oracle are

3In the second version of their paper [I], Aaronson et al. also considered a state-generating oracle. However,
due to technical reasons, the oracle prepared two copies of the state at once: |0) — [t¥z)]1)z). Such an oracle
can be simulated with two executions of the standard state-generating oracle |0) — |t.), while simulation in the
opposite direction is not clear.



joined by a sum: £ 4+ ¢g, each of these rows can be further broken down into two trade-offs
between pairs of resources. From the algorithmic point of view, the state-generating oracle is
only used to prepare copies of the state in this case.

Copies of the state /=0 <min{k, vk L})

Membership oracle qm = §2

e with copies of the state gVl =9

Reflecting oracle gr = €2

State-generating oracle qc =2 <mm{

e with copies of the state
or state-generating oracle

e with copies of the state _q k L -
or state-generating oracle R = - an +qc =

k
e with membership oracle: gr =2 \/; and gqm = Q( %)

Table 1: Eight different options how the algorithm can use resources to solve the approximate
counting problem. Here, ¢ stands for the number of the copies of the state; while gum, ¢g, and
gr stand for the number of executions of the membership, state-generating, and the reflecting
oracles, respectively. The rows without a bullet correspond to the case when the algorithm uses
one type of resources. The ones with a bullet correspond to pairs of resources. There are two
different options for the case of the reflecting oracle combined with the copies of the state or the
state-generating oracle.

Theorem 1.1. Consider a quantum algorithm that distinguishes whether the input set x C [n]
has size k or k' = (14 €)k. For simplicity, we assume that n > 5k and 1/k < e < 1. Suppose
the algorithm uses ¢ copies of the state v, from (I1]) and executes the membership, the state-
generating, and the reflecting oracles or their inverses qum, qg, and qr times, respectively. Then,
in order to solve the problem, the resource consumption of the algorithm has to satisfy at least
one of the eight conditions in Table [

This is tight as demonstrated by the algorithms in Appendix [Al Let us note though that
there is a log k discrepancy for the first term of Row 1 of the table, in the sense that we only
show an ¢ = O(klog k) algorithm in Proposition [A.7l However, similar techniques were used in
a follow-up paper [5] to show an Q(klogk) lower bound for the task of learning the subset x.
All other lower bounds of Theorem [[.T] are tight up to constant factors.

1.4 Techniques

A substantial difference between our paper and [I] is in the techniques used. Aaronson et al.
use the method of Laurent polynomials, whereas we use the adversary method combined with
representation theory of the symmetric group.



The method of Laurent polynomials is a generalisation of the aforementioned polynomial
method. In Laurent polynomials, negative powers of the variables are allowed. The positive
degree bounds the number of executions of the membership oracle (like in the original version),
executions of the reflecting oracle, and the number of copies, whereas the negative degree bounds
the latter two.

As mentioned previously, we use the general version of the adversary bound from [9]. More-
over, we use the version of the bound that allows for several input oracles that can be queried
independently. The adversary method with several input oracles was already used by Kimmel,
Lin, and Lin in [22], but we use a different approach.

Let us return to the proof of Theorem[[LIl Using the above machinery, we formulate the lower
bound as an optimisation problem. Since the problem is symmetric, we can use representation
theory of the symmetric group. This gives a simplified optimization problem, which yields the
required lower bound in a relatively simple way. This simplification step can be applied to other
symmetric problems that use access to the state (LI]). Also, we give a different approach to
representation theory of the symmetric group compared to previous papers like [28]. It is based
on the use of group algebra to identify isotypical subspaces within a module.

Our technique has a number of advantages compared to the Laurent polynomials. The
Laurent-polynomial method depends crucially on the state being a uniform superposition over
some set, the size of the set being an important parameter. While Laurent polynomials can
handle a restricted number of possible input resources, adversary method, in principle, can be
applied to any state-generating, reflecting, or any other type of input oracle. Laurent polynomi-
als also cannot distinguish between copies of the state and invocations of the reflecting oracle,
whereas we are able to count all input resources independently.

1.5 Organisation

The paper can be divided into two big parts. The first one, consisting of Sections 2H4l covers
quantum-computational aspect of the paper. The second one, spanning over Sections EH8 deals
with the representation-theoretical machinery. Both parts are essentially independent from
each other. In particular, the first part can be read without any representation-theoretical
background. Similarly, the second part does not require any knowledge of quantum algorithms.

The gateway between the two parts are the main technical Lemmata in Section .11
They characterise complexity with relation to various input resources as outlined above: copies
of the state; state-generating, reflecting, and the membership oracles. These lemmata are proven
in the second part of the paper.

In Section 2] we introduce the main notions from quantum computation. We define the state
conversion and the function evaluation problems, formally define the input oracles mentioned
above, and also explain how we allow access to various input oracles simultaneously.

Section [3 defines the general adversary bound, which is the main technical tool behind
our lower bound. In essence, this section parallels Section 2] and shows how the corresponding
algorithmic objects look from the lower bound perspective. The proofs of relevant results from [9]
and the related papers are given for completeness in the appendix.

Section [ is the proof of Theorem [[.1l First, we use the results of Section [Bl to formulate the
optimisation problem yielding the lower bound for the approximate counting problem. Next,
the main technical Lemmata are stated, from which the proof of the lower bound is
obtained.

Section [Hl starts the second part of the paper. It contains the main results from representation
theory of the symmetric group required for the proofs of Lemmata E2HAHl It also gives a

. . . (n]
representation-theoretical analysis of the .S,-module (C( w).



In Section [6] we prove the main lemma related to the membership oracle. In Section [7]
we prove the main lemmata related to the remaining types of resources. They are related to
the state v, from ([LI) and are consequently based on representation-theoretical analysis of the

Sp-module (C([Z]) ® C™, which we perform in Section [§

The aim of Appendix [A] is to show that Theorem [I1] is tight by providing the matching
upper bounds. Most of the algorithms are rather simple, but not without an occasional twist.
In Appendices [Bl and [C, we give proofs omitted from Section Bl In Appendix D] we argue that
a natural generalisation of positive-weighted adversary cannot be applied to this version of the
counting problem.

1.6 Discussion and Future Work

With Lemmata at our disposal, the proof of our lower bound is relatively concise and
direct. We believe that similar estimates can be helpful for other problems involving oracles that
prepare uniform superpositions over some unstructured set. Our approach to representation
theory of the symmetric group follow a clear pattern, and can be used to analyse other related
modules.

Let us mention one open problem here. In the k-fold search problem, the input x is a
set of size k, and the task is to output x. We are interested in trade-offs between different
resources, as defined in this paper, and the success probability. This problem is solved for the
membership oracle by Klauck, Spalek, and de Wolf [23] using the polynomial method, and by
Ambainis [3] using a variant of the adversary method. A recent paper [5] is a preliminary step
in that direction.

One complication is that our techniques are not well-suited for problems with small success
probability. We are using a variant of the so-called additive adversary, which is not capable
of proving better-than-linear dependence on the success probability [31]. Therefore, one might
require generalisation of the techniques in [9] to allow small success probability and reformulation
of the techniques of the current paper to fit that generalisation. Let us note that the ideas from
the aforementioned proof by Ambainis [3] were later generalised by Spalek into a multiplicative
version of the adversary bound [31], suited for small success probabilities. It is not clear at the
moment how to merge the ideas of Spalek with our techniques.

Finally, the version of the adversary bound for several input oracles used in this paper
inspired formulation of quantum Las Vegas query complexity in [13], [11].

2 Preliminaries

We mostly use standard linear-algebraic notation. The vector spaces are finite-dimensional
complex inner product spaces. We use ket-notation for vectors representing quantum states,
but generally avoid it. We use A* to denote conjugate operators (transposed and complex-
conjugated matrices). We use Afz,y] to denote the (x,y)-th entry of the matrix A. Symbol &
stands for direct sum of spaces, matrices, or vectors. The context should suffice to tell them
apart.

For matrices A and B of the same dimension, we use A o B to denote their Hadamard
(entry-wise) product. We use A®¢ and A°¢ to denote the ¢-th tensor and Hadamard powers,
ARAR®---® Aand Ao Ao---0 A, respectively, each repeated ¢ times.

For P a predicate, we use 1p to denote 1 if P is true, and 0 if P is false. We use [n] to
denote the set {1,2,...,n}.

In the remaining part of this section, we describe our model of quantum algorithms, few
aspects of which are not standard. In Section Il we define a quantum query algorithm and



explain how it is supposed to solve a task. In Section 2.2] we discuss how we allow the algorithm
to access several input oracles. Finally, in Section 23] we formally define the input oracles
available to the algorithm.

2.1 State Conversion and Function Evaluation

We first define a quantum query algorithm. For now, we consider the case when the algorithm
has access to one input oracle. Later, in Section 2.2, we will explain how to deal with several
input oracles.

A quantum query algorithm A works in some space H, which we call the workspace of the
algorithm. The algorithm is given an oracle O, which is a unitary in some space M. The
interaction between the algorithm and the oracle is in the form of queries defined as follows.
We assume the space M is embedded in H in the following way: H = Ho ® (H1 ® M), and the
query is

O0=I®(I®0), (2.1)
where I’ and I are the identities in Ho and H1, respectively.

Definition 2.1. A quantum query algorithm A with input oracle O is a sequence of linear
transformations of the following form:

A(0) =Ug O Ug_, OF ..U, OF U, (2.2)

where U, are some input-independent unitaries in H, and each O*! is either a query O or its
inverse O*.

Now we define the state conversion problem [24] with general input oracles [9].

Definition 2.2. A state conversion problem is specified by pairs of states £, — 7, and unitaries
O., where x ranges over some set D. We assume here that &, € Ky, 7, € K1, and O,: M — M
for some spaces Ky, K1 and M. We say that an algorithm A as in Definition 2.1 solves this
problem if, assuming that Ky and Ky are embedded in H, we have A(O,)&, = 7, for all z € D.
The choice of embedding is irrelevant.

In the settings of Definition 22 we will usually write O = (O,) to denote the collection of
oracles over all z € D.

The most common case of state conversion is evaluation of a function f defined on some set
D. In this case (assuming exact computation for now), one can let &, = |0) and 7, = |f(z)).
In our version of approximate counting, the goal is to evaluate a function as well: f(z) = 0 if
|z| = k, and f(x) = 1if |x| = k¥’. However, the algorithm is also provided with an additional
resource: a state &, that depends on x € D, consisting of multiple copies of the state ¥,. And, as
usual, we allow the algorithm to err with small probability. This gives the following definition.

Definition 2.3 (Boolean Function Evaluation with Initial States). Let f: D — {0,1} be a
function, and M and Ky be vector spaces. For each x € D, let £, € Ky be a quantum state and
O, be a unitary acting in M. We say that a quantum algorithm evaluates the function f with
initial states &, and permitted error J if it solves the state conversion problem &, — 7, for some
collection of vectors 7, € H = C? ® H' such that measuring 7, in the first register gives f(z)
with probability at least 1 — ¢ for all x € D.

Remark 2.4 (Error Reduction). In Definition 23] we opted out of having a fixed value of 9,
say 1/3, because, in general, it is not possible to perform standard error reduction by repetition
for this task. The reason is that the algorithm is given only a single copy of the initial state &,.



However, for our specific problem of approximate counting, this issue is irrelevant, because the
state &, is defined as 1% for some ¢. Therefore, having multiple copies of &, results in changing
¢ by a constant factor, which we mostly allow. In the occasional cases when we do not, like Row
7 of Table [l below, we solve it separately.

2.2 Multiple Input Oracles

Assume that in the settings of state conversion, Definition 2.2, the algorithm has not just one
input oracle O = (0O,), but several O(1) = (Og)), .., 00 = (O;(rr)), all indexed by x € D. Each
oracle O acts in some space M@,

It is possible to come up with various ways of providing access to these oracles simultaneously.
For instance, it is possible to query them in some pre-defined way. It is also possible to perform
intermediate measurements, which would classically determine which of the input oracles should
be applied on each step. This is the model we assume in Appendix [A] for the algorithms that
match the lower bounds of Theorem [L.1]

Since we are interested in proving lower bounds, we allow as flexible a model as possible,
which later was formalised as quantum Las Vegas query complexity in [I3]. This model incorpo-
rates the scenarios as above via standard technique of postponed measurements. Additionally,
it is easy to reconcile with Definition 2.2] as we formally combine all the input oracles into one.
The only thing that changes is the way how we count the number of queries.

We model our algorithm as a usual single-oracle quantum query algorithm as in Definition
with access to the combined input oracle O, on M = MM & ... & M) given by

0, =0W 3 0®...q 0.

We will not restrict the number of queries to this combined oracle per se. Instead of that, we
will account for the query complexity of each of the individual input oracles post factum.

Let 1), be the state of the algorithm on input z just before the ¢-th application of the
combined input oracle. As in Definition [2.2], assume that on the ¢-th query, the oracle is executed
as

I'e(I®0,)=I'e(Ie0M) e (Ie0?) & (Ie0l).

Decompose the state v, in the same way:
0 1 2
Vio = Uiy ® Uiy BULy @ S U,

so that ¢§2 is processed by I ® 05}7, and z/)éox) remains intact. In the case when the inverse oracle
I'® (I ® 0,1 is applied, we define ng similarly.

Now we define the query complexity of the oracle O®) on input x as
19 =3 [wl2
¢

Thus, query complexity can vary for different inputs 2. The total query complexity of the i-th

2

(2.3)

input oracle is defined as the maximum of Lg) over all x € D.

2.3 Definitions of the Input Oracles

In this section, we define the input oracles available to the algorithm. We use the same notation
O = (O,) to denote any input oracle, as it will be clear from the context which one is meant in
each case. For state-generating and membership oracles, we first give a more general definition,
and then a more restricted version, which is without loss of generality.



e First, we define the state-generating input oracle. In this case, for each x € D, the
algorithm is given a black-box access to a unitary O, performing the transformation |0) —
|tz) in M = C™, where |0) is some fixed state in M. The algorithm should work for any
unitary O, performing this transformatiorﬂ.

Alternatively, one may assume that M is n + 1-dimensional: M = C{OV] and the state
|0) is orthogonal to all ¢,. The transformation O, is the reflection about the orthogonal

complement of (|0) — |¢,))/v/2:
Oa: =1- (’0> - W}x>)(‘0> - W}x>)* (2'4)

This is a special case of the above transformation, and it can be implemented using two
invocations of any input oracle mapping |0) — |, ): one inverse and one direct.

e Second, we define the reflecting input oracle. In this case, the black-box unitary O, is the
reflection about the state 1,: Oy = 2¢,¢) — I in M = C".

e Third, we use the standard (membership) input oracle. In this case, we treat D as a subset
of the set {0, 1}" of bit-strings of length n and M = C"®C2. For z € D, the corresponding
input oracle performs the transformation O, : |i)|0) — |i)|z;). The algorithm should work
for any unitary O, performing this transformation. This can be seen as a direct sum of
state-generating oracles performing transformations |0) — |z;) over all i € [n].

Alternatively, one may assume that O, performs the transformation
Oy : |i)|b) — |i)|b® x;), (2.5)

where i € [n], b € {0,1} and @ is the XOR operation. This is the usually assumed
special case of the above transformation [I6]. And, again, it can be implemented using
two invocations of any input oracle mapping O, : [i)|0) — |} |x;).

It is easy to see that, for any given state, the state-generating input oracle is at least as
strong as both the reflecting oracle and a copy of the state. Indeed, it is possible to implement
the reflecting oracle using the state-generating oracle twice; and, using it once, it is possible to
get a copy of the state. Other than that, the above resources are incomparable.

3 General Adversary Method

The aim of this section is to describe the techniques used in the proof of the lower bound.
We extend on the general adversary method from [9], and we adopt a lower-bound-related
perspective.

3.1 Formulation for Multiple Input Oracles

We need few pieces of notation. First, for an input oracle O = (O,).ep, we define a family of
matrices representing the input oracle, where x,y range over D:

Apy =0z — Oy (3.1)
For pairs £, — 7, of states, where x ranges over D, we define a D x D-matrix F given by

E[[x’y]] = <£za£y> - <T£B’Ty>? (3'2)

4 To formally encapsulate this into the formalism of Definition 222 we can assume the labels are of the form
(z,0), where z € D is the original label, and O is some legitimate input oracle for z.

10



which represents state conversion &, — 7,. We often treat E as a family of 1 x l-matrices
indexed by z,y € D.

Assume (A; )z yep is a family of matrices all of the same size. Let I" be an X x Y matrix
with X, Y € D. We define I"' o A as the X x Y block matrix, where the block corresponding
toz € X and y € Y is given by I'[x,y]A,,. This is a generalisation of the usual Hadamard
product.

Now we define a variant of the adversary bound for multiple input oracles, which follows the
same ideas as in the proof of negative-weighted adversary [19, 9].

Theorem 3.1 (State Conversion, Multiple Input Oracles). Consider the state-conversion prob-
lem & — 1, with input oracles 0N, 0@ ... 00 Let AW A® AW be defined like
in (31) for these oracles, and E be as in (3.3). Then, for any D x D-matriz I' and every
algorithm performing the state conversion exactly, we have

> T o AD|max LY > |70 EJ,
zeD

i=1
where LY are as in (2:3).
We prove this theorem in Appendix[Cl The following easy corollary is useful.

Corollary 3.2. Consider the state-conversion problem &, — T, with r = O(1) input oracles
0w 0, .., 0"). Let E be as in (32), and AV, AP . A" be as in (31).

Then, for any D x D-matriz ', and every algorithm performing the state conversion exactly,
there exists i such that the query complezity of O is

(i) _ "o E
max Le QQWoAWH' (3:3)

For one input oracle, and if F corresponds to function evaluation, this becomes the usual
adversary bound by Hoyer et al. [19]. Intuitively, our formulation says that if we want to prove
a lower bound against a collection of oracles, it suffices to find an adversary matrix I which is
a solution to all single-oracle versions of the bounds simultaneously.

3.2 Alternative Input and Output Conditions

Corollary B2lis rather cumbersome to apply in its original form due to various 7, vectors allowed
in Definition 2.3 because of permitted error ¢, and the necessity to deal with complicated matrices
Agy. Luckily, it is possible to simplify the bound using equivalent ways to represent input and
output conditions.

We start with the output condition for approximate function evaluation with initial states.
We assume notation of Definition In particular, ¢ is the error parameter of the algorithm,
and we also let X = f~1(1) and Y = f~1(0). In this context, we will switch from D x D-matrices
to X x Y-matrices. Let = be the X x Y-matrix defined by Z]z,y] = (£,&y). The following
result [24] effectively reduces the approximate case to the exact case. See Appendix [Bl for a
proof.

Lemma 3.3. In the above notation, assume that I' is an X X Y -matriz that satisfies
IT|=1 and [T oZ| > 3V6. (3.4)

Then, for every state conversion problem &, — 1, that corresponds to evaluation of the function
f with initial states &, and permitted error &, we get

Iro B > V3, (35)
where E is defined in (3.3).
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Now let us move to the input conditions. The key idea is the following definition.

Definition 3.4 (y2-equivalence). Let A = (A, ,) and A" = (A ) be two families of matrices
both indexed by x,y € D. If, for every D x D-matrix I', we have

[T o Al

1Ee2l g
jroay oW

then we say that A and A’ are yy-equivalent. If A’ is ys-equivalent to the family A defined
in (31)), then we say that A’ represents the input oracle O = (O,).

We will often have that A’ = AD @ ... @ A® meaning that AL, = AQ; & Aé@ for all

z,y € D. In this case, we will say that the input oracle is represented by a tuple A1), ... A®.
The following identity can be used in this case:
[Fo (4 &0 A)| = max|r o 4|
1€f]

The idea is that we replace A® in the denominator of B3) with any ~s-equivalent A,
which changes the bound by at most a constant factor. Thus, we can find a representation that
is easier to work with. This is what we will do in the remaining part of this section for the input
oracles defined in Section The results are from previous papers, and their proofs are given
in Appendix [B] for completeness.

For the reflecting oracle, defined by O, = 2¢,9% — I, we will use the standard definition (B.1])
removing the constant factor 2. Thus, the following family represents the reflecting oracle:

AYY" = gyt — . (3.6)

We use mnemonic 11*, which reminds of the definition.
The state-generating oracle is represented [10] by the family A¥ @ AY" | where

AV, =t —¢, and AL =k — . (3.7)
Finally, the following family represents [9] the membership oracle:
membership ,__
ADe = @iew Lty (3.8)
Here € stands for the direct sum of 1 x 1 matrices, hence, Agl,zmbemhip is a diagonal n x n
matrix. The usual way to write Amembership jg a9 Ay @ ... @ A,,, where
Ailz,y] = 1p,4y,- (3.9)

Again, we treat these D x D-matrices as families of 1 x 1-matrices.

3.3 Application to Approximate Counting

Let us apply the above results for the special case of approximate counting of Theorem [Tl In
this case, the set D of labels is X UY, where X consists of all the n-bit strings of Hamming
weight k and Y consists of all the n-bit strings of Hamming weight &' = (1 + ¢)k.

Define an X x Y matrix ¥ by

Uz, y] = (tz,y), (3.10)

where 1), are defined in (LI)). The Gram matrix of the initial states, = of Lemma [3:3] is given
by

(1]

= (3.11)

where /¢ is the number of copies of the state 1, available to the algorithm.
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Proposition 3.5. Assume we can find an X X Y matriz I' such that
o |Ir) = 1;
o [T o U = Q1) with ¥ as in (310);
e for each i € [n], we have |T o A;|| < 1/Ty with A; as in (3.9);
e both |T' o AY|| and |[T o AY"|| are at most 1/Ty with AY and AY" as in (37);
o and |T o A¥Y"|| < 1/T3 with AYY" as in (3.4).
Then, there exists a constant C > 0 such that every quantum algorithm, given C{ copies of the
state .., and solving the approrimate counting problem with bounded error must
o cither execute the membership oracle Q(T1) times;
o or execute the state-generating oracle (1) times;
o or execute the reflecting oracle (T3) times.

In order to prove Theorem [Tl it suffices to find a feasible solution I' for this optimisation
problem with good objective value.

Proof of Proposition [33. Let a constant C’ be such that ||I' o ¥°¢|| > C’. Assume the error
parameter of the algorithm is § = (C’/3)% = Q(1). We may achieve this by repeating the
algorithm 1/C times for some constant C. By Remark [Z4] we can do this, assuming we have
% - Cl =/ copies of the state 1.

The proposition follows from Corollary using the representations of the input oracles
from Section B.2], since by Lemma B3] and BII)), ||T' o E|| = Q(1). O

4 Lower Bound

In this section, we prove the lower bound for approximate counting, Theorem [Tl First, in
Section [, we formulate the general form of the adversary matrix I", which follows from repre-
sentation theory, and state the main technical results: Lemmata[4£.2H4.5 Their proofs constitute
the second part of this paper. In Section B2l we fix parameters in this general form, and get
specific estimates. Finally, in Section 3] we use these results to prove Theorem [1]

4.1 Main Lemmata

In this section, we give the general form of the adversary matrix I' and give estimates on
the norm of the matrix when various A-operators are applied to it. Using a variant of the
automorphism principle as in [19], we can assume that the matrix I' is symmetric with respect
to the permutations of the input variables. Then representation theory of the symmetric group
tells us that the adversary matrix has the form

k
§=0

where ®; are the isometric isomorphisms between the copies of the irreps of the symmetric

group in S,-modules C([kn’]) and (C([Z]). (See Section [l for more detail.) The matrices ®; will
only have real entries though, and all +; will be non-negative real numbers. For the purposes of
this section, it suffices to know that the ranges of different ®; are pairwise orthogonal, and so are
their coimages. The isometry implies ||®;|| = 1 for all j. Hence, in particular, |I'|| = max; |7;]|.

13



Now let us describe how operations from Section [3.2] act on matrices of the form (4.I]). Here
we only state the results, the proofs being postponed to the next sections. We will need the
following 4 x 4 diagonal matrices and 4-dimensional vectors, where j ranges from 0 to k.

k j(k—j+ 1) (n—k—j+1)
Ji1 (n—2j+2)(n—2j+1)k
Yi—1 k k
! Vi ! K n—2k [ j(n—j+1)
Yji+1 33 Vnk V (n—2j+2)(n—2j)
k (G D (=) (k=)
7,4 (n—27+1)(n—2j)k

In Iy, it is assumed that v_; = 0. By our assumption on n > 5k, all the entries of (ﬁ;‘? are
non-negative real numbers.

Claim 4.1. The vector gb? has norm 1.

Proof. This can be verified by a direct computation. However, there is a reason behind this,
since the entries of QS;“ give the coordinates of a unit vector with respect to an orthonormal basis,
see Section O

The following lemmata will be proven in Section [l We assume here that I"'is an X x Y =
([z}) X ([g/]) matrix defined as in [@I), and ¢; = qSé“ and ¢ = qﬁé‘“/ as above.

Lemma 4.2. For T as in {{-1) and ¥ as in (310), we have

k
ToW=> ¢iT;¢)- @

7=0
Lemma 4.3. For ' as in ({{.1) and AY and AY" as in (3.74), we have
HI’koH :mjawajqﬁj—I’jqb;H and HI’oAWH :m?X|’Fj¢j—7j¢;'H-
Lemma 4.4. For ' as in ({-1) and AYY" as in (38), we have
0o A% = max|rj0;65 - 06T .
The following lemma is proven in Section [Gl
Lemma 4.5. ForI' as in ({{.1), A; as in (3.3), and for all values of i € [n|, we have

— _k/_' k/—' —k—
IT o A —maxmax{ 'V G D - VI =) —k=J)
n—2j n—2j

Yi4+1

)

'¢ No—k=7) V&= -—F-j)

n—2j J n—2j

b

Yi41

We end this section with the following estimates on the entries of qﬁg — ¢;.
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Lemma 4.6. Assume that n > 5k and k > 5j. For ¢; = (b;? as defined in ({4.3) and ¢; = (b;?/
with k' = (1 + e)k < 2k, we have the following estimates on the entries of ¢;, qS; and their
differences:

1 1 2 3
o J k J
I (R O I 07 R
P ik k \/7 i,k
P /' 3 ~ Y _ Z Z _
- of e efe) o) o) o2
In particular, where || - ||y stands for the £1-norm:

o5 — 4l < o - 51, = 0=/ %+ 1) (43)

Proof. The estimates on the values are straightforward The estimates on the differences are
also easy to derive using the inequality |h(1 + ) ni<f; UEE R/ ()] dt.
For ](ﬁ% — ¢; 1|, we have the upper bound of

%)‘\/O_ Jltrle))(n—jﬂ—k(ue))—\/<1—%>(n—j+1—k),

which is O<€\/j/n> (j/k + k/n). For |¢ 5 — ¢ 2|, we have

of+f)

k(1+e)

For \¢973 — ¢; 3|, we have

°(3)

For |¢; y — ¢4/, we have

%)‘\/(1_ J+€)>(n_k(1+€)—j)—\/<1—%>(n—kz—j) :O<e%+e§>. O

Equation (£3) follows from the last row of the table and by removing the subdominant terms.

n—2k(l+e) n-—2k|

k(1+¢) Vk

4.2 Specific Form and Estimates

It turns out, that for all the lower bounds of Theorem [}, it suffices to have a very simple
choice of the parameters v; in ([@I). Our choice follows a rather standard construction [12] [9]
of a gradient between a high value of the coefficient for j = 0 and 0 for large j. The adversary
matrix is specified by a single parameter 1 < ¢ < k/5, which dictates the steepness of the
gradient. By changing ¢, we will be able to “slide” along the trade-off curve. Namely, we define

V; :max{l—%,O}. (4.4)

We have ||T'|| = 1. Also, v; =0 for all j > ¢.
We will now use the general results from Section 1] to get estimates in this specific case.
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Proposition 4.7. In order to have ||[T' o U°|| = Q(1), it suffices that the following conditions

are met: JE
k
t > 24, and ! < Cming —, n
e ke?
for a sufficiently small constant C.
Proof. Using Lemma repeatedly, we see that I' o U°% = Z?:o fy](s)@j for some coefficients
fy](s). For s € {0,1,...,¢}, let us denote
D= min§:0<¢j, <;5;> and A8 = minj:f) v

First, from our assumption ¢ > 2¢ and using ([@.4), we get that 40 >1 /2. Next, from Lemma[4.2]
applied to I' o U°4 we get for s < £ and j < £ — s:

1Y = 285185+ G060 + 17 Biads + 1 dsada 2 (85 8)) 2 AOID.
This implies by induction v > D!/2, and
0o o > 7 = 4" > Dt /2.
To prove the lemma, it suffices to lower bound D. Let «; be the angle between ¢; and qﬁ;.

Since both vectors have unit norm and using (£.3):

. ] k
(qﬁj,gb;)z =cos’a;=1-sina; =1-0(|¢; — ¢9H2) =1- O<62% +62E>.

Hence, by the definition of D:

£/2 2
D> (1-0 £62+E€2 >1-0 6—62—1—6—]{:62 =Q(1)
k n k n

by our assumption on ¢. This ends the proof of Proposition A7 O

k t 1
are O(e\/;+e\/;+ Z)

Proof. We prove the estimate on HP o AV H, the second one being completely analogous. We
use Lemma B3l If j >t + 1, we get I';j¢; — quﬁg» = 0 by the definition of v; in (@4). On the
other hand, for a fixed j <t + 1:

Proposition 4.8. Both HF o AwH and HF o AV

1 k ]
ITs¢5 =285\ < | = vi-1ldi0 + |y = v | @ga + vills — 85l = O(; +€\/;+ 8\/%>,

where we used that |y; —7;j—1] < 1/t, all ¢;; and ~; are at most 1, and ([@3]). The lemma follows
by our assumption j < ¢+ 1. O

* 1 k t
Proposition 4.9. We have T o AVY | = O(; + a) <\/; + \/;>
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Proof. We have

Vi—1951051  Vj—1901052 Vj-1019053 Vi-19j1Pj.4
T'67 = Vi®i2®in  VPi2bie V952053 V052054
Vi®i3bi1  ViPi3bi2  VjPi3053 V93054
V19,4051 Vj+1904P52  Vir19549P53 Vi+195,4P).4
7]'*1@5;‘,1 ;',1 Vi ;',1 ;‘,2 Vi ;1 ;3 7j+1¢;‘,1 ;‘,4
¢ ¢/ "T; = 7]'*1@5:',2 ;',1 i ;72¢, Vi ],2¢;3 7j+1¢:',2 ;',4
’ V1953951 Vi g3¢g2 Vi g3¢g3 Vj+195,3%54
'7]'71@;'74@5,'71 Vi J74¢372 Vi j74¢;,3 '7j+1¢;'74¢;'74

We estimate the difference that comes from changing the index of v in the first matrix to align
it with the second matrix. After that, we bound the difference using the inequality || Al < [|A]]1,
where || A7 is the sum of the absolute values of all the entries of A. Using that all the involved
number are non-negative, all v; < 1, and the estimates from Lemma B.6l we obtain:

IDp50% — 505 T5 < — (((Zﬁg 1+ 054) (D2 + 0j3) + D0y, 4> + || — 0597,

<><\f f)ﬂw g

For the latter, using Lemma again:

qu; ¢J¢JH1 H¢J ; ;'*H1+H¢j ;*_¢j¢;’H1

< (H¢;Hl 11651, ) 165 = 411, = O<5\/§+8\/%>'

Combining the last two equations:

e 1 k ]
Iy~ it =01 +2) (VE /1),

By Lemma 4.4 and using that I';j¢;¢; — qS;qS;*I‘] =0 for j > t+ 1 due to (£4)), we get the
required bound. U

1 k
Proposition 4.10. We have ||I" o A;|| = O<¥ + 6> \/j
n

Proof. We use Lemma We estimate the first difference

VE=Hn—F—=3j) K —jHn—k—j)
n—2j Vi~ n—2j Vi+1

in the formulation of the lemma, the second one being similar. It is bounded by

O<\/§>|Vj+1 %\+0< >(\//<r—1 VK — J‘+0< >(\/“—k' j=vn=k=j|
“o()iro(Ga) o () i )
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4.3 Proof of Theorem [I.1]

Let us gather up all the inequalities from Section We assume that

fVE n

o(s\/E - e\/z+ 3), (4.6)
pai-ot (D w
IT o A :0( +s>\/; (4.8)

The proof of the Theorem follows from the two lemmata below. In both of them, we assume
notation of Theorem [l

and we have that

Lemma 4.11. Assume the algorithm has ¢ copies of the state 1, where £ satisfies the conditions
of [£.9), the first inequality reading as 20 < k/5. Assume also that the algorithm uses the state-

genemt’ing oracle
(1 [n 1 [k EY3

times, where C' is a sufficiently small constant. Then, in order to solve the problem, the algorithm
has to

1 1
e cither execute the reflecting oracle €| min —\/E, - i , \/E times;
eVk e\l l+gg €

1
e or execute the membership oracle Q<—\/%> times;
€

Lemma 4.12. Assume the algorithm does not have any copies of the state and does not execute
the state-generating oracle. Then, in order to solve the problem, it has to

e cxecute the reflecting or the membership oracle Q<\/g> times.

Proof of Theorem [L1l assuming Lemmata [{.11] and[{.12 Theorem [L.1] states that, in order to
solve the problem, the algorithm must satisfy one of the conditions in Rows 1 through 8 of
Table [l Let us prove that if Rows 1 through 7 do not hold, then Row 8 holds.

From the falsity of Row 1 and the falsity of Rows 3 and 4, we get that, respectively, the
conditions of (LX) and (£9) are satisfied. These being the two conditions of Lemma [Z11] one
of the two bullets of Lemma .11 must hold. However, the falsity of Row 2 rules out the second
bullet, so the first bullet must hold.

Further on, from the falsity of Rows 5 and 6, we have that

Cofmnd LI
4= eVEk e\l l+qgs Ve k()

Contrasting this with the truth of the first bullet of Lemma I} we see that both qg = Q(1/k /<)
and qr = o(y/n/k). The former, together with the falsity of Row 7, implies that ¢ = g5 = 0
therefore the conditions of Lemma [ T2] are satisfied. By this lemma, since qr = o(y/n/k
must be that ¢y = Q(y/n/k), and thus Row 8 holds.

Dﬁ
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Proof of Lemma[{.11 In the proof, we will need a bit more careful tracking of constants than
usually. We will use two constants: C' as in the statement of the lemma, and one additional
constant C’. The Os and Qs in the proof of the lemma do not depend on C' and C’, whereas
the Qs in the formulation of the lemma do depend on them.

We will take

He

where C’ is a sufficiently large constant. First, we have to check that ¢ satisfies (&h]). Indeed,
t > 20. Also, the three possible values of ¢ are upper-bounded as

1
t:max{%, 'qc, —},

K3 k 1
< / < ! <
20 < k/5, C'qs < C C—2/3 5 and 5

o

if C' is small enough and because € > 1/k.
Now we can use [@G)-(#J). Since t = Q(1/¢), we have that O(e + 1/t) = O(e). Proposi-
tion gives us that at least one of the following three cases holds:

e The state-generating oracle is used

R S R ) R

times; or

e the reflecting oracle is used

(o )l e V)

1
e the membership oracle is used €2 <—\/%> times.
€

times; or

Now, in order to prove the lemma, it suffices to show that the first case cannot hold, that is,
qg is smaller than (AI0). For that, we have to compare ¢g to the five elements in the minimum
on the right-hand side of (€.I0).

First, ¢ > C’qg. This gives contradiction to g = Q(t) if C’ is large enough. Second and

third, we have ¢g < C'* \/_ and gg < C1L \/7 and we can take C small enough. Forth, we have
k1/3 vk 1|k
T @? <Pl — g0t | E
9 9 qG

and we can take C small enough. Fifth and finally, we have

E1/3 k
6 < C—7 7 = C\/7

because € > 1/k. Again, we can take C' small enough.

The order of choosing the values of the constants above is as follows. First, we choose the
value of C' large enough to get contradiction to g = Q(t). Then, based on the value of C’, we
choose the value of C' small enough. This ends the proof of Lemma [TT] O
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Proof of Lemma[4.12. In this case we have ¢ = gg = 0. We take t = 1. Thus, 79 = 1 and 7; =0
for all j > 1. Clearly (4.5]) is satisfied.

By (4.8), we have that}
1 n
—— =Q( /|
1T 0 A < k)

We will use a different analysis of [T o A¥¥"||, tailored for this special case. Note that 01 =
$o1 = P03 = ¢p3 = 0, hence, we get that the matrix Toogy — ¢pplo from Lemma F4 equals

0 0 0 0

0 @fa— a2 0 02004

0 0 0 0 ’

0 —dpa94 O 0

and
T1— M3 d11d12 d11d13 P11014
—¢ &, 0 0 0
T * ol I*P — ¢171¢172
1¢1¢1 ¢1¢1 1 _(b/Ll(b/Ls 0 0 0

— 11914 0 0 0

and all the remaining matrices are zeroes. Now we can use Lemma 4.4 From Lemma (.6 it is

straightforward to see that
1 n
————=Q( /= ).
[T o Ave” <\/;>

Application of Proposition finishes the proof of Lemma [£.12] O

5 Preliminaries on Representation Theory

To conclude the proof of our lower bounds, we are left with two tasks. The first one is to define
the morphisms ®; used in the construction of the adversary matrix I'. The second one is to
prove Lemmata A2HAHl In this section, we introduce the basics of representation theory of the
symmetric group, and use them to define morphisms ®;. We leave the proofs of Lemmata [L.2-H4.5]
to the final three sections.

5.1 Representation theory

In this section, we introduce basic notions from representation theory of finite groups. For more
background, the reader may refer to [17, B30].

Let G be a finite group. The group algebra CG consists of formal linear combinations of
the form 9eG %9 with oy € C. It is clearly a linear space, but it is also an algebra because
we can extend the multiplication law of G to all CG by linearity. A left module over CG is a
vector space M with a left multiplication operation by the elements of CG satisfying the usual
associativity and distributivity axioms and such that ev = v for e the identity in G and every
v € M. Such modules are also known as representations of G. We will use the term G-module,
which is a standard [29, 21] misnomer, since what is actually meant is a CG-module. We can
treat elements of CG as linear operators acting on M. Due to linearity, it suffices to specify
these operators for g € G.

We assume the module M is equipped with a G-invariant inner product, that is, (gv, gu) =
(u,v) for all u,v € M and g € G. Thus, the linear operators corresponding to g € G are unitary.

5This estimate can be also obtained directly, since in this case I' is the normalised all-1 matrix.
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If V and W are two G-modules, then the direct sum V @& W and the tensor product V ® W are
also G-modules defined by g(v,w) = (gv, gw) and g(v ® w) = (gv) ® (gw) for all v € V, w € W,
and g € G.

A G-morphism (or just morphism, if G is clear from the context) between two G-modules V
and W is a linear operator #: V — W that commutes with all & € CG: fa = af. By linearity, it
suffices to check commutativity with all & € G. Let us denote by Homg(V, W) the linear space
of G-morphisms from V to W.

An important special case of a G-module is CX, where X is a finite set with a group action of
G on it. A group action is a map (g,z) — g(z) from G x X onto X satisfying g(h(z)) = (gh)(z)
for all g,h € G and = € X. By linearity, this gives a G-module. The linear operators on CX
corresponding to g € G are given by permutation matrices. Hence, the standard inner product
in C¥ is G-invariant. We have the following easy characterisation of morphisms in this case:

Proposition 5.1. Assume X and Y are two sets with group action of G defined on them. A
linear operator A: C¥Y — CX is a G-morphism if and only if Alz,y] = Alg(x),g(y)] for all
reX,yeY, and g € G.

A G-module is called irreducible (or irrep) if it does not contain a non-trivial G-submodule.
Schur’s Lemma is an essential result in representation theory, stated as follows.

Lemma 5.2 (Schur’s Lemma). Assume 60:V — W is a morphism between two irreducible G-
modules V and W. If V and W are non-isomorphic, then 8 = 0. Otherwise, 0 is uniquely
determined up to a scalar multiplier.

In other words, the second part of the above lemma states that Homg(V,V) = C for irre-
ducible V. Let us note that while the first part holds for any base field, for the second part it is
essential that the base field C is algebraically closed.

Schur’s Lemma has a large number of consequences. First, on an irrep V, there is only
one, up to a scalar multiplier, G-invariant inner product. Hence, any isomorphism between two
irreducible G-modules is an isometry times a scalar. Second, if M is a G-module, and V and W
are two its non-isomorphic irreducible submodules, then V and W are orthogonal as subspaces.

Let V be an irrep. A submodule of M isomorphic to V is called a copy of V in M. The
dimension of Homg(V, M) is known as the multiplicity of V in M. It is equal to the number of
pairwise orthogonal copies of V that can be embedded in M.

Next, let Isog(V, M) denote the span of all the copies of V in M, which is known as the isotyp-
ical subspace. The mapping  ® v — 6(v) defines an isomorphism between Homg(V, M) ®V and
Isog(V, M) as linear spaces. The whole module M can be expressed as M = €, Isoq(V, M)
as V ranges over the irreps of G. This is called the isotypical decomposition of M. The terms
in the isotypical decomposition are pairwise orthogonal.

We use the following palpable way to represent Homg(V, M). Fix some reference non-
zero vector vy € V, and define the slice of vy in a module M, denoted Sliceg(vy, M), as
the set of all §(vy) as 6 ranges over Homg(V, M). The space Homg(V, M) is isomorphic to
Sliceg(vy, M), the isomorphism being § +— 6(vy). Combining the two above isomorphisms,
we get that Isog(V, M) is isomorphic to Sliceg(vy, M) ® V. This allows us to write down the
following isotypical decomposition of a morphism 6: M — A between two G-modules M and
N

92@91;@11;- (5.1)
%

Here V ranges over all irreps of G, a linear operator 6y : Sliceg(vy, M) — Sliceg(vy, ) is the
restriction of 6 to Sliceg(vy, M) for a fixed non-zero vy € V, and Iy is the identity on V. In
particular, (5.1 implies

61 = mas o] (52)
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We will use group algebra extensively in our proofs. Its elements are important as they give
linear operators that are preserved under isomorphisms. In particular, if o € CG is a group
element, and a4 is the corresponding linear operator in a G-module M, we have the following
decomposition complementing (5.1):

arm = B Tome (v © v, (5.3)
v

where again )V ranges over all irreps of G. An important use-case is provided by an « that is
zero on all irreps but one (call it V) and is a 1-dimensional projector on V. In this case, by (5.3)),
« projects onto the slice of v in every G-module M, where v is a non-zero vector in a(V).

5.2 Symmetric group

In this section, we consider a special case of the symmetric group. If A is a finite set, Sy
denotes the symmetric group on A, that is, the group with the permutations of A as elements,
and composition as the group operation. We will write S, instead of Sp,). If A C B, then we
consider S4 as a subgroup of Sp, where each permutation 7 € S, is extended to B\ A by
identity. We also use the following elements of the group algebra CS4:

8h = Z T and A= Z (sgnp)p,

TES A pESA

where sgn p stands for the sign of p. Both of them are scalar multiples of orthogonal projectors.

Representation theory of S, is closely related to partitions of integers. A partition A of an
integer n is a non-increasing sequence (A1, ..., \¢) of positive integers satisfying \; +- -+ X\ = n.
For each partition A of n, one assigns an irreducible S,-module S*, called the Specht module.
All these modules are pairwise non-isomorphic, and give a complete list of all the irreps of S,,.

A partition A = (A1,...,Ar) of n is often represented in the form of a Young diagram that
consists, from top to bottom, of rows of Ay, Ag,..., Ay boxes aligned by the left side. We often
identify A with the corresponding diagram. A Young tableau of shape A is a Young diagram of A
with each box containing an element from [n], each element used exactly once. As an example,
the following is a Young tableau of shape (4,3, 1):

= 1]

4
213
7

For a Young tableau ¢, define its row permutations R; and its column permutations C; as
the permutations in 5, that permute the elements within each row or column of ¢, respectively.
In our example above, Ry = Sy 564} X St2,3,8y and Ct = S(a471 X S(36) X Sy58)- This gives rise
to the following two elements of the group algebra CS,,:

R = Z = H 8k, and e, = Z(sgnp)p: H Sc-

TER R is arow of t peCl C' is a column of ¢

The following is one of the key results in representation theory of the symmetric group. In
fact, this is the only result from this theory we rely on in our forthcoming proofs.

Theorem 5.3 (|21, Chapter 3|, [I7, §28]). Let t be a Young tableau of shape X\. The element
C, R of the group algebra annihilates (is identical zero on) every Specht module S with 1 # .
On S8*, it is a 1-dimensional projector times a scalar.
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This result is important as €, R/ is the projector onto Sliceg,, (v, M) in every S,-module M,
where v lies in the image of €, R, in S*. Note that while both €, and R; are non-normalized
orthogonal projectors, they generally do not commute, hence, €, ZR;F is not Hermitian, and is
not an orthogonal projector.

5.3 The Module (C([Z})

For the remaining part of this paper, we assume the value of n is fixed, so our notation will
often implicitly depend on n.

For positive integers n > 2k, the set ([Z]) of all subsets of [n] of size k admits group action
of Sy, on it. Namely, z € ([Z}) is mapped by m € S,, to w(x) = {mw (i) | i € x}. Let c(¥) be the
corresponding S,-module. We will write the elements of (C([Z]) as formal linear combinations of
subsets similar as we write group algebra elements. This module has close connection to the
Johnson association scheme [6], and both spaces C* and CY in Section @ are of this form.

In this section, we will use Theorem .3 to analyse its structure. Although the results are
well-known, this serves as a warm-up for the next sections. We will need the following piece of
notation. For two disjoint sets A, B C [n], let A B denote their disjoint union. We extend this

notation to formal linear combinations of sets in a straightforward way. For instance,

({1} — {2}) M ({3, 5} — {4, 5}) = {1,3,5) — {1,4,5) — {2,3,5} + {2,4,5).

This notation is similar to tensor products with the distinction that the sets are unordered and
the promise that the multipliers are disjoint. The symbol X is a combination of the symbols for
the disjoint union Ll and the product x.

Take any 3 distinct elements a,b,c € [n] and T € ([Z}). Either |{a, b,c} N T! > 2, or

[{a,b,c} N ([n] \T)| > 2. In either case, S{; byl =0, hence, S{; b} annihilates the whole C(¥).

(n] . .
By Theorem £.3] ¢(*) does not contain a copy of any S* for A with more than two rows.
Now consider two-row diagrams A; = (n — j,j), which also includes the one-row case of
Ao = (n). For notational convenience, we choose the following tableau of shape \;:

a a az | ...l a; | 1 2 3 |...|n=2j
t = 1 2 3 j n J, (5.4)

by | by | bs |...| b

where a; =n—2i+2and b, =n—2i+1fori=1,...,5. If T C [n], then @t_jT:Ounless it
satisfies the following intersection condition:

Vi € [j]: |T N {a;, bi}| =1. (5.5)

By Theorem [5.3] there is no irrep isomorphic to S™74) in (C([Z]) for k < j.
Now let us consider the case k = j. If T' € ([?}) and satisfies the intersection condition (5.5,
then €, T = (~1) 71145, where

Cy = ({ar} = {ba}) 9 ({az} — {b2}) -3¢ ({5} — {053). (5.6)

For any 7 € Ry, the sets TN {by,...,b;} and 7(T) N {b1,...,b;} have the same size, hence,

[n]
the image of Gt_j 922;_ is non-empty on (C( j ), as there are no cancellations. The image is spanned
by C}, which, by Theorem [5.3, means that C; belongs to the only copy of & (n=3.9) contained in
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(n] .
C( J ) We will use the latter as our reference instance of S~ and C; as our reference vector

. [n]
in S(J49). Note that, while they are related, C; is an element of the module (C( J ), and (‘Et_j is
an element of the group algebra CS5,.

For the general case k > j, we can use the same logic as above with (‘Et_j replaced by Gt_j 8t

[n—24]"

n—

As above, for any T € ([Z]), the vector G;S[‘L 2].]T is a scalar multiple of the vector

CuRY  with  RA= S B, (5.7)
BCA,|B|=s

where the scalar is 0 unless the intersection condition (B.5]) is met. If the latter is satisfied,
the scalar is (—1)/Tbrbitl(k — )I(n — j — k)!. We have that Sin—2j] is a subgroup of Ry,

thus, 8;72].}3%;; = (n — 2j)! R;; . Using the same reasoning as above, there are no cancellations
(n]

again, and the image Gt_j R;J'_ (C( k )) = (‘Et_j 8;72].}3%,; <(C([Z])> is one-dimensional and spanned by

C; R,[ﬁn:fj Vof (57). In light of Theorem 5.3l we have proven the following result:

Theorem 5.4. We have the following decomposition into irreps, each irrep having multiplicity
1:
(c([:]) o S(n) EB‘9(n71,1) @S(n7272) ... S(nfk,k). (58)

Also, for j <k, Sliceg,, (Cj,(C([Z])) is one-dimensional and spanned by the following normalised
vector

1 o
kE_ , [n—2]
2(%35)
On (C([Z]), both @;JR;; and et;SF;—Zj} are a scalar times a projector onto v}“.

We will need the following small technical result.

Claim 5.5. Assume a,b,c € [n] are 8 distinct elements. Then, S{izbc} annthilates any irrep of
the form S(=3:J).

Proof. As we saw earlier, S{; boc} annihilates the whole (C([Z]). Hence, it annihilates all the terms
in (5.8), which proves the claim. O

. . .. . . AN (n]
We can also describe the isometric isomorphisms @ﬁ_)k between the copies of S~77) in (C( 7)

[n]
and C(%). They transform the corresponding normalised vectors (5.9):
l—k. ¢ k
Qv v (5.10)

Since it is a morphism, it also transforms @ﬁ_)k: w(vf) > W(vf) for every choice of m € S),.

[n] [n]
For the ease of notation, we will prove Lemmata [4.2H4.5] for the operator I': c(?) = ()
given by
I =Hy,ei". (5.11)
J

The statements of the Lemmata are then obtained substituting &’ instead of /.
[n] [n]
We will also need a more convenient way of going from c(?) to (% ), where k > £. Define
the following map

wek @) e, rorurRf - Y s (5.12)
S:TCSC[nl,|S|=k
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In other words, W/ kS, T] = 17cs. The latter condition is preserved under the action of any
7 € Sy, hence, by Proposition 5.1, W*~¥ is a morphism.

Claim 5.6. For a subset A C [n — 2j| of size { — j, we have
Wk Oy A - Oy A R, (5.13)

Proof. Indeed, take any basis element 7" used on the left-hand side of (5.13]). By construction,
|TN{a;,b;}| =1 for every i. Assume W*7* extends T to a superset S O T such that {a;,b;} C S.
But S can also then be obtained from T'A{a;,b;}, where A is the symmetric difference. The
subsets T' and T'/A{a;, b;} have opposite signs in C; i A, hence, S cancels out.

The only terms that are not cancelled out in this fashion come from extensions by the
elements in [n — 2j] \ A, which gives (B.13). O

Proposition 5.7. The morphism W'k satisfies

n—27j k ] n—2j
Wk ou R (E_j>cj w Ry, (5.14)

Therefore, it has the following isotypical decomposition:
S N
Wik =3 ( Ly > (e _j)cpf%. (5.15)
j=0

Proof. Eq. (514]) follows from Claim [5.6] as each B used in RL"__ij I has exactly (];:j) choices of

Ain RL"_;% Vit can be obtained from. Taking into account the normalisation factors from (5.9)),

the coefficient of @fﬂk in the isotypical decomposition of W= ig

k—j
. O
)

6 Proof of Lemma

Due to symmetry, the norms of all I' o A; are the same, thus, we may consider I" o Aj. Recall
that we assume t%l]at I'in an ([Z]) X ([;f])—matrix from (B.I1). Let II} and II} denote orthogonal
projections in cl V) onto the span of {T € ([Z]) ‘ 1¢ T} and {T € ([Z]) ! 1e T}, respectively.
Then I o Ay decomposes as the following direct sum

T'oA; = [T & T3S, (6.1)

and it suffices to estimate the norms of both terms on the right-hand side independently.

This matrix is no longer symmetric with respect to the whole group Sy, but it is an Sp -
morphism, where [2..n] denotes {2,3,...,n}. The group Sjp , is clearly isomorphic to S,1,
and the vector C; from (5.6) still acts as a reference vector in the irrep S (n=1-7.3) of S(2..n]-

Let us denote .

k _ Q1: . I
Aj = Shces[zm (Cj c(x )),
(nly . . . .- .
where C(%) is considered as an S(2.nj-module. The proof of the following proposition is essen-

tially identical to Theorem .41
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Proposition 6.1. If j < k, the space Af is two-dimensional with the following orthogonal basis:
OF =ciu BT and  [1f = 0y {1} a RETTY

with the wvectors being in the image of 117 and II3, respectively. If j = k, the space is 1-
dimensional and spanned by [O]; If j > k, the space is empty.

Proof. As in Theorem 5.4, we have that Ak is equal to the image of C; 5[2 2] in (C([Z]), For
T is a scalar multiple (possibly, zero) of either [I ]f or [0]% in

T e (M) the vector C;. 8[2 n—2j] j
dependence on whether 1 € T or not, respectively. O

We have the following estimates on the norms of these vectors:
n—2j—1 k2 oifn—27—1
O k 2 =2 " d I = .
H[ ]JH < k—j an HHJH k—j7—1

. . . . . . . (n]
We will establish relation between this basis and the S),-isotypical structure of (%) because
the latter is what the morphism I' is using. Let us rewrite the decomposition (5.8)) as

(n]
c(P) :Bé”‘@Blf@---@B,?,
where Bf is isomorphic to S~ as an S,-module. Now our goal is to find vectors T)}Ik € .A? ﬂB;?
and vj5" € .A;? N B;‘CH
Let us start with the first vector. If k = j, we have
va’ =[0)) =C; e AlnBL.
For k > j, we define

vt = Wik = o R = 0] + ) e AN B, (6.2)

where WJ=* is as in (512), and we use (5.I4). The inclusion holds here because W7=F is an
Sp-morphism, hence, also an Sy ,-morphism, therefore, it preserves membership in both A;
and B;.

For the second vector, observe that, for ¢ € [2..n — 2j], the vector C; i ({c} — {1}) is in Bg_ﬂ
by Theorem 5.4l Summing over all ¢, we obtain

n—2j
et =3 Gul{e - =[0 O — (n - 2j — DI € A N BIT

Using Claim (5.6, we get:

WIHIZHOP = (k= H[O]j + (k —j = D[] and  W/HHIET = (1.

Hence, we obtain the following vector
vt = WIHPRT T = (k= DIO)S — (n = j — K € AF N BJyy. (6.3)

The normalised versions of these vectors

e _ Ui K @k
'Uj71 — & and 'Uj72 ’
051"
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form an orthonormal basis of Af. Also, by (EI5), W ?* is a positive multiple of @fﬂk on
S§("=3:3) which means that

Byt | = o

L (I)Z—ﬂc l
Js

k
and 41052 = V2.

Therefore, we can write the following isotypical decomposition of I' as an S. ,,j-morphism in

the sense of (5.1)):
— Vi
r= ® Latnoso1s), 6.4
@ ( '7j+1> S(n—3j—1,3) ( )

where the column basis is vf 1> vf 9, and the row basis is vfl, vfz.

The operator 117 restricted to Aé? is an orthogonal projector onto the vector [O]f Let us
find the coordinates
k,o
¢1?,<> _ (%1
= 5
! 2

of the normalised [O]* ; in the basis {v] 155 v¥,}. For that, it suffices to find the inner product
between the corresponding normalised vectors. For the first coordinate, we have

—k k "
(508) _Jiogl _ [2C270) _ fa=j—
»(, %)\ n-a

[ 1S i

We can also explicitly calculate the second coordinate. First,

052”12 = N[O P+ (n—2i=1)? [ 7 )1* = 2/ (n—-2j-1)+2/ (n—-2j~1) = 2/ (n—2j)(n-2j-1).

ko
Pi1 =

Then, using (5.15) and that v;’ ! € Bj1:

HU] H2 _ HW]JrlﬁkN]—HHQ <TL - 2j -2

k_j_1>-2j(n—2j)(n—2j—1).

Which gives us

(5 O0) ol _ [ w0 e
o2 oL~ o' YT 2n -2 -1 |2

Thus, the restrictions of II} and II}, to .A;? project onto the following orthonormal vectors

k7o J—
P =

¢k‘:7O: 1 n—=k—j and gbk’.: 1 k—j
J Vn—2j k—3j J vn—=2j \—vn—-k—j)’
respectively, where we use the basis {vf 1 vé‘?g} as before. Utilising (6.4)), we get
;= @ (V)@@ s
p Yi+1
Therefore,

‘7] V(n—k =)l —j) = v/ (k= j)(n— €~ J)‘

T = max

(QS?,O)* <7] rijrl)qsﬁ,o

] n—2j
Similarly,
- . . /=)0 = €= ) =1/ =k = T = J)|
JIETTIE | = maux | (6)* Ny )80 | T max n—2j '

By (6.1)), the norm of I" o A is the maximum of the two, which gives us Lemma
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7 Proofs of Lemmata 4.2H4.4!

Here we will prove the first three of the main lemmata from Section LIl For greater clarity,

. [n] . . .
we use e, to denote the element of the standard basis of c(®) corresponding to x C [n] in this
section. .

In the context of Lemmata [£2HL 4] the S,-module c(®) ® C™ becomes important. It is a

(n] (n]
tensor product of two S,-modules c(%¥) and € = c(1). It can be also seen as an Sp-module
corresponding to the set (["]) X [n] with the obvious group action of S, on it.
We will express all the operators appearing in the above lemmata using the following isometry

Vi : (C([Z]) — (C([Z]) RC", ey ex @Yy, (7.1)

where 1, =

ﬁ Y ico|t) is as defined in (LI)). In other words, Vi[(z,i),z] = Lice/Vk, from

which Proposition (.11 tells us V}, is a morphism.
Proposition 7.1. For an ([Z]) X (@)—matm’x I, we have

FoW =V T ® IV,
FoAY =V,I' — (' ® I,,)V4,
ToAY = V(' ®I,) — TV,
Lo A =V Vi ®L,) — (T L)ViV,

where Uy = (g, y), ALy = o —thy, ALy = YE—13, and ALY = i~y are (1) x ()
(block) matrices defined as in (310), (3.7) and (348). Also, I,, stands for the identity on C".

Proof. Everywhere in this proof x ranges over ([Z}) and y over ([Z]). Let us denote v, , = I'[z, ]
so that I' = > vz yexey. Also, we have Vi, = 3° (e; @ ¢z)e; and Ve = 3 (ey @ by )ey. Thus,

Vk* (F & In)Vﬁ = Z ex(ez X T;Z)z)* Z 'Yx,y(exez & In) Z(ey b2y %)62 = Z 'Y:v,yezez : ¢;7,Z)y =ToW.
x T,y Yy z,y

Also,
VkP:Z e$®wx Z'nyeare _ZV%ZJ ea}®,l/}x
X

and

I'® 1) Z%:y 6:1:6 ® In )Z(€y®¢y)62 :Z’Yz,y(ex@)wy)ez,

from which (7.3) follows since b
ToAY = Z’ny €zx @ wy))
Similarly,
Vi(T®I,) Zem e @ Yz) Z’ny exy @ I) Z'Yx,yew(ey@)wm)*
.,y
and

INTEES Z’Yﬂc yCxCy Z ey(ey @ Py)” Z%‘vyel‘ (ey ®ty)",

z,y
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which implies (7.4)). Finally,

ViViT & I,) = Z(ew ® Ys)(ex ® ¥a)” Z%&y(ezez ®I) = Z%&yewez ® Py

x T,y T,y
and
'@ 1)V, = Z Vay(€aty @ In) Z(ey ® Uy)(ey @ Yy)" = Z%,yemez ® Yyihy,
T,y Yy T,y
from which we get (7.0)). O

[n] [n]
Let us explore the structure of c(x )®(C”. We know from Theorem[5.4] that c(¥) decomposes
into irreducible submodules as

(n]
(C(k):Bé:@Blf@...@Blli,

where Bf is isomorphic to S~ Similarly, as a special case of k = 1, we have the following
decomposition into submodules:
C"=& &

with & is isomorphic to S~ We are interested in the relation between tensor products of

(n]
these submodules and the isotypical decomposition of c(¥) ® C™. We will prove the following
two results in Section [8

Lemma 7.2. Assume j >0 and k > j. For the vector C; € S=3:3) from ([54), the space
E ol ([n]) n
A% = Sliceg, (C;,Clx) @ C") (7.6)
s 4-dimensional with an orthonormal basis wﬁl,w%,wf’?’,wi@ where
’U)?il € B‘?‘—l ® 51, wiQ € B‘;{: ® 5(], wig € Bf ® 51, and ’U)‘?A c Bf_i_l ® 51. (77)

If j =0, the space is 2-dimensional and spanned by wf,Q and w}“A. We additionally have, for all
£ and k where the corresponding operators exist:

@b Ll = vk, @R Lty =ty s
q)f—ﬂi‘ I YA _ k (I)f—ﬂc I l _ k ( : )
(@77 @ In)w; 3 = wjs, (571 ® In)wjy = wiy.

Lemma 7.3. For the operator V. defined in (7.1]), we have the following isotypical decomposition
in the sense of [&1):

o,
0
Vi = P ¢f @ Isn-ir = P ¢.’2 ® Igm-i, (7.9)
j i\
Pja
where gb? are defined in (4.3). The column basis is vf from [(5.9) and the row basis is wﬁl, . ,wa

from (77).
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Now we are in position to prove the lemmata from Section A1l We prove them for an
([n}) X ([7[}]) matrix I' given by

k
I'= EBW’J‘I)ZHIC @(’Yj)@)f—s(n—j,j), (7.10)
J

where the last one is its isotypical decomposition in the sense of (|5:|]) In the latter, we assume
that the 1 x 1-matrix has the column basis vj and the row basis v . Similarly, using (Z.8)):

Yi—1
T ol,=PT; @ Isnin =P " . ® Itnoss)s (7.11)
’ ’ Vi+1
where the notation I'; is borrowed from (f2)). Here the column basis is wfl, e ,w§74 and the
row basis is wfl, . ,wé‘?A.

Now, by Proposition [l and using the decompositions (.9), (ZI0) and (ZIT]) above, we
have

Tol =V T ® L)V, = GB (&) Tj05) @ Lsnsp-
ToAY = Vil — (D ® 1)V = @ Y% = Ti5) @ Lstn-sn -
ToAY = V(T &I, -TV} = EB (T¢5 —7j¢5)* @ Isa-s.0-

To A" =V (T @) - (T L)V,V; = EB(¢§<¢]»> L —T;65(65)") @ Ism-sn-
J
Lemmata [£.2] and (4.4 follow from the above four equations with ¢ = k' and with the use
of (52) to bound the norms where necessary.

8 The Module C(%) @ C»

In this section, we analyse the S,-module (C([Z]) ® C" similarly as we did for the S),-module
(C([:]) in Section 5.3 We will denote the basis elements of this module by T'® {d} with T" € ([Z})
and d € [n].

By Theorem 5.3 to get a slice of (C([Z]) ® C", it suffices to apply C; IR;L_ with ¢; in (5.4).
However, directly dealing with this group algebra element is complicatjed.J We will use the
following group algebra element instead:

D; =C,. SjL St

(=251 (a1,b1),0--,(az,b5) (8.1)

where S(4, 1,),....(a;,;) 18 the group permuting the pairs {(a1,b1),...,(a;,b;)}. The latter is
isomorphic to Sj;, where o € \S; corresponds to the permutation mapping a; — ay;), bi = by
for i € [], and the identity elsewhere.

Proposition 8.1. The operator D; is a scalar times an orthogonal projector. On every S,-
module M, its image contains the image of C‘ft_ij;‘;. Moreover, if M = S~ the two images

coincide. In particular, D; annihilates all S0 with i # j.
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Proof. First, all the multipliers in (81]) are orthogonal projectors up to a constant, and they
commute. Hence, D; is also a constant times an orthogonal projector.
Both Sp,—25) and S(a, y),....(a;,b;) are subgroups of Ry, hence

; + + - + _ p.pt
(n = 2))51CHRE = €0 8F, oSt (o Ry = DR

Thus, the image of (‘3732,?L is contained in the image of D;.
Also, D; contains C, S[n L
image of € JJQ;; in all S>‘ with A\ having 2 or less rows. O

hence, by Theorem (.4 the image of D; is contained in the

One problem is that D, is not guaranteed to annihilate irreps S* with A having more than 2
rows. Because of that, the image of D; turns out to be strictly larger than that of G;j R;; , which
annihilates all such irreps.

The main reason for our choice of D; is that all the multipliers in (81]) commute, therefore,
it is very easy to describe its image. For that, we will need the following version of the vector
C; from (B.6) with one of the multipliers dropped:

75 = ({ad = {ou}) st (a1} = (o1} 0 ({awsn} = {bssn}) o2 (a5} = {053)-

. . . (n] .
Proposition 8.2. Assuming k > j + 1, the image of D; in c(®) ® C™ has the following
orthogonal basis:

O =S"ops w R @ ({as} — {b.}),

s=1
J
IalE =" 0w R ({a.} ® {as} — {bs} ® {bs}),
s=1
J
Is)s =" s R ({ag} ® {bs} — {bs} ® {as}),

5 =37 05w {as, ba} W RYY) @ ({as} — {bs)),
1]} = C i > T®> {d},

TC[n—24],|T|=k—j deT
[IIg]} = C; > Te > {d.
TCh-2j)T|=k—j  de[—2j\T

If k = j, the basis consists of [O];:, [IA];:, [IB]‘ and [HIB] If k = j — 1, the basis consists only
of [O];}l. For k < j—1, the image is zero.

Proof. Take any basis element T'® {d} of c(¥) ® C™ and consider its image under D;. If
de [n 271, the derivation is similar to that of (5.7) and the image is a scalar multiple of either
[IIIA] or [HIB] in dependence on whether d € T' or not.

Now con81der the case d > n — 2j. We may assume d = a;, the other cases being similar.
Again, we have that D;T" = 0 unless ‘T N {ai,bi}{ = 1 for all ¢ < j, so we assume the latter
condition is satisfied. For T'N{a;, b;} all four options 0, a;, b;, or {a;,b;} are permissible though,
and we get that D;T" a scalar multiple of [O]?, I A]?, [IB]?, or [H]?, respectively.
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The vectors are orthogonal because they are supported on pairwise disjoint subsets of basis
vectors. The cases of k = j and k = j — 1 follow from observing that, in these cases, the unlisted
vectors are 0. ]

We will need few properties of these vectors. First, simple calculation reveals that the norms
of these vectors satisfy

bt =2 (") = =2 (%)
Joms = (5%
| = - a2 @__?) || = (- )2 (’;__%

Second, using Claim [5.6, we get the following action of W % ® I,, on these vectors, where I,

acts on C":
k—7+1 k—3j k—j—1
0]} e—j+1>[o]§+ (e—j+1>([IA]§_[IB]?)+ <€—j+1>[m§’

<

La]S

(

ol = (= el = (M0
(
(

<

(8.2)
115

I

[II14);

[Ig]; (k Zi; 1) [IHA];? + (E-;) )%,

8.1 Proof of Lemma

Our overall proof strategy is as follows, see also Figure [l First, we will identify non-zero
vectors

wis' € ALn (B ® &),
wi e AN (B 0E), wiyeAn(Blos), wlteATn(Ble&)

which feature the smallest values of k, where the corresponding spaces are non-zero. Let,
correspondingly, ¢;1 = j — 1, {;0 ={;3 = j, and {4 = j + 1. Then, we define

wy, = with wj,ik = (ij,i—”ﬁ ® In){[j;%,i.

The operation W % ® I,, is well-suited for that since it is a morphism from (C([?]) ® C" to
(C([Z]) ® C™, but it also maps B! @ & into BF @ &;. Also, by Proposition Wk is a positive

) p 7 7 ) y p p
multiple of @?H’“ on S"=79) hence, Eq. (T8) is automatically satisfied.

[n]
First, by Proposition 8.2, the image D; ((C(J'*l) ® (C") is 1-dimensional and is spanned by
wja’ ™ Z 7@ (fas) — (b)) € AN (BIL @ &),
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Figure 1

¢ ——— — —> ——j+1 —> &
Bia®&iy| |w’ > wy ! wj 1’ T wj 1
. T e
¢ i LT+l —
Bj@ & wj 2 > W2 wj 2
[} [} [ ]
B¢ ® &
j Y B e g
w;.3’ > w3’ T wj3
{
Bin®é +1 k
wj,4j S - > Wja

The structure of the image of D; in various modules. The columns correspond to the

modules (C([Z]) ® C™ for various / starting with ¢/ = j — 1. If £ > j, the image of D;
in this module is 6-dimensional, but only 4 of these dimensions are in Aﬁ (highlighted in
yellow). We find the first vector in each row (indicated by the framed vectors), and use the
morphism W*7* to move further in each row (indicated by the arrows). The bullets and
the stars correspond to vectors perpendicular to A?. They are identified in (83)) and (8.3]).

For the inclusion, note that each term in the sum belongs to ng ® &1, and it is the image of
Cj under the morphism 7'+ (T \ {d}) ® {d}, hence, belongs to .,4;:*1.

[n]
Now consider the image D; <(C( i )®C") , which, by the same Proposition[8.2], is 4-dimensional.
We already know one its vector ﬁﬁj € .A;: N (B;;l ® 51). Also,
w2 = [} + Il + Mg = C; @ R € AN (B) @ &).

Indeed, membership in Bg ® &y is obvious, and this vector is the image of C'; under the morphism
T+ T® R
(n] ;
The remaining two dimensions of D; (C( 7) ® (C") come from Bg ®&1. It is easier to identify

the one orthogonal to .A; Consider the vector
O ({a} @ (b} = (b} @ {as} — o}  {d) — {d} @ (b} + (B} @ () + {d} @ {as)),

as,bs,d}’
We can pair the terms in the sum in two different ways:

7 [ ({aad = () @ (o) + ({4) = (0.}) © {ac} + ({0} — {as}) @ {a}]
=07 [{ad @ ({0} — (@}) + {0} @ ({d) — {a}) + {@} @ ({a} — B3]

where d € [n — 2j]. It is an eigenvector of S]i; hence, it is orthogonal to Ag by Claim

which shows that this vector is in Bj ® &. By summing over all s € [j] and d € [n — 2j], we
obtain the following vector in the image of D;:

[OF + (n = 2j)[Is}] — j[IIs}] € (A)' N (B) @ &1). (83)
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The remaining fourth vector can be obtained by finding the vector orthogonal to 1/0713 , @EJ
and (83]). However, it is also possible to use the vector

<n—2j)[IAJ§+(n—2j>[IBJ§—2j[HIB]§i=Cj®<(n—2j> Soofa-2 Y {d}>eggi®gl

a=n—2j+1 de[n—2j]

and perform Gram-Schmidt orthogonalisation process with ([.3)). This gives us the following
vector in B} ® € orthogonal to (B.3):

wig' = —n[O)) + (n —j + 1)(n — 2)[Ial) — (j — 1)(n — 2j)[Ie}] — ji(n — 2j + 2)[[IIg}. (8.4)

Now we show that this vector belongs to A] Note that [IA] € AJ as the image of C; under
the morphlsm T — T®Y jerd. The vector w;s’ € B] ® &1 has non-zero inner product
with [IA] hence, Bj ® &1 contains a copy of the irrep S(" 7). Thus, by Proposition BI]
D; (Bg ® &) must contain a vector from .Ag. As the space is 2-dimensional, and the vector
in (R3) is ort'hogor'lal to Ag, the vector wj 3, which is orthogonal to (8.3, lies in A;. Therefore,
we have w;3’ € A} N (B; ® &) as required.

Now let us move to D; <(C(J[i]1) ® C”). The situation is similar. The space is 6-dimensional,
and we have identified four dimensions. The remaining two come from Bgi% ® &1. Again, it is

easier to identify the one perpendicular to .A;H. Consider the vector

Ci M [({as} {bs}) M ({¢} = {d}) @ ({c} — {d})
+({bs} — {c}) ¥ ({as} —{d}) ® ({as} —{d})
+({c} —{as}) b ({bs} — {d}) @ ({bs} — {d})],

where ¢,d € [n — 2j] are distinct. The vector is in Bji% ® &1. It is an eigenvector or Sgas,bs,c}’
hence, it is orthogonal to A]Jrl by Claim Summing over s € [j] and ¢,d € [n — 2j] gives us

the following vector in the i 1mage of D;:
200 = (n =2 = DIAR™ + (n = 2 = DI + (n = 25)(n — 2 — DT
+(n—2j — DIz — el e (A7 (BI ® &1).

In principle, it is possible to find the sixth vector by solving a 5 x 6 linear system, but there is
a more computationally efficient way. Observe that

Ciu ({c} —{d}) ® ({c} —{d}) e BT @ &1.
Summing over ¢,d € [n — 2j] gives

(n—2j — DA — [P e BT @ &1

Performing Gram—Schmidt orthogonalization on two vectors gives us the following vector in
B]+1 ® & orthogonal to (8H):

(8.5)

@jﬂ — _2[0];+1 +(n—2j— 1)[1A]§+1 (n—2j— 1)[IB]§+1 (- 2j)(n -2 — 1)[II]§+1
+(n—2j + 1)(n — 2j — DIIAPH — (n — 25 + 1)[II)

This vector belongs to .A] 1 because it has non-zero inner product with [III A];Jrl [H];H, which
is the image of C; under the morphism T — T'M 3~ 00 {d} ® {d}.

Let us note in passing, although we will not need this, that the vectors from (84) and (83
are from the isotypical subspace of S(=7=1.J:1),
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8.2 Proof of Lemma 7.3

To find decomposition of Vj, it suffices to find the projections of the normalized

wf = VEVL(Cy o R = [T} + (L]}

k

wk
onto the vectors w5y, Wi,

wh 5, wh ; from Section BT We have
k12 (n—2j
ot 2 = w22 ()

win" = (W7 @ I)w; = (015 + [1A)f - [1s)} + (1)}

)

First, take the vector

‘We have

B k\ k2 i (70— 2] k n—2j+2
<%ﬂ%1>—mhbn—ﬂy<k_j> and - [lig"* = W(k_j+1’

which gives

ok, = (o 5") :\/j<k—j+1)(n—k—j+1)
s

[ R e k(n—2j+2)(n—2j+1)

Second, take the vector

w2 = (Wt @ L)w;,! = ¢y R @ RYY
k k i(n—2j k12 (n—2j
, Y d : — 09I
() =2 (7)) ana @)= ()
2 — .
P bl et Vo

Third, consider the vector w; 3" = (WI=*® I,)wj3’. Eq. (82) and some simplifications give
us

‘We have

which gives

(ufsw55") = (=(k =3+ (n = 23)(n = 5 + DAL = 5(n — 24 + 21115

= 2j(n — j +1)(n — 2k) (7;4:?])

To get the norm of ﬂ)ﬁk, we can use (B.I5]). After some calculations, we arrive at

. . n—2j
ijs H ( >|]wj3J|’2_21n](n—23)( —]+1)(n—2j+2)<k_j>,
Therefore,
k k
o, = <uﬂ’wj3> _n—2k jn—3j+1)
P st Viek  (n=2))(n =2 +2)°
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Finally, consider the vector mk = (Wit1=F @ [)w; T Eq. (82) gives us
__ . . 2 . ‘ 2
(. @) = (0= = K)(k = D Bal|* + (0 = 5 = K)o — 2 + 1) [1ILA]|

= 2j(n—j—k)(k_j)(n_j+1)<7;€:ij>.

For the norm of ﬂ;ﬁk, we again use (B.I5]). After some calculations we arrive at

TP n—2j—2\, - 4 . 4 4 n—2j—2
| = (2 @ = 2=+ 0= 23+ =200 -2 - 0 (V)

Therefore,

k
¢j,4 =

(w5 \/(k‘—j)(n—j—k‘)(n—jﬂ%).

k|- g\ k(=2 (=2 + 1)

One can verify that
(&1)2 + (¢§,2)2 + (¢?,3)2 + (¢§,4)2 =1,

which is the content of Claim 4.1l This identity is obvious now as they are coordinates of a unit
vector in an orthonormal basis.
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A Upper bounds

In this section, we briefly describe the algorithms matching our lower bounds in Theorem [Tl
None of them are particularly complicated, but some can be found interesting in their own merit.
Some of the algorithms are folklore, and some are taken from [I]. Unless specified otherwise, all
algorithms in this section are supposed to give correct answer with probability at least 2/3. By
Remark 241 it is possible to reduce error by repetition.

A.1 Algorithmic Preliminaries

Before we proceed, we need some well-known results both from the theory of randomized and
quantum algorithms. They all are only needed for Section [A.2] and are not used anywhere else
in the paper. We assume the reader is familiar with basic probability theory.

Theorem A.1 (Chebyshev’s Inequality). Let X is a probability distribution with variance o>.

It is possible to get an estimate of the mean E[X]| with additive precision O(c) using 1 sample
from X.

Recall that in the above theorem, as elsewhere, we assume here that the algorithm can err
with probability up to 1/3. A distribution that is concentrated on values 0 and 1 is called
Bernoulli distribution. For that, we have an important corollary:

Theorem A.2. Let X be a Bernoulli distribution with unknown mean p. Then, O(1/(pe?))
samples from X are enough to estimate p with multiplicative precision €.

Theorem A.3 (Coupon collector). Assume we are sampling uniformly at random elements out
of a set S of size s. The expected number of samples needed to obtain t distinct elements of S is

e O(t), ift <s/2;
e O(slogs), if t = s.

For the quantum part, we will need the following version of the quantum amplitude ampli-
fication and estimation, which follows the original design of [14].

Theorem A.4. Let ¢ € H be some state known to the algorithm. It has a decomposition of the
form ¢ = alpo) + B|d1) for some orthogonal and normalised ¢, 1 € H and non-negative reals
a and B with B < 1/v/2. The decomposition is unknown to the algorithm, but it has black-box
access to a unitary R satisfying Rog = ¢o and Rp1 = —¢1. Under these assumptions, the
following two procedures are available:

o (Amplitude Estimation) It is possible to get an estimate of § with multiplicative precision
e using O(1/(eB)) executions of R.

o (Amplitude Amplification) With probability (1), it is possible to get a state ¢ such that
[{(é1,91)| = Q1) using O(1/B) executions of R.
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We will call ¢1 the marked part of the state ¢, and 8 the marked amplitude.

Remark A.5. Amplitude amplification works by applying the operator SR to ¢ some specific
number of times, where S is reflection about ¢. This has two consequences:

e The state of the algorithm is guaranteed to stay in the span of ¢y and ¢;.

e In the extreme case 8 = 0, the algorithm stays in the state ¢ = ¢g.

Corollary A.6. We can use Theorem in one of the following three ways. In all of them,
O1 =Yy = ﬁ Y icai) is the state from (L1).

(a) (From the outside, Grover’s search [18] and quantum counting [15]). We have ¢ =
ﬁz@'e[n]m- In this case, it is possible to get an element in x after O(\/n/|z|) exe-

cutions of the input oracle, and estimate |x| to multiplicative precision € in O(%\/n/|x|>
queries, where the input oracle can be any of the following: state-generating, reflecting, or

membership.
(b) (From the inside). We have ¢ = \/ﬁZiGAm; where A is some subset of x with |A| <

|x| /2 which is known to the algorithm. In this case, it is possible to get an element in x\ A

in O(+\/|z|/|A|) queries, and estimate |x| with multiplicative precision & in O(%\/ ]w\/\A[)
queries, where the input oracle can be any of the following: state generating or reflecting.
Moreover, the first algorithm is guaranteed to output an element of x (but possibly lying

in A).

(b’) (Incorrect execution of (b)). The settings are as in (b), but ¢ = |i) with i ¢ x. In this
case, amplitude amplification will stay in the state |i).

Proof. For (a), we have ¢g = h >_igz|i). The membership oracle implements R by defini-
n—|x

tion. R can be also implemented as the negation of the reflecting oracle, or using 2 queries to
the state-generating oracle. The marked amplitude g = +/|z|/n.

For (b), we have ¢¢ as a vector orthogonal to ¢; in the span of ¢ and ¢;. Again, R can be
implemented as the negation of the reflecting oracle, or using 2 queries to the state-generating
oracle. The marked amplitude is 8 = /|A|/|z]|.

In either (a) or (b), to get an element of x, we use amplitude amplification and measure ¢} in
the computational basis. Estimate of § with multiplicative precision € converts to an estimate
of |z| with multiplicative precision O(e), hence, we can use amplitude estimation to obtain the
latter.

To get the “moreover” part of (b), we use the first point of Remark [AJF] to observe that
the state of the amplitude amplification algorithm stays in the span of ¢y and ¢1, hence, is not
supported on the elements outside of x.

Point (b’) follows from the second point of Remark [A.5] as in this case ¢ is orthogonal to ¢;
and we have § = 0. O

A.2 Algorithms

In this section, we prove that Theorem [L.] is tight. We first describe the algorithms, and then
show how they correspond to the entries of Table [l

In the following two algorithms we assume classical samples from z for clarity. Clearly,
quantum samples v, as well as the state-generating oracle also work.
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Proposition A.7. It is possible to solve the approzimate counting problem using O(klog k)
classical samples from x.

Proof. The algorithm is similar to the classical coupon collector problem. Sample the elements
out of z sufficiently many times. Output that |z| = k if the number of distinct elements observed
is at most k, otherwise output that || = k’. The algorithm has 1-sided error.

For the analysis, we apply Theorem [A.3] with ¢ = s = k’ to obtain an upper bound of
O(K'log k') = O(klogk). O
Proposition A.8 ([I]). It is possible to solve the approximate counting problem using O<§>

classical samples from x.

Proof. The idea of the algorithm is to sample from z and count the number of pairs of equal
samples. Assume we have £ classical samples: s1,s3,...,8p. For 1 <i < j </, let Z;; = 15,—,.
The expectation and the variance satisfy E[Z;;] = 1/|z| and Var[Z;;] = O(1/k). The events Z;;
are not independent, but they are pairwise independent, which allows us to write

E[Z} Z,j] = % and  Var [Z} Z,j} :0(%).

By Chebyshev’s inequality, we can distinguish whether |z| = k or |z| = k' if

(=1 L1 :Q<L>.

2k 2k vk
Since —1) £—1) 72
o o <?€> ’
this happens when ¢ > CVk /e for a sufficiently large constant C'. O

Proposition A.9 ([1]). It is possible to solve the approzimate counting problem using O<%>
copies of the state ¥, from (I1).

Proof. Consider the following procedure. Take a copy of the state 1, and measure it against the
uniform superposition ﬁ Zz‘e[n} |i). The probability of measuring the uniform superposition is
exactly |x|/n. We have to detect whether this probability is k/n or (14¢)k/n. By Theorem [A.2]
this takes O(L> samples. O

ke?

Proposition A.10 ([1]). It is possible to solve the approximate counting problem in O(k1/3/62/3)
quertes to the state-generating oracle.

Proof. Let t < k/2 be some parameter to be specified later. We first obtain ¢ different elements
out of = using O(t) classical samples from x by Theorem [A.3 (implemented via the state-
generating oracle). Next, we execute the estimation algorithm of Corollary [A.6l(b). Altogether,

it takes
1
O(H—— 5)
eVt

queries to the state-generating oracle. The optimal value of ¢ is k/3/(2e2/3) < k/2. O
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Proposition A.11. Assume the algorithm is given an element j € x. Then, it is possible to

solve the approximate counting problem using O< k:/e) queries to the reflecting oracle.

Moreover, if it actually turns out that j ¢ x, the algorithm will report this after O(Vk)
quertes with probability 1.

Proof. We repeatedly execute the search algorithm of Corollary [AL6(b) starting with A = {j},
and extending A with newly found elements until |A| = ¢, where ¢ < k/2 is some parameter to
be specified later. If j € x, we are guaranteed that A C x throughout the whole procedure.

When |A| = ¢, we use the estimation algorithm of Point (b) of Corollary [A.6l with this choice
of A. The total number of queries to the input oracle is

O<\/E+\/§+---+\/g+é\/§> =O<\/H+§\/§>-

The optimal choice for ¢ is 1/(2¢) < k/2.

If j ¢ z, by Point (b’) of Corollary [A.6, we will always get the element j back on the first
execution of the search algorithm. Therefore, if we keep on getting j, we can end and report
that j ¢ x. O

Proposition A.12. The approximate counting problem can be solved using either O <\/§ + \/%>

queries to the reflecting oracle, or O<\/§> queries to the reflecting oracle and O<\/%> queries

to the membership oracle.

Proof. The idea is to use Proposition [A.T1] but we need an element of x beforehand. For that
we use Grover’s search of Corollary [AL6(a). Moreover, if Grover’s search fails, the algorithm of
Proposition [A.11] is able to detect this, in which case we run Grover’s search again. After O(1)
tries, we will succeed with high enough probability.

Grover’s search requires O(y/n/k) applications of the reflecting or membership input oracle.
Together with the estimate of Proposition [AT1] this gives the required complexity. U

Theorem A.13. The Table [ is tight except for k replaced by klogk in the first item of the
first row.

By this we mean that it is possible to solve the approximate counting problem if the resources
allocated to the algorithm satisfy one of the eight rows of Table [Il with the meaning of Q as
follows. We consider Row 4 for concreteness, the other rows being similar. There exists a
universal constant C' such that for every choice of gg and ¢ satisfying qgv/¢ > Vk/e, it is
possible to solve the approximate counting problem using at most C'¢ copies of the state 1, and
at most Cqg executions of the state-generating oracle.

Proof of Theorem [A.13. We will go through the table and comment on which propositions the
corresponding entries are based.

In Row 1, these are Propositions [A.7], [A.8 and [A.9] respectively, where, as mentioned above,
k is replaced by klogk in the first case.

In Row 2, it is the estimation algorithm of Corollary [A.6l(a).

In Row 3, the first item is from Corollary [A.6[a) again, and the second one is Proposi-
tion

In Row 4, we can assume that £ = O(k) since otherwise we fall under the scope of Row 1.
By Theorem [A3] we can obtain ¢ = Q(¢) distinct elements of z using ¢ classical samples. After
that, we refer to the estimation algorithm from Corollary [A.6(b).
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The first item of Row 5 is from Corollary [A.6l(a), and the second one is Proposition [A. T2}
Row 6 is obtained in the similar way as Row 4, where we use ¢+ g¢ classical samples from z.
Row 7 is Proposition [A-T1l Note that in this case it suffices to have only a single copy of ¥,

to reduce error probability via repetition, ¢f. Remark 2.4
Row 8 is Proposition [A.12) O

B Proofs omitted from Section

Let us first define the subrelative and the relative yo-norms.

Definition B.1 (Subrelative yo-norm). Let A = (A, ,) and A = (A;,) be two families of
matrices labelled by z € X and y € Y. All matrices A, , are of the same dimension, and all
matrices A, , are of the same dimension.

The subrelative vo-norm is defined as

[T o A
[T o Al

F2(AlA) = %(A:my | A:v,y)meX, yey = mI@X (B.1)

Definition B.2 (Relative y9-norm). Under the same assumptions as in Definition Bl the
relative yo-norm,

VZ(A’A) = '72(Ax,y ’ Aw,y)xeX, yeY S

is defined as the optimal value of the following optimisation problem, where Y, and ®, are
linear operators of appropriate size and W is a vector space:

minimise max{maxmeXHTx\F,maxyey||<1>y\|2} (B.2a)

subject to Az, =Y, (Azy @ hy)P, forallze X andyeY. (B.2b)
These norms are related by the following simple inequality.
Proposition B.3. For all A and A, we have Y2 (A|A) < y2(A|A).

Proof. From (B.2h), we get that for every X x Y-matrix I':
I'o A = diag(Y})((I' 0 A) ® Iyy) diag(®y),
where diag(®,) is a block-diagonal matrix with blocks ®, on the diagonal. Hence,

o Al < Yol - [IT oA - < a(AJA)T o A O
I o All < max Yo - [T Al - max [Vy | < v2(A]A)|T o Al

Let us note that the norms are equal in an important special case when A, , are 1 x 1-
matrices [9]. In particular, we recover the usual yo-norm of an X x Y matrix A = (az):

72(14) = '?Q(Gm,y | 1):v€X,y€Y = 72((1:1:,31 | 1)m€X,y€Y-
Now let us prove Lemma

Proof of LemmalZ.3. Let T be the X x Y-matrix defined by T[z,y] = (7, 7,). We claim that
Y (T) < 2v/6. From this the lemma follows, as

[Po Bl = 0o (2 -1 = Lo =]~ [ro > 83~ 25 = va

using the dual formulation of the yo-norm.
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Let us prove the claim. Recall that we assume that the workspace H = C2®@H’. Let IIy and
IT; be the projectors on the values 0 and 1 of the first qubit, respectively. By condition on the
error of the algorithm, ||II;7,]|2, |[Ilo7,|/* < 6 for all x € X and y € Y. Thus,

Iy, II
(Te, Ty) = <\4/5H07'x e \;%— ) \;%—y e %H17y>.

The norm of the both vectors on the right-hand side of this equation is at most v/2v/, and the
claim follows by the primal formulation of the ~2-norm. O

Let us now move to the proofs of vs-equivalences from Section By Proposition [B.3 to
prove that A and A are yo-equivalent as in Definition B4 it suffices to show that

72(A|A)a ’72(A’ A) = 0(1)

Proposition B.4 ([10]). For the state-generating input oracle Oy as defined in (2.4)), we have
that the family (Oy — Oy)zyep 18 Y2-equivalent to the family AY & AY" defined in (37).

Proof. In particular, the state |0) is orthogonal to all .
In one direction, we have that

Yo =ty = (0 = 0y)|0)  and ¢y =y = —(0:(0))" (O — Oy)Oy,
implying that

12(A0y @ ALy 105 = 0y), ep < L.

Now let us prove the opposite direction. Let L, = ¢, @ ¢k = |1,) (0] + |0)(¢),|. Note that

L,—L,= Af,y ® Afz and L2 is the projector onto the span of |0) and |¢,). The latter gives
us that O, = L, +1 — L%. Hence,

Oy — Oy =Ly — Ly+ L) — L% = (Ly — Ly) — (Lg — Ly) Ly — Lo(Ly — Ly),
which implies
72 (Ox o Oy ‘ Aiy S A;D:U)J:,yeD =2 (OJ} o Oy ’ Ly — Ly)m,yED <3. -

Proposition B.5 ([9]). For the membership oracle Oy as defined in (23), we have that the
family (Oy — Oy)zyeD s y2-equivalent to the family (AEZmberShlp)Lyep defined in (3.8).

10 0 1
Oo—(o 1> and 01—<1 0),

Oy, We have

1%’7&% = (Omz|0>)*(omz - Oyz)|0>

Proof. Let us denote

so that O, = P

i€[n]

implying that

(AT 0, - 0,), p <1

On the other hand,
Oz, — Oy, = Og, 13,2y, — Loy, Oy,

(3

which gives

membershi
12(05 = Oy | AZY™TP) ep S 2. O
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C Proof of Theorem [3.1]

The proof closely follows the proof of Theorem 10 from [9].
Let v, and 1/1 @ be like in Section B2 Let T be the total number of invocations of the
combined input oracle We have (Y1 4,%1,y) = (€2, &y), and we define Y741, = 7,. This gives

T
(ar&y) = (s 7y) = D (Wt Yy) = Wrsr Vi)
t=1
Let ¢, be the state of the algorithm just after the ¢-th application of the combined input
(4)

oracle. Let (ﬁg; be the part of ¢;, that was processed by O;’. Here we consider the case when

the application of the oracle is direct: the inverse case is similar. We have gbgz =I® Og)) 252
This gives us

(Vw0 ty)— (Vra1,0: Yet1y) = Ve, Yry) — (Pt dry)
- Z((wﬁfi,wéf;> (o))
_ Z(< (1@ 0, (1@ 0D ) - (T 0D, (1@ 0Pyl ))
_ Z< 120 (1o (0% - o§”))¢,§2>.

Let us define .
@ (I®0) and vz(/i) = GB 1/)152
t=1

In particular, we have Hu; HQ = va(ci)H2 = LY. Recall that Elz,y] = (&,&y) — (T2, 7y) and
Aé’ )y = O, — Oy. Therefore, for the properly-sized identity matrix I:

Zu(z (1 ADYol.

Now we proceed, similarly as in the proof of Proposition For every D x D-matrix I', we
have

ok =3 diag(ul)")(To (1 © A)) diag(uf?).
i=1
Therefore,

IT o E| < izllgleag){Hu HFOA H maXHv H < ZlufoA(z Hrwnea[))(L()

D Limitations of the positive-weighted adversary

The approximate counting problem with the usual membership oracle is a prime example of the
power of the original formulation of the adversary method due to Ambainis [2]. For completeness,
we briefly restate the formulation of the bound and its application to approximate counting.
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Theorem D.1. Let f: {0,1}" D D — {0,1} be a (possibly partial) function. Suppose X C
YD), Y C f7Y0), m,m', £,¢' >0, and a relation ~ between X and Y are such that

e for each x € X, there are at least m different y € Y such that x ~y;
o for each y €Y, there are at least m’ different x € X such that x ~ y;

e for each x € X and j € [n], there are at most ¢ different y € Y such that x ~ y and
Tj # Yji

e for each y € Y and j € [n], there are at most ¢' different x € X such that x ~ y and
Tj 7 Y-

Then, any quantum algorithm evaluating f has to use 2 <\ / %7’) quertes to the standard input

oracle.

Theorem D.2. Consider the same counting problem as in Theorem [I1l, but assume that the
algorithm only has access to the standard membership oracle. Then, in order to solve the problem,
the algorithm has to use Q(%\/%) queries.

Proof. Let X contain all the sets of size k, and Y contain all the sets of size (1 + ¢)k. Define
the relation ~ so that two inputs x € X and y € Y satisfy « ~ y iff  C y. Then, it is easy to
check that

_(n—k , ((I+e)k _(n—k—1 , ((I+e)k—1
m_<€k )’ m—( ek )’ €_<€k—1 )’ and £ = ek —1 '

[ - I ) D

This is a particularly short and nice combinatorial proof, and the question arises whether
it is possible to adapt a variant of this technique for a more general Theorem [T We argue
that it is most likely impossible, in the sense that the most natural yet quite general adaptation
provably fails.

Previous research suggests that it is possible to substitute a general lower bound like in Propo-
sition 3.5 with a simple combinatorial argument like in Theorem [D.1] when Proposition 3.5 admits
a solution with I having only non-negative real entries, see e.g. [8, Section 3.2.3]. The latter is
known as positive-weighted adversary, and it is subject to some limitations, see [8, Section 3.3.2].

We will prove that it is impossible to obtain a good lower bound via Proposition if we
restrict I' to have non-negative entries. For simplicity, we consider the case ¢ = 1 and n > k.
Moreover, we will restrict the algorithm. We assume the algorithm only has access to the copies
of the state v, and the usual membership oracle, and we only consider the exact version of the

problem (with no error allowed).
Repeating the reasoning of Section B.3] but for the case when we only have the membership
oracle and assuming that there is no error, we get that the lower bound is given by

maximise || o U%||
subject to [T o A;|| <1 for all i € [n].
The usual dual formulation of this problem is
minimise  max Y X[z, 7]
z€D j€[n]

subject to Zj_ oty Xjlz,y] = \If[[x,y]]z forall x € X and y € Y;
) J

X; =0 for all j € [n],
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where D = XUY and the optimisation is over D x D positive semi-definite matrices X;. However,
if we restrict I' to have non-negative entries, the bound becomes (the proof is essentially the
same as in [8, Section 3.3.2]):

minimise max > i X[z, 7] (D.1a)

subject to Z X[z,y] > V[z,y]* forallzc X and y € Y; (D.1b)
It i 7#Y;

X; =0 for all j € [n]. (D.1c)

Now we will show that this optimisation problem admits a feasible solution with objective
value O (J%) This therefore rules out a non-trivial lower bound on the number of queries to
the membership oracle whenever ¢ = w(logn).

Indeed, when ¢ = 0, the approximate counting problem can be solved in O(y/n/k) queries.
This means that (D)) has a feasible solution with objective value O(y/n/k) when the right-hand

side of (D.ID) is replaced by 1. (It is also not hard to come up with an explicit solution.) Now
note that

Uz, y] = <¢x,7py> < 1/\/5

This means that, if we scale down the solution by v/ 2¢, we get a feasible solution to the original

variant of (D.J]) with the objective value O<1 /ﬁ)
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