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Abstract

How much memory does a device need to apply one quantum channel n times, if each
output must leave before the next input arrives? We count the qubits the device keeps,
the qubits it exchanges for fresh ones, and the purity it is given. Error is measured on
the whole experiment, against an adaptive observer.

Immediate release has a price. For the qutrit Werner-Holevo channel, vanishing error
requires log, 3 bits of purity per use, a known rate; we add a bound at finite error. If
all outputs may leave together, O(logn) bits suffice in total at polynomially small error,
refining a known zero rate. At error n~2 the change comes when outputs wait in batches
of about logn.

Purity separates cheap from expensive repeated use along one set of channels, the
closure of those that a finite, maximally mixed bath implements exactly: outside it, linear
purity is known to be needed at small error, hence linear memory when fresh qubits are
maximally mixed. We prove a converse for memory, keeping maximally mixed fresh qubits
and the optimal exchange rate from here on. A channel in the closure with a flat probe
(an input that leaves the minimal environment maximally mixed) can be served with
sublinear memory at any error that is not exponentially small. For channels built from
finitely many group relations, memory at fixed error is at most logarithmic, divergent but
sublinear, or linear, and some are linear exactly when some finitely presented group is
not hyperlinear.

At high precision, the memory of n uses of such a channel equals, up to squared
logarithms, the cost of the best single use that never leaves the channel’s support. That
cost is the bath entropy plus n times the entropy one use adds to the bath. For Houghton’s
group, devices acting through the group need and attain memory n!/3 up to logarithmic
factors. Whether the single-use law holds at fixed error is open.
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1 Introduction

A quantum channel is usually described by what it does to one input. Suppose instead that
a device must apply the same channel n times, and that each output must leave before the
next input arrives. With a fresh pure environment for every use, the device needs almost no
memory. But fresh pure qubits are a resource [72], and a device given little purity must keep
what it cannot afford to throw away. How much must it keep, and what decides the answer?

We count three resources. The memory @ is the number of qubits the device keeps
between uses. The exchange J is the number of qubits it hands over for good and replaces
with fresh ones. The purity of a register is its number of qubits minus its entropy [49]; P
is the purity of the initial memory and C' the total purity of the fresh qubits. Every reset,
purifier and random seed the device keeps is counted. Unless we say otherwise, fresh qubits
are maximally mixed, so C' = 0. The observer may keep a reference and may choose each
input after seeing earlier outputs. The error is the largest half trace distance, over all such
observers, between this whole experiment and n independent uses of the channel. A device
that releases each output before the next input arrives is a causal service.

The paper has three messages. Immediate release has a price, which a single qutrit channel
already shows. One closed set of channels, those that a finite maximally mixed bath can
imitate, separates cheap from expensive repeated use. Purity is known to mark this set, and
we show that memory marks it too, for channels with a flat probe. And for channels built
from group relations, at high precision, the memory of n uses is governed by a single use.

The price of immediacy. Consider the Werner-Holevo channel [83] on 3 x 3 matrices,
O(X)=i(Tr(X)I - XT),  H=log,3.

Up to a change of basis it is the spin-one channel that Landau and Streater used to show
that a unital channel need not be a mixture of unitaries [58].

Theorem A (Theorems 3.1 and 3.3). Every causal service of © whose error tends to zero
needs supplied purity P+ C > (H — o(1))n [27, Theorem 3.2(c) and Proposition F.1(c)], and
exact causal services attain P+ C = nH + O(y/n). If all n outputs may be released together,
©%™ has an implementation with error 1/poly(n) and supplied purity O(logn), refining the
rate zero of [29].

The rate H is the purity cost of an extreme channel, from earlier work [27]. What is added
here is a bound at finite error and the comparison with collective delivery. The reason for the
rate is rigidity. The Choi state of © lives on a three-dimensional antisymmetric subspace,
where tracing out the output acts as O itself, which has a bounded inverse. So a nearly
correct use cannot correlate its output and reference with a purification of the memory, and
each use must deposit logy 3 fresh bits of entropy there. Collective delivery avoids this by
holding all inputs until the end, so its memory is linear.

Letting outputs wait interpolates between the two. At error n~2, with sublinear memory
and linear exchange, batches much shorter than logn keep the full rate, while batches much
longer than logn have rate zero (Theorem 3.4). Rate zero for batches much longer than logn
holds for every unital channel (Theorem 3.5). The same logarithmic threshold appears for a
closed apparatus delivering an extreme ququart Schur channel [25, Theorems 7 and 8]; we
carry it to open services.

The collective bound holds for every unital channel (Lemma A.3, which extends [25,
Theorem 1]). At the level of rates it is a theorem of Faist, Berta and Brandao. With trivial
Hamiltonians, thermal operations are the noisy operations, work is counted in pure qubits, and
unital channels have zero thermodynamic capacity [29], [30, Equation (4.9) and Theorem 7.1].



The lemma adds the explicit O(logn) at polynomially small error. Classical randomness
cannot explain it. The channel O is not factorizable [43, Example 3.1], so its tensor powers
stay a fixed distance from mixtures of unitaries [43, Section 6]. This refuted the asymptotic
quantum Birkhoff conjecture of Smolin, Verstraete and Winter [79]; see also [75].

The dividing line. A finite tracial factorization of a channel is an implementation by one
unitary acting on the input and a finite bath that starts maximally mixed. It uses no purity,
and on a maximally mixed input it produces no bath entropy. Horodecki, Horodecki and
Oppenheim introduced these implementations as noisy operations [49], and Gour et al. define
noisy operations as their closure [37]. Let F be this closure. By Haagerup and Musat, F
consists of the factorizable channels that admit an ancilla embeddable in an ultrapower of
the hyperfinite II; factor [44, Theorem 3.6], and it contains every factorizable channel exactly
when Connes’ embedding problem has a positive answer [44, Theorem 3.7]. Distance is the
normalized Choi distance dy, half the trace distance between Choi states.

A channel of Choi rank r has a flat probe if some input, with a reference, leaves its minimal
environment maximally mixed; equivalently, its entropy exchange [73] can reach log, . For
such a channel in F, about % log r exchanged qubits per use is the least that permits sublinear
memory as the error tends to zero [27, Theorem 3.4]. From here on, unless we say otherwise,
the exchange is at most |(n — 1)logr/2| and errors are at most 1.

Theorem B (Theorem 4.1). Let ® be a channel on M.

(a) If ® € F has a flat probe of rank r > 2, then for every error sequence e, > 0 with
log(1/e,) = o(n) there are causal services with error at most €, and memory Q = o(n).

(b) [27, Theorem 3.2(b)] If ® is at normalized Choi distance A > 0 from F, every
causal service with imports between uses and error € has, at any exchange, P+ C >
n(A —¢€)2/(2In2). With mazimally mized imports its memory is therefore linear
whenever € < A.

Part (a) sharpens [27, Corollary 3.3(c)], which gives sublinear memory at an error that
tends to zero at no prescribed rate. The mechanism of part (b) is local tracialization [27,
Lemma 5.4]: a use that raises the bath entropy only slightly, on a maximally mixed input, is
close in Choi distance to a mixture of finite tracial factorizations (Lemma 4.5). A channel a
fixed distance from F must therefore produce bath entropy at a positive rate, and supplied
purity pays for it. The qutrit channel © lies at a positive distance from F, computed by
Haagerup and Musat [44, Theorem 5.6 and Corollary 5.7] and restated in Choi distance in
Proposition 3.2.

The question of reusing one device without resets goes back to Rybar and Ziman [72].
In their model one fixed unitary acts on a finite memory and each input, and a channel is
repeatable if every use, on uncorrelated inputs, induces exactly that channel. They showed
that random-unitary channels are repeatable and that nonunital channels are not repeatable
with a finite memory. They left the other unital channels open [72, Section IV]. Their entropy
count [72, Equation (3.7)] is the prototype of the purity bookkeeping behind Theorem B(b).

Proposition 4.6 answers their question: some unital channels that are not random-unitary
are repeatable, and some unital channels are not. The positive half rests on known results. A
Schur channel of Haagerup and Musat [43, Example 3.3] is unital and not random-unitary.
Lie, Son, Boes, Ng and Wilming showed that it has a catalytic dilation, in which the memory
state never changes [60, Proposition 15 and Appendix C|. Such a device repeats its channel,
here with one memory qubit. For the negative half we use the same bookkeeping. A device
that repeats ® for n uses with memory dimension M has log M > ndist;(®,F)?/(2In2). A
channel that one finite memory repeats forever is a finite mixture of finite tracial factorizations.



The qutrit channel © is unital, but repeating it n times needs log M > nlog 3, which their
n-cell device attains.

Rybar and Ziman also proposed devices whose memory starts maximally mixed, which are
our finite tracial factorizations, followed by a reset to the maximally mixed state. A reused
reset device receives inputs correlated with its own memory, and repeatability says nothing
about such inputs. Theorem B(a) instead replaces about %logr memory qubits per use by
fresh maximally mixed ones, under joint error and with memory that may grow sublinearly.
It can be read as an open-system, quantitative form of their proposal. Lie, Son, Boes, Ng
and Wilming call the finite mixtures of finite tracial factorizations strongly factorizable [60];
their closure is F.

Exact factorizability and membership in F are different questions. Haagerup and Musat’s
equivalence, combined with MIP* = RE [53], implies nonconstructively that in some finite
dimension an exactly factorizable channel lies outside F; Musat records this for a Schur
channel [65, Corollary 3.11]. Our companion paper [63] gives explicit rational examples,
conditional on recent preprints. Their distance from F is explicit but astronomically small
(Proposition 5.3). In the other direction, some mixtures of two unitaries lie in F but have no
finite tracial factorization [65, Proposition 3.6]. Musat and Rgrdam give channels in F with
no finite-dimensional ancilla at all, in every dimension d > 11 [66, Theorem 4.1]; Mori lowers
this to d > 8 [65, Theorem 2.5].

Three regimes for group gadgets. A canonical gadget (Section 2.2) is a channel built
from a finite list of relations in a group, by the construction of [28, Section 9]. Its Kraus
operators are indexed by finitely many group elements, the labels, and it is factorizable
through the group von Neumann algebra. Write P for the group presented by the gadget’s
own relations. For gadgets the dividing line refines into three regimes at every fixed error
(Theorem 5.1 and Table 2). Memory is at most logarithmic when a finite quotient of Py
separates the labels; the gadget then has an exact finite tracial factorization [27, Theorem 8.6].
Memory diverges but stays sublinear when the labels are separated only by unitaries in a
tracial ultrapower of the hyperfinite factor. Otherwise it is linear. The linear regime contains
a gadget exactly when some finitely presented group is not hyperlinear (Proposition 5.2).

Slofstra and Vidick read the same three-way split off hyperlinear profiles [78, Section 2].
For linear-system games it governs the entanglement needed for near-perfect play [19, 76, 78].
There the dimension diverges as the error tends to zero; here memory diverges with the
number of uses at fixed error.

One use governs many. Realize one use of a gadget ® by a unitary acting on the input
and a bath in state p. Over n uses the bath entropy S = S(p) is paid once, and the entropy a
that one use adds to the bath (with maximally mixed input) is paid n times. So the natural
cost of the use is S 4 na. Let the profile Zg(n) be the least such cost over uses whose output
stays exactly in the span of the gadget’s Kraus operators and which tell the labels apart to a
fixed coarse accuracy (Definition 6.1). The bath state may be coherent.

Theorem C (Theorem 6.5). Let ® be a canonical gadget with Choi rank r > 2, and let
e < 1/[nlog3(en)]. The least memory Q of a causal service of ® with error e satisfies

c(1+Zy(n)) < 1+Q < Clog(n/e) (1+ Zo(n)),
with constants that depend only on the dimension and the Choi rank.

At fixed error the lower bound is a second profile, Lj(n), which also allows each use a
leakage of order 1/n outside the Kraus span (Definition 2.4). Whether Zg(n) and L (n)
agree up to polylogarithmic factors is the main open problem (Problem 9.1).



The profiles make intermediate scales visible. For the configuration-lamp gadget of [28,
Section 11], memory is n'/2t°(1) [28  Theorem 11.1(b)], and the fixed-error profile L3 matches
it (Corollary 7.9). For Houghton’s channel, devices whose uses act through Houghton’s
group, with negligible discard, need memory n'/3 up to logarithmic factors, and such devices
attain it (Theorem 8.7). For arbitrary devices, n'/3 up to logarithms is an upper bound [27,
Corollary 6.7], and the exponent is open.

Related work. Memory channels [57, 14] and collision models [18] describe repeated
interactions with an environment. Sequential protocols are described by quantum combs [15]
and strategies [42]; our error uses their adaptive discrimination setting. The memory needed
to realize a given comb has been minimized when discarding is free [8, 9]; here discarding
costs exchange and every retained qubit counts. Programmable processors store a channel in
a program register [68, 47]; here the channel is fixed and the memory serves its repetition.
Process tensors describe the multi-time response to interventions and detect environmental
memory [70]. Here the target process has independent uses, and the memory belongs to its
resource-constrained implementation. Quantum statistical complexity minimizes simulator
entropy for prescribed output statistics [40], not for a channel on arbitrary entangled inputs.
Mendl and Wolf analyze the mixed-unitary structure of unital and covariant channels [62];
Haagerup and Musat determined which members of their qutrit family are factorizable [44,
Corollary 5.7], the input to Proposition 3.2. On the operator-algebra side, a unital channel is
factorizable exactly when its iterates are compressions of the iterates of one trace-preserving
automorphism of a larger algebra, equivalently when it has a Markov dilation [43, Theorem 4.4];
Haagerup and Musat credit the first equivalence to Kiimmerer. These are iterates of the
channel, not independent uses.

Thermodynamics prices processes in work. Faist and Renner give the single-shot work
cost of a process on a specified input [33]. Faist, Dupuis, Oppenheim and Renner bound the
work cost of a logical process on a fixed input by a smooth max-entropy of the discarded
information given the output [31]. Both allow every Gibbs-preserving map for free; with trivial
Hamiltonians these are the unital channels, so © costs nothing there. Gibbs-preserving maps
can outperform thermal operations on single instances [32], but for i.i.d. implementations
the two cost the same [29], [30, Theorem 7.1]. Theorem A shows that the gap reopens, at
the full rate H, when each output must leave at once. Faist, Berta and Brandao asked how
their costs change under distinguishability measures suited to memory effects [29]. For trivial
Hamiltonians the answer depends on the delivery contract: the qutrit lower bound needs only
fresh entangled inputs chosen in advance, so the jump comes from immediate release, not
from the stronger measure.

Catalysis is the closest neighbour. Exact return of a catalyst’s marginal can coexist with
correlations: entropy and rank govern unitary state conversion [84], and free energy governs
approximate correlated-catalytic conversion under Gibbs-preserving operations [74]. Lie and
Jeong show that every catalytic channel is factorizable, so that not every unital channel is
catalytic, and treat uncorrelatedness as a consumable randomness resource [59]. Boes et al.
show that a quantum source of randomness of dimension v/d suffices for every noisy state
transition on a d-dimensional system [10], a halving of the same kind as the exchange rate
%log r. Son et al. show that exact catalyst return near one input implies return on every
input [80]. Returning a marginal is weaker than simulating a full adaptive experiment; here
retained catalysts count as memory and every import is independent and charged. Channel
resource theories quantify processes under specified free operations [38], thermodynamic ones
included [30]; our additional constraint is the chronological memory and exchange budget.



Relation to earlier papers. The Houghton paper [26] supplies the far-commutator area
bound and the finite models of Houghton’s group; the presentation itself is Johnson’s, as used
in [27, Section 4]. The causal-memory paper [27] supplies the model, the step from a service
to a single good use, the service at the optimal exchange rate, and the purity bounds behind
Theorem A and Theorem B(b). The configuration-lamps paper [28] supplies the gadget
construction and the lamp channel’s memory laws. The rational-channel paper [63] supplies
exactly factorizable channels at an explicit distance from F, and the group certificate behind
our canonical example in regime (iii), conditional on recent preprints [82, 1, 81]. Closed
repeated use [24], the no-reset setting of [72], concerns one unchanging bath with no exchange.
Finite numerical checks of the constants are in the accompanying verify directory; they
support but do not replace the proofs.

Organization. Section 2 specifies the model. The qutrit separation comes first, followed by
the dividing line and the one-use memory bounds. The remaining sections develop examples
and the open comparison. Each main statement links to its proof.

The appendices fall into three groups. Appendices A, B, C, E, F and J prove the results
of Sections 2-7: the qutrit and batching results, the closure law and repeatability, the
gadget classification, the memory law with its static comparisons, and the one-round lower
bound. Appendix N proves the Houghton results of Section 8, which also use the device of
Theorem H.18 and the cap of Proposition 1.4. The rest is specialized. Appendix D bounds
a mixture profile for phased monomial dynamics. Appendices G, H and I, with proofs in
Appendices K, L, M and S, develop flat-source, conserved-bias and spatial constructions and
their limits. Appendices O—-R extend the Houghton analysis; Section 8 summarizes their
results.

2 Model and profiles

Conventions. Logarithms are to base 2 and In is natural. We write 7, = Tr /m for the
normalized trace on M,,, | X|| for the Hilbert-Schmidt norm, || X|jz = 7(X*X)Y? for its
normalized version, || X || for the operator norm, and hgy for the binary entropy. For a channel
T on My, J(¥) = (¥ ®id)(|Q)(Q]) with |Q) = d~1/23,]ii) is its normalized Choi state,
do(V, W) = || ¥ — V||, and d; (¥, V') = || T (¥) — T (¥')||; is the normalized Choi distance,
and dist (¥, S) = infyes dy (P, ) for a set S of channels.

Throughout, ® is a channel on My with linearly independent Kraus operators Ay, ..., A,
r > 2. So r is the Choi rank of ®, and the support projection Ilg of J(®) projects onto
the span of the vectorized Kraus operators. A flat probe is a pure state 1, of the input and
a reference whose output (® ® id)(¢) is flat of rank r; equivalently, its input marginal p,
satisfies Tr(p AfA;) = 0;5/7.

2.1 Rounds

Definition 2.1 (Rounds). A round of ® is a pair (U, p) of a unitary U on C? ® CM and a
state p on CM| the bath. It has the channel and the bath map

U(X)=TryUX ®p)U", T(p) =TrqU(mq ® p)U",

and four numbers: its distance u = do (¥, @), its support leakage ¢ = Tr[(I — Ig) T (V)], its
entropy production a = S(T(p)) — S(p), and its bath entropy S = S(p). The round is flat if
p = P /k is the normalized projection onto a subspace K of dimension k, has zero leakage if
£ =0, and is ezxact if £ =0 and u = 0.



The map T is unital and trace preserving, so a > 0. A round is one use of a device seen
from inside: the bath is the memory, p is its state when the input arrives, and T'(p) is the
memory after a use with maximally mixed input. Leakage measures how far the round leaves
the Kraus span of ®; entropy production measures how much the memory is stirred. The
letter a always denotes entropy production; group generators that are traditionally called a
and b are written a, b.

2.2 Canonical untwisted anchored gadgets

Definition 2.2 (Canonical untwisted anchored gadget). Choose a group G, a finite generating
set S, and a finite list R of words in S*!, of length at least two, equal to 1 in G. The list
need not present G. Let the nonempty symbols consist of the 2|.S| formal signed letters and
one tagged prefix (i, j) for each word r; = 051 -+ 0 m;, € R and 2 < j < m;. Tags distinguish
physical positions even when two prefixes name the same word or group element. Write
Dil = 0i1, Pim; = &, and let p; ; denote the tagged prefix for 2 < j < m;. The triangle
list is (pij—1, 045, Pij)s 2 < j < my, together with (s,s1, @), s € S. Use exactly the scalar
coefficients and block placement in (1) below, with a singleton diagonal slot for the identity
and for each nonempty symbol.

The adjective canonical refers to this fixed table and its regular-trace channel. Untwisted
means that triangle products are ordinary products: no projective phase or cocycle enters a
label relation. The minus sign in each two-by-two block is part of the fixed table. Anchored
means that every distinct group label has a coefficient-1 diagonal slot whose row and column
have no other slot. We also call these channels canonical gadgets. If s = |S|, ro = |R| and
A =", my, the table has 2s + A — 2y nonempty symbols and A — 9 + s triangles, hence
d=1+44s+ 3A — 4rg.

This is the construction of [28, Section 9]. Write [w] for the element of G represented by
a symbol, so every triangle has [z]|[y] = [z]. Assign arbitrary unitaries A(w) to the nonempty
symbols and set \(&) = I. The physical gadget unitary is

o . G (1 A(y)
Uy = diag (I, (Mw))w) & (@ v ()\(1:) —A(:U)A(y)> ’ W

z,Y,%)

which is unitary for every unitary A. The gadget channel evaluates the symbols in the
left regular representation and traces out the group von Neumann algebra: ®g(X) =
(id @ 7)[Ux(X ® 1)Ux]. Writing Uy = >_, caFa ® A([w,]) over the slots a (nonzero entries),
the group elements [w,| are the labels, £ is their set, and

D(X) =D AXA:,  Ag= Y caFa

geL [wa]=g

So every gadget channel is factorizable by construction, through My ® L(G) with the trace
74 ® 7 and the unitary Uy, in the sense of Anantharaman-Delaroche [2], in the unitary form
of [43, Theorem 2.2]. The only question is whether it lies in the closure F of finite tracial
factorizations (Section 2.3). The A, have disjoint supports, so r = |£| is the Choi rank. Every
label has an anchor: a diagonal slot z, with coefficient 1 whose row and column contain
no other slot. Hence the label weights pg = ||Ag|%/d satisfy pg > 1/d and 3>, g = 1, and
half of a maximally entangled state on the r anchors is a flat probe of rank r [28, Section 9.
The labels are the actual distinct elements £ C G, rather than the words naming them. In
particular equal words in G share a Kraus operator. The finite presented label group is

Pp = (vg (9 € L) | v1 =1, vpvp, = vy, for every triangle (z,y, 2)).



It is finitely presented and has the surjective homomorphism ¢ : P — (£) < G, q(vg) = g.
This quotient need not be an isomorphism. All representation criteria below concern Pg
and its named label set. A representation separates the labels if it distinguishes v, and vy,
whenever g # h in L.

A label chunk E is a finite subset of the presented label group containing these named
labels, with partial multiplication xy = z whenever x,y, z € E and that equality holds. Its
sofic profile og(s), s > 1, is the least N for which some map f: E — Symy with f(1) =id
has normalized Hamming multiplicative defect at most 1/s on defined products and distance
at least 1 —1/s between distinct elements, and +oo if there is none [21, Definitions 3.2 and 3.4].
In Cornulier’s terms such an f is a (1 — s~ !)-expansive s !-morphism. In source-specific
applications we specify whether E is instead the image chunk in G.

Example: a two-element group. Take G = Z/2 with generator a, S = {a} and R = {a?},
so s =rg=1and A = 2. The relator aa has no tagged prefix, so the nonempty symbols
are the two signed letters a,a~!. The triangles are (a,a, @) from the relator and (a,a™ !, @).
Hence d = 1+ 2 +2-2 = 7. In the regular representation A(a) = A(a™!) = u with u? =1,
and (1) reads

1 u 1 u
— g 1 1
UA—dlag(l,u,u)@\/E(u —1>@ﬁ<u _1>.
The labels are 1 and a, so r = 2. With the basis ordered as in this display, the Kraus operators
are

Ay =En+ %(EM — Ess + Eos — Er7),  Aa = Ex+ Es3+ %(E% + Es4 + Eer + E76),
and AJA; + AJA, = Iy. The slots (1,1) and (2,2) are anchors, so half of a maximally
entangled state on span{|1),|2)} is a flat probe. The presented label group Pg is Z/2 itself.

Example: the Houghton gadget. Take Johnson’s presentation of Hs in Section 8.
The relator o contributes the single triangle («, a, @); the other relators contribute their
successive prefixes in the same way. Its table has 33 nonempty symbols, 35 triangles, d = 104
and 7 = 26 actual labels. In particular 1 and v = caca™! have separate singleton anchors.
The latter is a three-cycle in the action on the rays. This supplies both a physical channel
and the finite presentation Pg,,; here the full Johnson relators recover Hjz after eliminating
prefix generators. Other gadgets use relations that hold in the group without presenting it.
The configuration-lamp gadget is one: its presented label group is only known to map onto
the group generated by its labels.

Permutation rounds. Let f: £ — Sym(Q2) be any map with f(1) = id on a finite set
2, and let Uy be the gadget unitary with A(w) the permutation matrix of f([w]); it is
unitary although no relation need hold [28, proof of Proposition 12.1]. With a diagonal bath
p = diag(p) this is a permutation round. A point w is triangle-good if f([z]) f([y])w = f([z])w
for every triangle, labels g # h collide at w if f(g)w = f(h)w, and the round is free if no
labels collide on the points it uses. At a triangle-good point every slot of label g sends w to
f(gw, so Ur(§ ® |w)) = 32, A€ @ |f(g)w). For a bath supported on triangle-good points,
S = H(p) and a = H(Tp) — H(p) with Tp = 3°, 11yf(g)«p. The regular action of a group
in which the gadget relations hold and the labels are distinct gives free permutation rounds
with every bias.

Lemma 2.3 (Leakage of permutation rounds). In a permutation round with distance u and
leakage £, the pure-point round at w has leakage O if w is triangle-good, whatever the collisions,



and at least 1/(4d) otherwise; hence the bath gives mass at most 4dl to triangle-bad points.
Moreover, for labels g # h, the bath gives mass at most 2u to the points where g and h collide.

2.3 Causal services

We use the model of [27, Definition 2.3]. It extends the no-reset setting of Rybar and
Ziman [72], in which one fixed unitary acts on a finite memory and each use must induce
the channel exactly on uncorrelated inputs. Here the unitaries may depend on the round,
memory qubits may be exchanged, inputs may be adaptive and entangled, and the error
is approximate and joint. The joint criterion matters: one fair bath bit controlling I or Z
on every qubit repeats dephasing in their sense, but its joint error is at least 1 — 217" [24,
Proposition 8.1]. A causal service of ® for n rounds has a memory of @ qubits in a fixed
initial state Sy and, in each round, a fixed unitary on the input and the memory, after which
the output is released; after each round but the last, a prescribed set of memory qubits is
exported for good and replaced by imported qubits in a fixed state, independent of everything
else. An observer chooses the inputs adaptively, possibly entangled with quantum references
of its own, and the error is the largest half trace distance between the observer’s final state
and its final state with n independent uses of ®. The resources are the memory (), the
exchange J (the number of exported qubits) and the purity P + C, with P = Q — S(fy) and
C the sum over the imports of their number of qubits minus their entropy. Every retained
qubit counts.

The prescribed exchange takes place between rounds; this is the between-round service
contract used throughout, except for the explicit timing extension in Theorem 3.1. A public
service has its unitaries, schedule and imported states described to the observer, and no
uncounted runtime seed is supplied. Randomness in the specified mixed source states is
allowed and counted in the purity. The description does not reveal the samples drawn from
such sources. A chronological compiler turns a one-round response family into such a service,
releasing each output before the next round and charging every workspace and clock qubit.
In the language of quantum strategies, the observer error is one half of the full strategy
discrimination norm: equal-prior discrimination succeeds with probability 1/2 + A/2 when
our error is A [41, Definition 1 and Section 3.3].

A channel has a finite tracial factorization if U(X) = (id @ 7a7)[U(X ® Ip)U*] for a
unitary U on C¢ ® CM; the bath dimension is M. Write F,, for the channels with a finite
tracial factorization of bath dimension at most m, and F for the closure of their union.
Finite tracial factorizations are the noisy operations of [49], and F is the closed set of
noisy operations of [37]. The finite mixtures of finite tracial factorizations are the strongly
factorizable channels of [60], and F is their closure. By a theorem of Haagerup and Musat,
F consists of the factorizable channels, in the unitary form of [43, Theorem 2.2], that admit
an exact factorization through My; ® N for some tracial von Neumann algebra N with a
trace-preserving embedding into an ultrapower of the hyperfinite II; factor, and whether
it contains every factorizable channel is equivalent to the Connes embedding problem [44,
Theorems 3.6 and 3.7]. Gadget channels of hyperlinear groups lie in the closure: the regular
group trace has matrix approximants, which realize the fixed table. This uses the theorem
that the group von Neumann algebra of a countable group embeds in R* exactly when the
group is hyperlinear [69, Theorem 8.5]; Pestov credits it to Kirchberg [56] and Radulescu [71,
Proposition 2.5], among others. Haagerup—Musat’s characterization applies [44, Theorem 3.6].
More generally the criterion is separation of the finite labels of Py in U(RY), as stated in
Section 5. For a gadget channel in the closure, %logr qubits per use is the optimal exchange
rate [27, Propositions 3.1 and 9.1]. We work at this rate: a service is at the rank rate if
J < Zlogr, and Q*(n, €) denotes the least memory of a rank-rate service of ® for n rounds
with error at most €, with any purity.
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We write Qf,;(n,€) when imports are required to be flat (C' = 0), with the sharper
schedule J < |(n — 1)logr/2|. The explicit upper constructions meet this contract. Initial
purity is always charged as P = @ — S(p) and may be as large as the retained memory.

Symbol Meaning

Q,J,P,C Retained qubits, replacement slots counted once, initial entropy deficit, imported entropy
deficit

Uu, € One-round half-diamond error; complete adaptive-experiment half trace distance

S, a,l Source entropy; Choi-input bath entropy production; normalized-Choi support leakage

L3, Z5,Us  Leaky entropy cost; exact-support entropy cost; exact rectangular rank cost

Fons F Channels with a finite tracial factorization of bath dimension at most m; closure of their
union

Dinix,® Approximation profile using finite mixtures of finite tracial factorizations

By, g Response isometries; fixed Choi weights || A4||%/d

Table 1: Notation used across the main results. Entropies are in bits.

2.4 Profiles

Definition 2.4 (Two-scale profiles). For n > 1, u > 0 and ¢y > 0 put
Lo (n;u, o) = inf{S(p) + na: (U,p) around of ® with distance < u and leakage < {y},
over rounds with any finite bath, and Le(n,e) = Lo(n;€, 32¢/n). The two-scale profile is
L*(n) = Lo (n; %6’ 15%)
For a class C of rounds, L¢(n;u, £y) is the same infimum over rounds of C.

The distance % and the leakage % are the values that Theorem 7.3 obtains from a
service with error at most %6, using the extraction theorem with A = 2. The bath entropy
and the entropy production enter at different scales: the constraint on leakage is read at 1/n,

while entropy production is charged n times.

Remark 2.5 (An upper comparison with the hyperlinear profile). Let E be a label chunk in
Pg. In the convention of Slofstra—Vidick [78, Definition 7.1], n(E;d,e) is the least unitary
dimension with normalized Frobenius multiplicative defect at most e and pair separation
at least 0. Their conditions (defects on all products in E, separation of all distinct pairs,
¢(1) = I) are stronger than the triangle and label conditions used here, so the bound below
applies. For a canonical untwisted anchored gadget, constants t¢ € N and cp > 0 give

Ly(n) < LE*(n;1/16,2/(15n)) < tg logy (4n(E; 1, ca/v/n)) .

The constructed round is a finite tracial factorization, so its production is zero. Fixed
amplification pays only the displayed logarithmic dimension cost; Appendix F.8 proves the
comparison. This is a one-sided flat-round bound, rather than an equivalence with sofic
profiles or with biased or rectangular source costs.

The profile of [27, Remark 5.3] reads a round under the single budget ¢ + a < v. At the
rank rate the budget that a service supplies is of order (Q + logn)/n, which is far above the
error scale 1/n for leakage and is exactly the cost scale for entropy production; reading both
quantities at one scale is what the two-scale profile avoids.

Lemma 2.6 (Monotonicity). Lg(n;u,fy) is nonincreasing in u and in Ly, and Lg(n,€) >
L*(n) for0 < e< . If0 < c¢1 < c and K > ¢/ey, then Lo(n;u, c1/n) < Lo(Kn;u,c/(Kn)).
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So an upper bound proved at leakage c;/n instead of ¢/n costs a constant rescaling of n,
which is harmless for profiles that grow at most polynomially.

Proposition 2.7 (The linear ceiling). Every channel ® with Choi rank r has, for alln > 1,
a causal service with error 0, exchange J = 0 and memory Q = nllogr|. In particular
Q*(n,e) < nflogr].

This is the n-cell construction of Rybar and Ziman [72, Section III], with minimal pure
Stinespring environments.

The same device read as a round shows L*(n) < nlogr: the Stinespring dilation with
a pure environment of dimension r is an exact round with S = 0 and a < logr. So both
sides of the law lie between 0 and n[logr]. The profile is sublinear only through rounds with
a = o(1), and a round with a > 1/polylog(n) already costs at least n/polylog(n).

2.5 Dilations

Definition 2.8 (Rectangular dilations [28, Theorem 12.2]). Maps By,..., B, : C¥ — c¥
k < k', form an ezact rectangular dilation of ® if W = >, A; ® B; is an isometry, Tr(B}B;) =
ké;j and Y-, Bf B; = r Iy. Its room is log(k'/k), and

Us(n) = inf{logk + nlog(k'/k)}
over exact rectangular dilations.

For a gadget channel, maps B, indexed by the labels form a gadget family if they satisfy
the identities of Lemma 2.9(a). Its flat Gram is the matrix (74 (BjBp))g,h-

Lemma 2.9 (Gadget dilations). (a) For a gadget channel and maps By : C* — cF, W=
>-g Ag @ By is an isometry if and only if every By is an isometry and B B}, = BE;]B[Z]
for every triangle (x,y,z). Then >_g BBy =11, and replacing every By by V By with
V' unitary changes nothing; so one may take By to be the inclusion of CF.

(b) If ® has a flat probe, then W*W = I implies Y, B B; = rlj.

(c) An ezact rectangular dilation gives an exact round with bath dimension k', S = logk
and a < log(k'/k). Hence Ly(n;0,0) < Ug(n).

Lemma 2.10 (Zero-leakage rounds are exact on their support). Let (U, p) be a round
of ® with £ = 0, and K = suppp. There are operators X; on CM with U(¢ ® k) =
S AE® Xk for all € € CY and k € K. Thus W = Y, A; @ Xi|k is an isometry and
V(X) =2, Tr(pX;‘Xi)AiXAj. With a flat probe, 3 ; X;X; = rI on K. For a gadget
channel the restrictions Xg|k form a gadget family, and its weighted Gram G g, = Tr(pX; Xp)
satisfies |Ggn| < 2u for g # h.

The expansion of U is the finite form of the coefficient expansion in [43, Theorem 2.2].

So a flat round with zero leakage is a gadget family with exact identities whose flat Gram
is off the identity by at most 2u, and at v = 0 it is an exact rectangular dilation. What
separates a zero-leakage round from a rectangular dilation is only the bias of its bath and the
size of its output space. Lemmas 2.3-2.10 and Proposition 2.7 are proved in Appendix J.

3 A sharp qutrit supplied-purity rate

The general nonclosure converse measures distance to a tracial closure. For the qutrit
Werner—Holevo channel [83] a stronger converse measures an entire bit rate. Put
t
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Its normalized Choi state is the flat state on the three-dimensional antisymmetric subspace.
In this section only, we also permit prescribed, independent imports and permanent exports
during a round. Their timing and states are fixed independently of the observer and device
state, and their purity is counted in P+ C. Elsewhere exchange happens only between rounds.

Theorem 3.1 (Qutrit purity, at arbitrary exchange timing). Every immediate-output service
of © with complete-experiment error at most € satisfies

P+C >n[H — go(min{1, 10v/e})], .
There are exact services with
Q=0(vn), P+C=nH+O0OGKn+logn), J=nH-+O(/n).

Consequently the optimal asymptotic supplied-purity rate is H when the error tends to zero,
even under the enlarged timing contract.

The attained rate equals the purity supplied by one pure three-dimensional Stinespring
environment per round. The lower bound comes from rigidity (Lemma A.1). The Choi state
of © is the flat state on the three-dimensional antisymmetric subspace of reference and output,
so a round that implements © nearly correctly keeps them nearly inside that subspace. There,
tracing out the output acts as © itself, which is invertible with stabilized inverse norm at most
9. The reference starts independent of a purification of the bath, so reference and output
stay nearly independent of it too. Each use must then raise the bath entropy by nearly log, 3
fresh bits, and these gains add up to at most the supplied purity. The argument holds for
every bath dimension and for memories correlated with earlier outputs. It is a vanishing-error
statement: at coarse error its continuity bound may be vacuous. The O(y/n) terms of the
upper bound come from packing. The pure qutrit environments of [/n| consecutive rounds
share one bank of [[\/n]H] qubits, which is exported when full. Memory holds one bank,
and rounding loses less than one qubit per bank.

Theorem 3.1 is the finite-error form of a law that holds for every channel. For any ®, the
least supplied-purity rate at vanishing error is the purity cost x(®) of closed repeated use [24,
Definition 1.3], and with memory o(n) the achievable exchange and purity rates (7, p) fill the
region p > k(®), j > p, 2j —p > H(P), where H(®P) is the largest entropy of a complementary
output [27, Theorems 3.2 and 3.4]. The map O is an extreme point of the channels on M3, so
k(©) = H(©) = H [27, Proposition F.1(c)], and the banks above sit at the corner j = p = H,
where the least purity and the least exchange are reached together. This section adds the
explicit finite-error bound, the enlarged timing contract, exact services with memory O(y/n),
and the comparison with collective and batched delivery below. The cost x vanishes exactly
on F [27, Theorem 3.2], so gadgets in the first two regimes of Theorem 5.1 have x = 0 and
those in the linear regime have x > 0.

Proposition 3.2 (The static qutrit gap; Haagerup—Musat [44, Theorem 5.6 and Corol-
lary 5.7]). In normalized Choi distance,

dist (0, F) = 2/27.
A closest point is (2/2T)W3 + (25/27)W5 , where Wy = © and W3 (X) = (Tr(X)I + X71)/4.
As in [44, Section 4 and the proof of Theorem 5.6(2)], Werner twirling reduces the question
to the line AW;" +(1—\)W; ", whose normalized Choi distance from © is A\. Haagerup—Musat’s
factorizability threshold places the closest factorizable point at A = 2/27 [44, Theorem 5.6
and Corollary 5.7], and that point has a finite tracial factorization with a three-dimensional
bath [44, Theorem 5.6(1)]. The proposition gives an explicit example for Theorem 4.1(b).

The sharper rate theorem uses antisymmetric-support rigidity instead. Appendix A proves
both statements.
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Theorem 3.3 (Collective qutrit implementation). For n > 1 and 0 < e < 1/2, there is one
unitary implementation of ©®™ with all outputs released together, half-diamond error at most
€, and

Qvath < nH/2 + 2logy(1/€) + 2logy(n + 1) + O(1),
P < 2logy(1/€) + 2logy(n + 1) + O(1), J=C=0,
Qpeak <2n + Qpath + O(l)

Here Quath counts the fized auziliary bath and Qpeax also counts accepted input/output payload
registers held until delivery. Subexponential inverse error gives supplied-purity rate zero with
linear peak retained memory.

The proof applies Lemma A.3, which holds for every unital channel. For a fixed unital
channel ¥, it gives an implementation of ¥®" with all outputs released together, error
1/poly(n) and supplied purity O(logn). At the level of rates this is the zero thermodynamic
capacity of unital channels with trivial Hamiltonians [29], [30, Equation (4.9) and Theorem 7.1].
The lemma adds the explicit O(logn) term, and Theorem 3.1 shows that immediate delivery
raises the rate to H.

The collective construction holds the inputs until delivery, so its memory is linear. The
inputs are chosen by the observer, so they are not independent imports, and releasing them
as outputs is not replacement exchange. Purity is therefore P = Qpath — S(Obath), not
Qpeak — S(Pbath). The same convention applies to batching with sequential input arrivals.

Theorem 3.4 (Logarithmic batching threshold). Fix contiguous batch lengths 1 < b, = o(n),
complete adaptive error n=2, Qpeak = 0o(n) and J = O(n). Let R[b] be the infimum achievable
limsup(P + C)/n, and put x = limsup,,_, . logy n/b, € [0,00]. Then

Hmin{l,z/log, 9} < R[b] < min{H, 6z}.

In particular R[b] = H for b, = o(logn), and R[b] = 0 if and only if b,/logn — co. More
generally R[b] = H whenever x > logy 9, including b, ~ clogon with ¢ < 1/logy9. The
remaining part of the critical logarithmic curve is not determined. In the superlogarithmic
regime the zero-rate construction also has J =nH/2 4+ o(n); at critical logarithmic batching
only J = O(n) is asserted.

The same logarithmic threshold appears for a closed apparatus serving a ququart Schur
channel on a delivery schedule [25, Theorems 7 and 8]. Theorem 3.4 carries it to open services
with exchange. Its upper half holds for every unital channel, with H replaced by log, r.

Theorem 3.5 (Batching any unital channel). Let U be a unital channel on My with Choi rank
r. Under the contract of Theorem 3.4, let Ry[b] be the infimum achievable limsup(P + C)/n
for services of W, with x as there. Then

Ry[b] < min{log, r, 6x}.

In particular Rylb] = 0 if b,/logn — oo, and the zero-rate construction then has J =
5logyr + o(n). With all outputs released together, rate zero is the zero thermodynamic
capacity of unital channels [29], [30, Equation (4.9) and Theorem 7.1].

For ©, r = 3 and this is the upper half of Theorem 3.4. For a closed apparatus serving one
ququart Schur channel, independent delayed blocks give purity o(n) under superlogarithmic
delay [25, Theorem 8]. The lower half has no analogue for all unital channels. A channel with
a finite tracial factorization of bath dimension M, such as an equal mixture of M unitaries,
has exact immediate services with P + C = O(y/n), Q@ = O(y/n) and J = nlogy M + O(y/n).
Fach round uses its own maximally mixed bath, and the baths are packed in banks as in the
proof of Theorem 3.1, so each bank costs less than one qubit of purity.
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4 A qualitative closure law

Recall the sets F,,, and their closure F from Section 2.3, and the normalized Choi distance
dy. Put
Drix,0(0) =min{m : d;(®,¥) <45, ¥ econvFy,}.

The corresponding profile for single finite tracial factorizations is Dj¢(d) = min{m :
dj(®,V) <0, ¥ € F,}. Infinite profile values are allowed. Finite mixtures and single
factorizations have the same closure (Lemma 4.2; see also [65, Proposition 3.8(ii)]), but their
exact bath dimensions need not agree [65, Propositions 3.6 and 3.8(i)].

Theorem 4.1 (Qualitative closure law). Let ® be fizred on My, with a flat probe of rank
r> 2.

(a) If ® € F and 0 < €, < 1/16 satisfies log(1/€,) = o(n), there are services of the exact
target ® with error at most €,, Q@ =o(n), C =0, P <Q, and J < |[(n —1)logr/2].

(b) ([27, Theorem 3.2(b)]) For any channel on My, not necessarily with a flat probe, let
A = dist ;(®, F) > 0. Every between-round service with error at most €, at any exchange,

satisfies
n(A —e)? n(A —e)?
> — > —.
P+C= 2In2 ' @+e= 2In2

In particular, flat imports and fized e < A force Q = Qg (n).

Part (b) is the purity floor of [27, Theorem 3.2(b)], restated for completeness. Part (a)
sharpens [27, Corollary 3.3(c)], which gives sublinear memory at a vanishing error with
no prescribed rate, to every subexponential error with maximally mixed imports. The
operational mechanism is local tracialization: a round producing a bits of bath entropy
is within d;y < v/2In2a of a mixture of finite tracial factorizations (Lemma 4.5). Small
production therefore supplies a finite-bath approximant. A channel a positive distance from
the closure must produce entropy on a positive fraction of rounds, which is paid for by supplied
purity. This includes exactly factorizable channels outside the closure: an infinite-dimensional
tracial realization alone does not provide finite memory.

The theorem is qualitative. Part (a) uses the rank-rate exchange budget and allows initial
purity up to the memory; part (b) holds at any exchange, and its error threshold is the
distance A of the given channel.

4.1 From a finite approximant to an exact flat source

Lemma 4.2 (Mixtures to one maximally mixed bath). A channel in conv F,, can be ap-
proximated at half-diamond error at most v by a single finite tracial factorization with bath
dimension N = [(d* + 1)m/~], for 0 < v < 1.

The proof is in Appendix B.

Lemma 4.3 (Positive-Gram repair for a finite tracial approximant). For a fized channel ®
with a flat probe, a finite tracial factorization with bath dimension k and Choi distance at
most & from ® yields an exact rectangular dilation of ® with source rank ki, output dimension
at most k1, and flat-round entropy production ai satisfying

log k1 < logk + Os(log(1/9)), a1 < Ca/dlog(e/)
for sufficiently small §. The source is flat and its Gram is exactly 1.

The proof is in Appendix B.
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4.2 The quantitative upper bound

Theorem 4.4 (Profile-controlled exact-target upper). For a fized flat-probe channel there
are Cp, 0 > 0 such that, forn >2 and 0 < e < 1,

Q*(n,e) < Cop 0<1§1Sf5q>{ 1og(Dmix,a(8) + 1) + log(1/4)
+nv5log*(e/8) + log(n/€) log(e/d)
+ log(2 + log(Dmix,a(6) + 1)) }.
The service has C =0, P < Q and J < |(n—1)logr/2].

The proof is in Appendix B.

4.3 The nonclosure direction

Lemma 4.5 (Local tracialization). For a round (U, p) with maximally mized system input
and entropy production a, its channel is within Chot distance V21n2a of a finite mizture of
finite tracial factorizations, each with bath dimension at most that of p.

This is [27, Lemma 5.4]; Appendix B gives a short proof.

4.4 Repeatability without resets

Rybér and Ziman’s device [72, Sections IT and III] is one unitary U on C? ® CM and one
memory state & on CM. There is no reset and no exchange. Uncorrelated inputs py, pa, . . .
arrive one at a time. The memory before use j is &;, with ;11 = Trq U(p; ® §;)U*, and use j
induces the channel X — Try; U(X ® &;)U*. The device repeats ® for n uses if this channel
is ® for every j < n and every choice of uncorrelated inputs. The channel is n-repeatable with
memory dimension M if some such device repeats it for n uses, and repeatable if one finite
device repeats it for every n. A device is a catalytic dilation if TrqU(p ® &)U = &; for every
input p [60, Definition 2]. Its memory state never changes, so it repeats its channel for every
n.

Proposition 4.6 (Repeatability without resets). Let ® be a channel on M.
(a) If a device with memory dimension M and initial state & repeats ® for n uses, then

n dist 7 (®, conv Fpr)? o n dist (@, F)?
2In2 - 2In2

log M — S(&) >

(b) If @ is n-repeatable with memory dimension M for every n, then ® = Y, pp ¥y with
pr >0, ¥y € Fr, and Yo, my < M. In particular @ is unital and ® € conv Fyr C F.
For a device whose memory state is unchanged by a mazximally mized input, this
is the characterization of Lie, Son, Boes, Ng and Wilming [60, Proposition 4 and
Equation (14)].

(c) Every device that repeats the qutrit channel © of Section 3 for n uses has log M >
S(&1) + nlog3. Rybdr and Ziman’s n-cell device [72, Section III] with pure three-
dimensional cells has M = 3™ and attains equality. Hence ©, which is unital and not
random-unitary [58], is not repeatable.

(d) (Haagerup and Musat [43, Example 3.3]; Lie, Son, Boes, Ng and Wilming [60, Propo-
sition 15].) Put vo = (1,0,0) and v; = 5~ /2(1,2 cos 2%,28&11 2%) for1 <35 <5, and
By = vi - v;. The Schur channel Tp(X) = B o X on Mg is unital and not random-
unitary. With wy, = vg 104 + Vp20y + Vi 30, the unitary U = 22:0|kz><k| ® wy and the
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memory state & = I/2 form a catalytic dilation of Tp. So Tg is repeatable with one
memory qubit.

Part (d) answers Rybar and Ziman’s question [72, Section IV]: a unital channel that is
not random-unitary can be repeated without resets. The channel and the proof that it is
not random-unitary are Haagerup and Musat’s; the matrix B is that of [43, Example 3.3],
whose (2,6) entry is printed there as —5-1/2 although the decomposition given there makes
it 4572, Lie, Son, Boes, Ng and Wilming gave a catalytic dilation of every real Schur
channel, with memory dimension 2"k B [60, Proposition 15], and used this channel to show
that catalytic channels need not be random-unitary [60, Appendix C]. Part (d) adds that a
catalytic dilation repeats its channel, and that for this B the three Pauli matrices give one
memory qubit. Part (b) places every repeatable channel among the finite mixtures of finite
tracial factorizations. These are the strongly factorizable channels of [60], and they are dense
in F. Lie and Jeong showed that catalytic channels are factorizable [59]. Part (c) shows that
unitality is not enough in dimension three, although it is for qubits [72, Section IV]. Part (b)
also rules out the channels in F that need an infinite-dimensional ancilla [66, Theorem 4.1].
The proof, in Appendix B, uses only maximally mixed inputs and single-use marginals, so
the outputs may be correlated through the memory.

5 Three regimes for anchored gadgets

The closure law distinguishes sublinear from linear memory. In the gadget class, exact
support and the anchors also distinguish bounded one-round cost from cost that diverges.
The mechanism is compactness at bounded entropy, followed by support-preserving conversion
of a finite mixture to one maximally mixed bath. Slofstra and Vidick read the same three-way
split (bounded, finite but divergent, infinite) off hyperlinear profiles [78, Section 2]; for sofic
profiles of chunks, boundedness means that the chunk embeds in a finite group [21, Fact 3.5].
For a linear-system game that can be won with probability approaching one, the entanglement
needed to win with probability 1 — € is governed by such a profile [78, Corollaries 5.2 and 5.3].
It stays bounded exactly when a finite-dimensional perfect strategy exists [20, 19], and it is
unbounded for some games [76, 77]. There the dimension diverges as the error tends to zero;
here memory diverges with the number of uses at fixed error, the leakage scale 1/n playing
the role of the defect (Remark 2.5). Channel profiles correspond to group profiles by [27,
Theorem 9.2].

Theorem 5.1 (Gadget trichotomy). For a canonical untwisted anchored gadget, exactly one
of the following holds.

(i) ® has an exact finite tracial factorization. Equivalently, a finite-dimensional unitary
representation of Py separates all labels, or a finite quotient of Py distinguishes every
named label. Then sup,, Ly (n) < oo and Qf,(n,€) = Og(log(n/e€)) [27, Theorem 8.6].

(ii) ® € F but has no exact finite tracial factorization. Equivalently, the named labels are
separated by a homomorphism Py — U(R®) but by no finite quotient. Then L} (n) — oo,
Li(n) = o(n), and Q*(n,e,) — oo for every 0 < €, < 1/16. If also log(1/e,) = o(n),
flat-import rank-rate services have @ = o(n).

(iii) ® ¢ F. Equivalently, some distinct named labels are identified by every homomorphism
Py — U(RY¥). Then Li(n) = Os(n) and Q*(n,e,) = Og(n) for every error sequence
0< e, <1/16.

All upper constructions have C' =0 and P < Q.
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In (i), [27, Theorem 8.6] allows exchange |nlogr/2]|. Skipping exports of at most [logr/2]
qubits, and holding from the start a maximally mixed qubit in place of each skipped import,
meets the budget |(n — 1)logr/2| with the same error and O, (1) more memory.

Here R¥ is a tracial ultrapower of the hyperfinite II; factor. Separation means operator-
distinct images; it does not require a map to preserve the regular group trace. Padding by
a trivial representation and tensor amplification turn separation of the finite label set into
the needed vanishing trace overlaps (compare [78, Lemma 2.2 and the proof of Lemma 2.6]).
Lemma C.3 gives this conversion. Finite-dimensional separation gives a finite quotient by
residual finiteness of the finitely generated matrix image. These criteria concern the presented
label group, not every element of its source-group image.

In the middle regime memory diverges, possibly no faster than logn, and the theorem
gives no rate there. In the linear regime the error threshold is the fixed value 1/16, whereas
the general converse of Theorem 4.1 needs error below the channel’s distance from the closure.

Why bounded entropy is enough. Take rounds with bounded source entropy and
production a; — 0. Bounded entropy keeps the sorted source spectra from spreading over
ever more eigenvalues, so they converge. A round moves weight between bath eigenvalues
through a doubly stochastic matrix, and small production forces the spectrum after a use
to match the spectrum before it, up to /2In2a; in ¢'. In the limit the round maps each
eigenspace of the limiting source spectrum unitarily onto itself. So the limiting channel is a
finite mixture of finite tracial factorizations (Lemma C.1). This mixture conclusion holds for
general channels. Anchors turn an exact-support mixture close to the canonical gadget into a
separating representation.

Let B = sup,, L;(n). Let Rsp be the least logm for which a representation 7 of Pp on
C™ satisfies |7y, (m(vg)*m(vs))| < 1/2 for all distinct labels g # h. Then

Reep < 16(B + 1) + log,(33(d* + 1)), B < [logy(8r(r — 1))] Rsep-

The exact finite tracial factorization is obtained by Malcev residual finiteness of the finitely
generated matrix image and its finite quotient’s regular representation [67]. No bound on
that quotient’s order follows from the displayed representation bound. Appendix C proves
the classification.

5.1 Known examples

The placements in regimes (i) and (ii) follow from results in this paper; regime (iii) is
discussed after Proposition 5.2. The two-element example has Py = Z/2. A gadget from
the lamplighter C5 ! Z has labels separated by finite quotients (Section 7). The Houghton
gadget has Py, = Hj (Section 2.2). Every finite-dimensional representation of Hs identifies
a three-cycle label with the label 1 (Remark 8.1), so regime (i) fails. Since H3 is amenable, it
is hyperlinear, so it embeds in U(R%) [69] and the labels are separated: this is regime (ii).
For the configuration-lamp gadget, Corollary 7.9 gives L} (n) — oo and Q*(n,€) = o(n) at
fixed error, which excludes regimes (i) and (iii).

Proposition 5.2 (Regime (iii) and non-hyperlinear groups). The following are equivalent.

(a) Some canonical untwisted anchored gadget lies in regime (iit) of Theorem 5.1.

(b) Some finitely presented group P has an element ( # 1 such that 7({) = 1 for every
homomorphism m : P — U(RY).

(c) Some finitely presented group is not hyperlinear.
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Regime Criterion on Pg; memory Known examples

(i) exact finite A finite quotient separates the labels; Labels separated in a finite, residually

tracial factorization —memory O(log(n/e)). finite or maximally almost periodic
group satisfying the relations
(Corollary 7.8): the two-element
example of Section 2.2, the
lamplighter Cs Z.

(i) in F, no finite Labels separated in U(R*) but by no Houghton’s group Hj; the

factorization finite quotient; memory diverges and  configuration-lamp group T.
is o(n).

(iii) outside F Two labels identified by every Known only conditionally: the
homomorphism into U(R¥); memory canonical gadget ®eq of the group
O(n). certificate of [63], at an explicit

distance from F (Proposition 5.5).
Nonempty exactly when some finitely
presented group is not hyperlinear
(Proposition 5.2).

Table 2: The three regimes of Theorem 5.1, at fixed error at most 1/16.

For (a)=(b), take P = Py and ¢ = vg_lvh for two identified labels. For (b)=-(a), add the
freely trivial word ww™!, where w represents ¢, to a presentation of P; this makes ¢ a label
with its own anchor. Appendix C.5 gives the proof, including the standard step (c¢)=-(b).

Which gadgets are known outside the closure? Our companion paper [63] gives
explicit rational channels outside F, at explicit distances. Each factorizes exactly through
a group von Neumann algebra. Its distances are the normalized Choi and half-diamond
distances of Section 2, and its closure of the noisy operations is F, so its bounds apply here
unchanged. Write disto(®, F) = inf, 5z do(®, ¥).

21122000
Proposition 5.3 (Mghirbi-Douglas [63, Theorems I and II1]). Put dywz = 272
error tolerance of Wang and Zhi [82, (2.20)], and assume the theorems of [82].

, the

(a) A unital channel ®12 on twelve qubits, with Kraus entries in {0,1,+3/5,4/5} and Choi
rank 949, has dist j(®10, F) > 2*506\2)% and dist,(®12, F) > 2*505\2,\,2.

(b) The fifteen-qubit channel ®15 and its reductions ®1, P2, on My with d = 31981 and
31982, have Choi rank 11230 and both distances at least 2_415\2;\,2.

(¢) The fully referenced channel ®gy on Mygoss, with a singleton anchor for each of its
11230 labels, has dist (P, F) > 273662, and diste(Psan, F) > 272163,

The constants are astronomically small: already 21122000 has 337 756 decimal digits. They
come from the rigidity estimate, not from the channels. Theorem 4.1(b) turns them into
explicit purity and memory bounds, as [63, Section 6] notes.

Corollary 5.4 (Theorem 4.1(b) with [63, Theorem III]). Every between-round service of
Dra1 with error at most € satisfies

n(273662,, — ) n(273662,, —¢)’
P > + > +
+to=z 21In2 ’ Q+C= 2In2

With maximally mized imports and € < 273762, this gives Q > 2728, n.
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The memory is linear, but the bound reaches one qubit only at n = 2755\7\,42. It replaces a
compactness argument by a number; it does not describe an experiment.

None of these channels is a canonical gadget, so Theorem 5.1 does not apply to them.
Their blocks use 3/5 and 4/5 where (1) uses 1/y/2. Equal triangles share one block, while
the canonical table gives every tagged prefix its own. Most labels have no anchor. ®19, the
output of the anchored-letter compiler [63, Definition 3.1], has singletons only for the identity,
the letters and some further labels: 364 of its 949 labels. ®5 and P15 have singletons only for
the identity and the witness, and ®; only for the identity. @, anchors every label but keeps
the 3/5,4/5 blocks.

A canonical example comes from the same group construction. Take the presentation
of [63, Section 7], with 43 generators and 4417 relators of length at most 19, and its group
image I'. One generator is the witness j, and j # 1 in I'. Let ®ce¢ be the canonical gadget
of I') these generators and these relators. It acts on My with d = 108364, and the letter
j has its own singleton anchor. Every homomorphism from the presented group into a
tracial matrix ultraproduct kills j [64, Theorem 1]. The presented group is countable, so a
label-separating homomorphism into U(R*) would give one into a tracial matrix ultraproduct:
the von Neumann algebra generated by its image embeds trace-preservingly into one. That
would contradict the certificate, so Lemma C.3 places ®cery outside F, in regime (iii).

The fully referenced bound of [63] makes this example explicit.

Proposition 5.5 (An explicit canonical gadget outside the closure). Assume the rigidity
theorem [63, Theorem D.J], which rests on [82]. Then

_ 5
dist (@ > o 2N
1S J( certa]:) — 4096 - 192 - 108 364 > W

: —= 5 -
dlSto((I)certyf> > W > 2 215\2NZ'

Proof. By [63, Theorem D.4], unitaries whose relator defects are at most dwyz have ||v; — Iz <
2717 in every matrix dimension. So ywy is a relator tolerance in the sense of [63, Lemma 7.3].
That lemma, from [64, Theorem 6], gives the displayed bounds, with ¢, = 19, for channels
built from 3/5,4/5 blocks with a singleton for every label. Its proof, with k as there, uses the
coefficients only twice. Each block entry ¢ has |¢| < 4/5, which keeps the bath block within
3k of ¢ times its label unitary. Each block has ab > 12/25, which turns the row-orthogonality
defect, 13k or (12 + v/2)k, into a triangle defect below 32k. The canonical coefficients
a = b = 1/+/2 satisfy both. The canonical table contains every prefix triangle and every
inverse triangle, every label has an anchor, and the anchors of 1 and j are distinct. The
proof uses one anchor per label and treats blocks one at a time, so tagged repeats change
nothing. O

So ®cet is a canonical gadget in regime (iii) at an explicit distance. Theorem 4.1(b) gives
P+ C >n(27%6%, —€)2/(21In2) for its between-round services, and Theorem 5.1(iii) gives
linear memory at every error up to 1/16, with a constant from compactness.

These results are conditional. The certificate rests on Alekseev—Liu—Thom, Theorem B,
and Thom, Theorem 1.2 [1, 81]. The explicit distances rest on the rigidity theorems of
Wang and Zhi [82], whose proofs follow steps of those two papers; [63, Section 1.4] lists
which statements use them. All three are recent unrefereed preprints at the time of writing.
Exact factorizability is unconditional. By contrast MIP* = RE and Haagerup—Musat imply
nonconstructively an exactly factorizable nonclosure channel in some dimension, recorded for
a Schur channel in [65, Corollary 3.11], but do not by themselves supply an explicit group or
canonical gadget.
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6 The exact entropic profile and the quantitative memory law

An exact support certificate specifies what a round does on its source, without requiring a flat
source or global multiplication of rectangular responses. That is enough for a chronological
compiler. It is also the right static object to extract from high-precision services.

Definition 6.1 (Exact-support entropy profile). For a canonical untwisted anchored gadget,
take finite spaces K, L, a state p on K, and isometries B, : K — L satisfying

BBy, = BBy, max | Tr(pByBy)| < 1/2,

the first identity for every triangle (z,y,z) of the table, as in Lemma 2.9(a). Put o =
>g Mg BgpBy and a = S(o) — S(p). Define, for ¢t > 0,

Zg(t) = inf{S(p) + ta}
over these families. One may restrict K to supp p and L to span, ByK, so dim L < rdim K.

The family extends to a physical unitary round, and a is its actual Choi-input production.
It is nonnegative because the isometric output ensemble has the source spectrum. Exact
support does not mean exact target error: the coarse trace gap is amplified when designing a
service.

Proposition 6.2 (Finite-matrix form and profile structure). For source dimension k, an
equivalent optimization uses a positive block matriz Y = [Yy] and a state p, with Yyq = I,
Yi = Y for every triangle (x,y,2), and |TrpYy| < 1/2 for g # h. Writing D =
diag(\/Hy), the state

w=(D®.p)Y(D&.p)

has source marginal p and a = S(w) — S(p). The function Zg is nondecreasing, concave
and subadditive, Zs(0) = 0, Zp(t) < tlogr, and Zg(ct) < cZs(t) for ¢ > 1. Moreover, for
tr = Nlog(8(r — 1)1,

Ly(n) <t,.Zp(n).

The spectrum identity follows from the two products of the row operator [\/;Tngﬁ] g
Nonnegativity is a property of this ensemble; quantum conditional entropy is not positive in
general. Infima of the affine costs S + ta give concavity. Fixed tensor amplification preserves
the untwisted identities and powers the scalar trace overlaps. Its output is the mizture of
powered outputs, not the tensor power of their mixture. Appendix F proves these assertions.

Theorem 6.3 (Coherent exact-support compiler). Every family in Definition 6.1 gives, for
n>1and0 < e <1, a fixed public service of the canonical target with complete adaptive
error at most € and

12 1
QgC’dmlog%(S(T:H)(l%—S%—na), J<|[(n—-1)logr/2], C=0, P<Q.

The constant is independent of source dimension, spectrum and response geometry.

The construction replaces the biased source by maximally mixed registers. Each eigenvalue
of the source, and of the output state, is coded as a block whose dimension is proportional
to it, inside sectors of geometrically increasing dimension; this is the standard embedding
of nonuniform states into flat ones from thermodynamic resource theory [50]. The sector
index then acts as an energy, and one use changes it by the logarithm of the ratio of an
output eigenvalue to a source eigenvalue. Tensor amplification bounds the moment generating
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function of these changes as a matrix over pairs of labels, which covers coherent sources.
Excess dimension is exported and replaced by maximally mixed qubits. One induction over
the rounds bounds both the chance of leaving the allowed range of sectors and the error of the
whole adaptive experiment. The device never measures the source or postselects. Appendix E
gives the construction and its resource count.

Theorem 6.4 (Any-exchange necessity and high precision). Every between-round n-round
service of the canonical gadget, at any exchange, with error 0 < € < 1/16 satisfies

Zo(n) < Kgp [14Q + C + v/nelogy(en/e)] .

If € < 1/[nlog3(en)], this reduces to 1+ Zg(n) < K} ,(14+Q+ C). There is no exchange
restriction. With flat imports, Theorem 6.3 gives the matching rank-rate upper up to the
displayed squared logarithm.

Extraction chooses a round with leakage O(e/n) and production paid by (P + C)/n.
Biased first-order repair makes support exact at additional cost O(y/nelog(en/e)). Keeping
the experiment error is essential: setting it to 1/16 first loses the high-precision conclusion.
Its proof is independent of the compiler (Appendix F).

Theorem 6.5 (Memory from one-use entropy). Fix a canonical untwisted anchored gadget
on Mg with Choi rank r > 2. Write y = logy(128(n + 1) /¢€), where 0 < e < 1/16. Constants
depend only on d,r.

(a) Every service with exchange J < nlogyr/2 has Q > cq,L5(n) — Cy,rlogy(en).

(b) A service exists with mazximally mized imports, initial purity P < @, exchange J <
|[(n—1)logy /2] and Q < Ca,y*(1 + Za(n)).

(c) At precision € < 1/[nlog3(en)],
car(1+ Zo(n)) <1+ Qhas(n,€) < Cary’(1 + Zo(n)),
where Qf,, minimizes memory under the flat-import contract in (b).

The converse uses Theorem 7.3; the construction and high-precision comparison use
Theorems 6.3 and 6.4. At fixed error the explicit converse correction grows with n, which is
why part (c) states its precision hypothesis.

Theorem 6.6 (Horizon envelope). For a fized threshold Ny(d,r), put

VN

where N is integer. Then Zg(n) < Cq,(1+ Eg(n)) and

Fo(n)=  inf [L:;)(NH logy(eN)| |

N>max(n,No)

Qiar(n,€) < Capmin{n, y*(1+ Ea(n))},  y=log,(128(n+1)/e).
No regularity of L} is assumed.

Choose a round at the design horizon N, repair its leakage at that scale, and serve n < N
rounds. At polynomial inverse error, L (N) = N A+o(l) gives the generic upper exponent
B/(B+1/2) for 0 < f < 1/2 and § for 8 > 1/2. The lower exponent is 5. Polylogarithmic
profiles give polylogarithmic services and subpolynomial profiles give subpolynomial services,
but the envelope does not close the interval below 1/2.
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The missing theorem. A universal all-accuracy rank-rate upper bound on @Qj,; through
L% (n), with flat imports, is equivalent, up to finite logarithmic powers, to

Zg(n) < Ko logj(en)(1 + Ly (n)) (2)

for some finite p. Sufficiency is Theorem 6.3; necessity applies Theorem 6.4 at ¢, =
1/[16n1og3(en)]. This is a comparison of optimized static costs. It permits choosing an exact
family wholly different from the original leaky round. Requiring a close repair of every round
is stronger and can fail.

Other descriptions of the same cost. Appendix F gives two equivalent descriptions
of Zg. First, a family whose source-weighted trace defect is at most ¢, /n can be repaired
to an exact one, at a cost bounded by a constant multiple of its own cost plus log(en)
(equation (23)), without filtering the source. Second, an optimization over ensembles of
square unitaries, penalized by entropy, matches Zg within constants. Neither proves (2): the
ensemble’s entropy gain need not be that of a physical round, and ordinary leakage controls
the trace defect only at the square-root scale.

A sufficient probability certificate. There is one useful setting in which support proba-
bility can be used directly. Let A be the positive bath leakage operator, normalized so that
¢ = Tr(pA)/d. If the round has distance u < 1/16 and the source has mass 1 — O(1/n) on
ker A, then for all sufficiently large n, even without commutation between the source and
that kernel projection,

Zp(n) < Cqyrlogy(en)(1 + S + na).

Appendix F proves the dimension-free source projection estimate and its coherent permutation
corollary. Small mean leakage alone does not imply this hypothesis: the quartic example there
has an empty exact kernel and nevertheless a cheap, different exact finite tracial factorization.

7 Extracting a one-round memory lower bound

7.1 Two scales in one round

The lower half rests on a single observation about the proof of sequential extraction [27,
Theorem 5.2]: it bounds the leakage and the entropy production of the extracted round
separately, and the two bounds live at different scales. Leakage is a probability of failing a
support test, so the error budget € controls its sum over the rounds; entropy production is an
increase of memory entropy, so the purity budget controls its sum.

Theorem 7.1 (Two-scale extraction). Let a causal service of ® for n rounds have memory
Q, error e < % and purity P+ C < B, and put B' = B + ha(€) + elogn. For every A > 1
some round t gives a round (U, py) of ®, where Uy is the unitary of round t on the input and
the Q memory qubits and p; is a memory state, with bath dimension 29 and

e < A B’
“n(l—e¢)’ =N n(l—e)

do(\]?t) (b) S €, Et

N

The state p; is the memory state conditioned on an observer passing the support tests
of rounds 1,...,t — 1. The joint budget ¢; + a; < (B + € + ha(€) + elogn)/(n(1 —¢€)) of [27,
Theorem 5.2] follows from the two budgets established in its proof; the split is what is new.
At the rank rate the purity is paid for with memory.
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Proposition 7.2 (Purity budget [28, Proposition 13.1]). If ® has a flat probe of rank r,

every causal service of ® for n rounds with error € < %6 and exchange J < Flogr has

P+ C <3Q+6.

Theorem 7.3 (The memory lower bound). Let ® have a flat probe of rank r. A rank-rate
service with n > 1 rounds and error ¢ < 1/16 has a static round of bath dimension 29,
distance at most €, leakage at most 32¢/(15n), and na < CQ + C'logy(en), for universal
constants. Consequently, for universal ¢, C" >0,

Q > cLg(n,e) — C"logy(en) > cLy(n) — C" logy(en).

At arbitrary exchange, Theorem 7.1 retains the separate leakage and supplied-purity budgets.
The detailed inequalities are in Theorem J.1.

The profile does not depend on e: one function L* bounds the memory at every error up
to %. Under the single budget of [27, Theorem 5.2] the leakage would be read at the purity

1/4

scale (@ +logn)/n; for Houghton’s channel that caps the method at n'/#, while the two-scale

profile can reach n'/3 (Remark 8.11 and Proposition 8.10).

Remark 7.4 (The extracted round is a round to be streamed). The round of Theorem 7.3
has an arbitrary bath state on () qubits, distance at most %, leakage at most %, S<Q
and na = O(Q + log(en)). It belongs to the class of rounds over which L*(n) is defined, at
the same scales. So an upper bound Q*(n,€) < K(log(n/e€))"(1 4+ L*(n)) follows if all these
rounds stream in the following sense; no rescaling of € is needed to match the two halves.

Definition 7.5 (Streaming). A class C of rounds of ® streams if there are K, K, ng such that
foralln >ngand 0 < e < %, every round of C with distance at most % and leakage at most
% gives a rank-rate service of ® for n rounds with error at most ¢ and memory

Q < K(log(n/€))"(1+ S +na).

It streams up to an additive term E(n) if the same holds with S + na + E(n) in place of
S+na.

If the class of all rounds streams, then Q*(n,e) < K(log(n/€))*(1 4+ L*(n) + 1), which
together with Theorem 7.3 is the two-scale law. Conversely, if the law holds then every class
streams, since the service need not come from the round. Rounds with a > (log(n/e))™"
always stream with K > [logr]: for them the linear ceiling of Proposition 2.7 gives n[logr]| <

[logr](log(n/€))" na.
7.2 The rank form

The upper half of [28, Theorem 12.2] streams exact rectangular dilations at the cost log k +
nlog(k’'/k), which is the cost of the round they give (Lemma 2.9(c)) with the entropy
production replaced by the room. Its device reads only the flat Gram of the family, so it
tolerates label traces that are merely bounded away from one.

Theorem 7.6 (Robust streaming). Let ® have a flat probe of rank r.

(a) Let W =Y, A; @ B; : C¢® CF — C?4 @ C¥ be an isometry, with no condition on the
traces, and put G;j = (B} B;). Forn >2,0 < e <1 and n||G —I|| <1 there is a
causal service of ® for n rounds with C =0, J = L"Tfl logr]|, P <nlog(k'/k)+ 2,

Q <logk + nlog(k'/k) + O, (log(n/e) 4+ log(2 + log k)), error < e’e + %||G — I.
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(b) For a gadget channel, if (By) is a gadget family then so is (BS"), with room tlog(k'/k),
dimension k' and flat Gram entries Tk(B;Bh)t.

(¢) For a gadget channel, let (By) be a gadget family with room § and flat Gram off-
diagonals at most ¢ < 1, and put t = [log(2rn/e)/log(1/c)]. Then, for n > 2,
there is a rank-rate service with error at most (e + 1)e, C = 0, P < ntd + 2 and
Q < tlogk + ntd + O,(log(n/e) + log(2 + tlogk)).

Corollary 7.7 (The rank-form sandwich). If ® has a flat probe, then for n > 2 and

1
0<€§ﬁ,

cLy(n,e) — Clogy(en) < Q*(n,e) < Usp(n) + K,(log(n/e) +log(2 + Us(n))),
and Lg(n,e) < Ug(n).

The gap between the two sides is a gap between Shannon and rank entropy, and between
a biased and a flat bath. When the labels are separated in finite dimension it closes trivially.

Corollary 7.8 (Labels separated in finite dimension). Let ® be a gadget channel. If
some finite-dimensional unitary representation of Py separates the labels, then Q*(n,e) =

Og(log(n/e)).

This covers every gadget channel whose labels are distinct in Z*, in a residually finite
group or in a maximally almost periodic group in which the relations hold. Houghton’s
channel is not of this kind: every finite-dimensional unitary representation of Hj is trivial on
the finitary alternating group, by Jordan’s theorem on finite subgroups of U (D) [55], so it
identifies a label that is a three-cycle with the label 1 (Remark 8.1).

7.3 The configuration-lamp class

The concrete group in [28, Section 3] is the permutational wreath product

T=SsvA=(@DSs)xA,  A=Vx(GLam(Y)Hs), V=F", ¥={1,23}xN
veV

Here GLg,(Y) consists of the linear maps of V' acting as the identity off finitely many
coordinates, and Hs permutes the coordinates through its action on Y. The affine group A
acts on V by translations and these linear maps. A lamp S3 sits at each point of V', a finite
binary configuration, and A permutes the lamps. The group I is finitely presented, generated
by five elements, and elementary amenable [28, Theorem A]. This is the configuration-lamp
group and channel throughout this paper. It differs from the usual binary lamplighter Cs Z,
whose finite quotients separate finite label sets (reduce the shift and lamp locations modulo
a sufficiently large integer). A canonical gadget from that usual lamplighter lies in the
logarithmic upper branch.

For the channels of [28] the two sides already meet. Let ® be a gadget channel that
satisfies the hypotheses of [28, Theorem 10.1]; its generators include the transpositions a, b of
one lamp S3. Suppose that for every k > 1 there are 2¥ transport words wy, ..., uqr of length
at most Ly whose pairwise areas are at most Ay: each commutator [u;zu; 1, ui/yui_,l] with
i # i and z,y € {a,b} is a product of at most Ay conjugates of relators and their inverses.
Suppose that Ay + Ly + 1 < KE", as in [28, Corollary 10.2(a)], and that the chunk E of
labels in " used by these transport words has sofic profile log ox(s) < Crs(log s)*.

Corollary 7.9 (The configuration-lamp class). For such a channel there are ¢, C, K, ng with,

1
forn >mng and 0 < e < 15,

L) 2 gl Uen) < Ovilogn Q" (m0) < K (log(n/e) 7 (1L ).
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So the two-scale law holds. For the configuration-lamp channel of [28, Section 11], L*(n),
Q*(n,€) and Ug(n) are all n*/>+°0); for Q* this is [28, Theorem 11.1(b) and Corollary 12.3]
at € = %, and for smaller fized € the upper bound comes from [28, Theorem 12.2], as in the
proof of Corollary 12.3 there.

The exponent  of [28, Theorem 11.1(b)] is therefore not a feature of the method: it
is the two-scale profile of the channel, which balances a bath of entropy S against entropy
production of order 1/S. Theorems 7.1-7.3, Theorem 7.6 and Corollaries 7.7-7.9 are proved
in Appendix J.

This square-root memory statement allows initial purity up to the memory. With a purity
budget B, logn < B < cygn, the same channel needs memory of order n/B up to logarithmic
factors, matched by exact services [28, Theorem 11.1(a)]; at logarithmic purity this is nearly
linear.

8 Houghton’s channel

Houghton’s group Hj [51] is finitely presented [13]. Let @y be the gadget channel of Johnson’s
presentation of Hs [54],

H3 = (a,b,a | o2, (caca™ )3, [a,a%aa™?], aba b la™!, aca 'ba~th™1),

as in [27, Section 4]: d = 104 and r = 26 labels. Houghton’s group has a chunk whose
sofic profile [21, Definition 3.4] is not bounded by any polynomial [26, Theorem 1.1 and
Corollary 1.2]. Through the far-commutator area bound [26, Theorem 3.2], the one-round
theorem of [27] gives memory at least c¢n!/(2108107+2) 4t the rank rate, an exponent of about
0.06459, and devices reach n'/3 up to logarithms [27, Corollary 6.7] (Remark 8.14). This
section shows that the exponent is % for devices whose rounds act through the group itself,
by two independent lower bounds, and that for general devices both the two-scale law and
the exponent % come down to one lower bound on Ly .

Remark 8.1 (No finite-dimensional separating representation). Every finite-dimensional uni-
tary representation of Hj is trivial on the finitary alternating group: for n > 5 the simple
group Alt(n) embeds in H3, and a faithful image in U(D) would be a finite subgroup with no
nontrivial abelian normal subgroup, whose order Jordan’s theorem bounds in terms of D [55].
The label v = [caca™!] is a three-cycle, so every finite-dimensional representation identifies
it with the label 1, and Corollary 7.8 does not apply. By Lemma H.5, no zero-leakage round

of &y at distance below % is square.

8.1 Genuine rounds

Definition 8.2 (Representation rounds). Let 7 be a unitary representation of the free group
on a, b, a on a Hilbert space H, and U the gadget unitary of ®; with each symbol w evaluated
as 7(w) and the lower right slot of a triangle (x,y, z) as —7w(x)7(y). A representation round
is a round (U, p) in which p is a finite-rank state on H with support K, and U is a unitary
on C? ® V that extends U, on C? ® K, for a finite-dimensional V C H containing K and
m(w)K for every slot word w. It is genuine if = factors through Hs.

Every Hs-set with a finitely supported law gives a genuine round, and the regular action
gives exact ones with every bias. For { = /p and an operator W we use the displacement
E(W) = (W —I)¢||r and the centrality defect x(W) = ||[WE& — EW || of [28, Appendix C.1].
Put v = caca~! and, for i > 0, the copies ¢; = w(a%ya=%) and z; = 7(a%aa3"), with
A; = E(c), 0; = x(¢;) and n; = x(x;). In Hs these are a three-cycle and a transposition on
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the triple of consecutive points of the line through the first two rays shifted by 3¢, so the
copies generate commuting copies of S3.

Lemma 8.3 (Exact local sector bound). Let ¢;,x; (0 < i < N) be unitaries on a Hilbert
space with cg’ = 3:22 =1, z;cix; = 0;1, and c;, x; commuting with ¢ for k < i. For every state
p of finite rank,
A2 g2 02 B2
S > — - = —hy =) — 2=
() = Z[ 3~ 7~ 2(3) 3]

Each copy pays only its own centrality. In the weighted sector bound of [28, Theorem C.6]
the copies commute only approximately and the bound carries row sums over all pairs; here
they commute exactly and the row sums disappear. Equality holds for the flat state on a
tensor product of standard representations of Ss.

Lemma 8.4 (Centrality from entropy production). In every representation round, x(m(w)) <
2vVdaln2 for every symbol w.

Theorem 8.5 (Genuine rounds cost n'/3). A genuine round of ®y at distance at most 1/8
has
S(p) +1>cya'/?, S(p) +na+1 > cynt/?,

for fixed positive constants. More generally, a representation round obeys the same entropy
mechanism up to the number Noy of copies satisfying the exact local sector relations: with

5cent = maX{X(ﬂ-(a))a X(TI‘(O&))},

S(p) + 1> cg min{ Nex, 6pont }» dcent < 2V1041n2a.

The explicit constants are in Theorem N.1.

In particular no genuine round at distance % has a = 0, and a round with S+na < n!/3-9

1/2

is not a representation round in which the copies up to distance of order ¢~ /¢ commute

exactly.

8.2 Genuine devices

A round unitary U is genuine on a memory subspace V if there are a genuine representation
mon H, an isometry J : V — H and an isometry R from span{mr(w)JV} into the memory
with U(§®v) = (I ® R)U,(§ ® Jv); memory unitaries before and after the round are absorbed
in J and R. A causal service of ®p is genuine with discard § if every round unitary U, is
genuine on some V; and, for the observer that tests the support in every round (the observer
of Theorem 7.1), the memory has mass at most (1 — €)d outside V; at the start of every round
t. Devices that store points of an Hj3-set and apply the gadget to them, with any processing
of the bath between rounds (permutations of points and slots, block twirls, re-folds, exports),
are genuine on their windows.

Theorem 8.6 (Genuine services). Forn > ng, every genuine service of ® g with error ¢ < 1—16,

J < 5 log26 and discard at most 1/n? has Q > cgnt’® for a fived cy > 0. The zero-discard
and small-discard constants are preserved in Theorem N.2.

Theorem 8.7 (The Houghton exponent on genuine devices). Let Qge,(n,€) be the least
memory of a genuine rank-rate service of ®p with discard at most 1/n? and error at most e.
For 0 < e < {= and n > ng(e),

ennt? < Qlon(nie) < Cr '3 (log )3 (log(n/€)) >,
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The upper bound is the device of Theorem H.18 for ¢ = 3, which re-folds the translation
part of the regular action and carries finite symmetric groups as fibres. The lower bound
reads the group through a sector bound. A second, independent route reads it through its
growth.

Corollary 8.8 (The growth route). Every genuine round of ®g given by the reqular action
of Hs, with a bath that is diagonal in the basis of group elements, has S +na > cnt/3 — C.

The constants are worse than those of Theorem 8.5, and the corollary covers only classical
baths on the regular action; but it uses nothing about S3 or sector bounds, only that Hg
has exponential growth, which follows from Chou’s theorem [17, Theorem 3.2] because Hj
is elementary amenable and not virtually nilpotent (Remark 8.1: it is not residually finite).
Both routes place the regular action at n'/3, and the device of Theorem H.18 attains it.

Proposition 8.9 (Genuine rounds are streamed). There is K such that for n > 2 and 0 <
e < 1=, every genuine round of ® at distance at most 3 satisfies Q*(n,e) < Klog*(n/e)(1 +
S+na).

So genuine rounds stream, and biasing a genuine action cannot separate the two halves of
the law.

8.3 Smoothed one-round realizations

Appendix O studies an explicit family of smoothed rounds of ®, built from the corner links
of [27, Section 4.2] with a clock and several tensor copies of a fermionic register. Their static
cost is of order n'/3 for symmetric sources, for a moderate number of copies and for sources
near the stationary algebra, while for unrestricted sources with positive production the proved
lower bound is only n!/* (Theorems Q.3 and Q.4, and Table 3 in Appendix O).

8.4 General devices

Proposition 8.10 (The two-scale ceiling; compare [27, Proposition 4.14]). For every e €
(0, 15] there is C(€) with Lo, (n,€) < C(e) n/3; in particular Ly, (n) < Cnl/3,

So no lower bound obtained from the two-scale profile through Theorem 7.3 can exceed
n'/3 the exponent of the genuine devices.

Remark 8.11 (The single budget). Under the single budget ¢ + a < t,, of [27, Theorem 5.2]
with the purity budget P+ C < 3Q + 6, the same smoothed rounds cap the one-round method
at O(n'/4): the leakage is then read at the purity scale (Q + logn)/n instead of the error
scale 1/n. The two-scale profile removes this cap.

Theorem 8.12 (What the law and the exponent reduce to). (a) If L3, (n) > n/3 /p(n)
Jor a polylogarithm p, then the two-scale law holds for ®p, and Qg (n,e) = nl/3.
polylog(n/e€) at every fized € < %6'

(b) Conversely, if the two-scale law holds for @y and Q% (n,€) = n/3+e() then Ly, (n) >
n1/3=o) - So if Ly, (n) < n'/3=9 for some & > 0 and infinitely many n, the law or the
exponent % fails for .

(c) Rounds of ®p at distance at most é with S +na < cgn'/® — Cy are not genuine, for
fixed positive constants.

Conjecture 8.13 (The Houghton exponent). At every fixed error ¢ < 1—16, Ry, (n,€) =
1/3+0(1)
n .
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By Theorem 8.12, the conjecture and the law for & follow together from the single lower
bound Ly (n) > n'/3 /polylog(n), which says that the ceiling of Proposition 8.10 is attained.
A round below this scale cannot be genuine. If it is a permutation round, it cannot come from
the regular action (Corollary 8.8). These exclusions do not identify a collision mechanism or
rule out other finite approximate realizations.

Remark 8.14 (General devices). For general devices, the one-round theorem [27, Theorem 5.5]
with Theorem 7.1 and Proposition 7.2 gives Qg (n,€) > enPr/(481) for n > ng, with
B = 1/(21log107 + 1), so By /(1 + fu) = 1/(2log107 4 2) ~ 0.06459; the device of
Theorem 8.7 gives Qg (n,€) < C n'/3(logn)?/3(log(n/e€))'/? for n > ng(e). This improves the
dependence on € in the bound O((n/e)'/?log?/3(2n/€)) for general devices [27, Corollary 6.7].
The one-round method cannot close this gap: it certifies at most n'/6 whatever area bound
is used (Proposition 1.4). The proofs of this section are in Appendix N.

9 What remains open

The high-precision law leaves a quantitative fixed-error question. The following four problems
separate it from the sharper Houghton rate, entropy-rate service and autonomous local
realization.

Problem 9.1 (The concentration conjecture). For every canonical untwisted anchored gadget
®, do constants Cp < 0o and p < oo exist such that, for all n > 1,

Zs(n) < Cologh(en)(1 + Ly(n))?

A positive answer would complete the universal memory comparison at all accuracies
(Section 6).

Matrix form. By Proposition 6.2, Zg(n) minimizes S(p) 4+ na over exact solutions: a state
p and a positive block matrix Y = [Yyp] with Yy, = I, Y1) = Y5 for every triangle (z,y, 2),
and | Tr pYyy| < 1/2 for g # h. The profile L (n) minimizes the same cost over near-solutions:
rounds that may leave the Kraus span, with probability at most 2/(15n) when the bath is in
state p and the input is maximally mixed. The defect is thus weighted by the source p, not
by the normalized trace. The conjecture asks whether every cheap p-weighted near-solution
can be traded for an exact solution, of any size and with any source, at a polylogarithmic
increase in cost. The exact solution need not be close to the near-solution.

Relation to group stability. Stability asks whether almost-homomorphisms of a group
are close to homomorphisms. In the Frobenius norm, cohomology vanishing gives stability
and yields finitely presented groups that are not approximated by unitary matrices [23]. In
the normalized Hilbert—Schmidt metric, infinite hyperlinear groups with property (T) are
not stable, and Becker and Lubotzky proposed a flexible notion that allows the space to be
enlarged before correcting [6, Section 4.4]. The conjecture is flexible in the same way. It differs
in two respects: the defect is weighted by the source state p rather than by the normalized
trace, and the price is the entropy cost S + na rather than a distance or a dimension. No
reduction between the two questions is known.

Where the conjecture is open. The conjecture holds in regimes (i) and (iii) of The-
orem 5.1. In regime (i), an exact finite tracial factorization is an exact solution with zero
production, so Zg is bounded. In regime (iii), L} (n) is linear, while Zg(n) < nlogr. In
regime (ii) the proved repair gives Z(n) < C[1 + L*(n) 4 /nlogn], together with the sharper
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horizon envelope, so matching holds above the square-root scale up to logarithms. The open
range is regime (ii) below /n. Concentration on an exact kernel and weighted affine trace
defect O(1/n) are sufficient mechanisms; mean support leakage O(1/n) alone implies neither.
Exact rectangular frames can satisfy the local gadget identities without extending to global
group representations, so representation repair addresses a stronger question.

The first concrete target is Houghton’s channel ® . It lies in regime (i), and Ly (n) <

Cnl/3 (Proposition 8.10), below the scale where the proved repair gives matching bounds.

A permutation subcase. For permutation rounds, triangle-bad points have mass O(1/n)
by Lemma 2.3. One may ask for an exact replacement whose entropy and production remain
within logarithmic factors of the original cost. Collisions and the entropy cost of the good-
point restriction still need control. Houghton’s H3 is not P-stable: it is amenable, hence
sofic, and not residually finite, whereas a sofic P-stable group must be residually finite [36],
[3, Theorem 7.2(ii)], [7, discussion after Proposition 8.5]. So no general nearby repair by
permutation representations exists for Hs. This leaves open whether the optimized costs
separate, and whether unrestricted quantum devices outperform permutation ones.

The flat subcase. A useful special case asks whether every coarse-correct flat round with
leakage O(1/n) admits an exact family of cost polylog(n)(1+ S + na), allowing a larger bath
and fixed coarse-error slack. Rounds with exactly zero production, of any source spectrum,
reduce to a finite tracial factorization at entropy-scale dimension with a multiplicative leakage
loss (Appendix F). Positive production remains outside that reduction. The second-order
obstruction of Appendix G concerns twisted identities, while this conjecture concerns untwisted
optimized costs.

Problem 9.2 (All-family Houghton sharpness). Is Ly (n) > n'/3 /polylog(n)? More weakly,
is Qg (n,€) > nt/3=o0) at fixed € < 1/16?

A positive answer would show that the cube-root constructions remain optimal beyond
genuine group devices. Table 3 in Appendix O separates the operational theorem from the
static bounds for explicit smoothed rounds. Those bounds reach the cube-root scale for
a moderate number of tensor copies and for stationary sources. For general sources with
positive production they lie between the quarter- and cube-root scales. Small production has
not been shown to force a source near the stationary algebra, and a uniform spectral estimate
for the killed Laplacian of Appendix Q is open. Other rounds, and mixtures over clock sizes
with positive production, remain beyond these bounds. The one-round operational method
has its stated n'/® ceiling; a lower bound for Z would need a separate all-family argument.

Problem 9.3 (Low-purity and nonflat-probe entropy-rate service). For ® € F and
log(1/e,) = o(n), can every flat-probe target be served with maximally mixed imports,
J<|(n—1)logr/2], Q@ =o(n) and P = O(log(n/ey))? For arbitrary nonflat probes, does
sublinear service with maximally mixed imports hold at exchange rate H(®)/2, where H(®)
is the maximum entropy of a complementary output?

These questions test whether sublinear memory can coexist with small initial purity,
and whether rank can be replaced by complementary entropy in the general compiler. The
principal upper constructions charge P < @); the nonflat rank-rate compiler does not give
a half-complementary-entropy import threshold. With unrestricted imported purity the
any-exchange converse controls @) + C: a pure replacer can recycle one retained qubit using
one fresh pure qubit after each round.
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Spatial and spectral refinements. For devices that move points along a Schreier graph
through nested sets with balanced boundaries (the collar devices of Section H), and for the
configuration-lamp devices, the sharp memory rates are open, independently of the general
compiler. The rank-based profile Ug and the entropy-based profiles may also differ: source
entropy charges the occupied spectrum, while Ug charges the logarithm of the ambient rank.
How far apart they can be is open.

By an exact stationary compression we mean the following. Start a finite-dimensional
probe coupled to a spin reservoir in its tracial product state, evolve by a fixed finite-range
interaction, and trace out the reservoir. The reduced channels ¥; converge as t — oo to ®
on every probe input, including a reference (equivalently, in diamond norm at fixed probe
dimension). The target is this exact limit, rather than one selected finite-time approximation.
All controllers and their initial states must belong to the specified dynamics.

Problem 9.4 (An expensive autonomous local stationary limit). Is a channel with a super-
polylogarithmic finite-mixture profile the exact stationary compression of finite-range quantum
spin dynamics in a tracial product reservoir?

Such a construction would connect finite-memory approximation cost to an autonomous
local reservoir. Known local-dynamics arguments exclude only narrow classes, so autonomous
local realization remains open. This construction question is independent of the concentration
conjecture.

Repeatability without resets. Proposition 4.6, with the catalytic dilation of Lie, Son,
Boes, Ng and Wilming, answers Rybar and Ziman’s question [72]: some unital channels that
are not random-unitary are repeatable, and some unital channels are not. What remains is to
identify the repeatable channels. Catalytic channels are repeatable, and repeatable channels
are finite mixtures of finite tracial factorizations. Lie, Son, Boes, Ng and Wilming show that
the catalytic channels form a strict subset of these mixtures [60, Appendix C], so at least one
of the two inclusions is strict. We do not know which. A repeatable device must reproduce
the channel at every use, but its memory state may move; a catalytic device keeps it fixed.
Haagerup, Musat and Ruskai’s channels ®, 3 on M3 are extreme among unital channels for
la|? ¢ {0, 3,1}, are not unitary, and have finite tracial factorizations with one bath qubit [45].
They are not catalytic [60, Appendix C]. If one of them is repeatable, the catalytic channels
are a strict subset of the repeatable ones. If one of them is not, the repeatable channels are a
strict subset of the finite mixtures.

AT assistance. Generative Al was used in mathematical exploration, proof checking, code
development and writing. The authors are responsible for the content.
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A Antisymmetric rigidity and purity accounting

A.1 A dimension-free local estimate

Lemma A.1 (Antisymmetric support decouples the source purifier). Let a finite unitary
round have source 3, channel U, and 6 = dj(¥,0). Purify the source by F, feed a Bell pair
on RA, and denote the final RY F marginal by x. Then

Ix =T (©)® Brli <20V5,  a> H —go(min{1,10vV5}).

Proof. Choose the antisymmetric isometry W : C3> — RY, sending the three coordinate
vectors to the normalized alternating pairs, with signs chosen so its partial-trace channel is ©.
Put P = WW*. Since J(©) = P/3, support loss Tr(( — P)x) < J. Gentle projection gives
|x — PxP|1 < 2v6. The untouched marginal is xgr = 73 ® fr. Thus, for the subnormalized
¢ =W*PxPW,

1(6 @ idp)(¢) — 73 @ Brll < 2V0.

The inverse linear map is ©~1(Y) = Tr(Y)I — 2YT. The first summand has stabilized trace
norm 3, and transposition on Mj3 has stabilized trace norm 3, so the inverse has norm at
most 9. This also acts on subnormalized and nonpositive differences. Since ©(73) = 73, it
follows that ||¢ — 73 @ Bp|j1 < 18V/4. Re-embedding by W and adding the gentle error [85,
Lemma 9] proves the first claim.

The global state on RY B'F is pure. Therefore the actual global bath gain is S(B")—S(5) =
H(RY|F),. Conditional-entropy continuity on the fixed dimension dim(RY") = 9 gives the
second claim [86, Lemma 2]; its comparison state has conditional entropy log, 3. No bound
on dim F' is used. 0

A.2 Exports, imports and exact banks

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Send fresh Bell inputs and retain every output and reference. Each
round’s marginal Choi error is at most €, even when the memory is correlated with past
outputs. For an intra-round exchange schedule, place every prescribed independent import
at the mathematical beginning and retain every export to the mathematical end. Extend
each operation by identities on unused imports and retired exports. This gives one finite
unitary round with the same reduced channel. It is bookkeeping, not a smaller-memory
implementation.

Let active dimensions before and after be b, b, the product import dimension be ag, and
the product export dimension be g. Then bag = b'g. If active marginals are 1,7, and the
independent import state is o, subadditivity bounds the round’s global gain by

aglob < S(n') +1logy g — S(n) — S(o)
=F(n)+c—F@), F(n) =loggb—5S(n), c=logyas—S(0).

This uses only unconditional marginals and remains valid with past correlations. Summing
telescopes to ) ; agont < P + C, because the final deficit is nonnegative. Each gain is
nonnegative for the reconstructed round with maximally mixed system input. Lemma A.1
proves the lower, including its positive part. Correlated imports would require their joint
deficit to be charged; adaptive state selection during a round is not included.

For the exact upper, let b = [\/n]| and ¢ = [bH|. Encode b pure qutrit Stinespring cells in
g qubits. Apply the cell isometry at its round and never touch that cell again until the bank
is exported. For every full bank except the last, export all ¢ qubits and import a pure bank.
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Unused cells in the final bank stay pure; no accuracy error occurs. A reversible schedule clock
costs [logy(n + 1)] pure qubits, and a fixed wire encoding costs O(1). With B = [n/b],

@ =q+O0(logn), P+C =Bg+O(logn), J=(B-1)q

Since Bb = n 4+ O(b) and B = O(y/n), these are the claimed ledgers. Unitary extensions
preserve the encoded bank and its unused padding. They realize independent channels for
every adaptive observer. O

Proof of Proposition 3.2. Werner twirling fixes ©, contracts Choi trace distance and preserves
factorizability: each conjugation preserves it, and convex mixtures and limits preserve the
relevant closure. The twirled channel is Ty = AW3" + (1 — A)W5 . Its two normalized
Choi states occupy orthogonal symmetric and antisymmetric subspaces, so dj(Ty,0) = .
Haagerup—Musat’s twirl calculation gives A > 2/27 for every factorizable twirl, and an
exact factorization at equality through M3 ® M3 [44, Lemmas 5.4 and 5.5, Theorem 5.6 and
Corollary 5.7]. The threshold persists under limits. This proves both bounds for the closure
F. The published full c¢b distance is 4/27 (half-diamond distance 2/27); no generic conversion
of that norm into Choi distance is needed. O

A.3 A lower bound for delayed batches

Suppose contiguous batches contain b, = o(n) qutrit inputs and release their outputs
together, with complete error at most n~2. Within and between batches allow the prescribed
independent exchange just accounted for. Define

K, =

{logz n — 3logy logy(n + 2)J
logs 9 .

The following assertion concerns sufficiently large n, so K, > 1.

Proposition A.2 (Batch probes). Fvery such service satisfies

- > (H — o(1)) min{1, K,, /b, }.
In particular b, = o(logn) forces asymptotic supplied-purity rate H, and the exact banks above
attain it with Qpeak = o(n), J = O(n). For arbitrary by, if R[b] is the infimum achievable
limsup(P + C)/n under these resource constraints and x = limsup,,_, ., logs n/b, € [0, 0],
then

R[b] > H min{1,z/log, 9}.

Proof. In a full batch probe m = min(b,, K,,) inputs with Bell pairs and set the others to 3.
Regard the unused inputs as an analytical bath, and retain their outputs at the mathematical
end. By subadditivity and their maximum entropy, its gain is at most the actual bath gain:

S(B'Yy) — S(B) — (b, —m)H < S(B') — S(B).

Tensor the alternating isometry m times. Support loss is at most n~2, and the stabilized
inverse bound is 9™. The proof of Lemma A.1 now gives half trace distance at most
tn, = (1 +9™)/n from the decoupled target state. Consequently the physical bath gain
is at least mH — ggm(t,). By the definition of K, t, < n™! + (logy(n + 2))~3. Since
log,(9™) = mlogy 9, gom (t,) = o(m) uniformly for 1 < m < K,,. The leftover batch has fewer
than b, = o(n) rounds and nonnegative global gain, so it can be dropped from the lower sum.
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There are |n/b, | full batches. The deficit ledger therefore gives the displayed bound. Write
zn = logyn/b,. Since K;,/logsn — 1/log, 9, the bounded factors obey
lim sup min{1, K, /b, } = min{1, (lim sup z,,)/ log, 9}.
n—oo n—o0
For finite lim sup z,, this follows by continuity and a subsequence attaining the limsup; for
infinite limsup the same subsequence makes the capped expression tend to one. The uniform
o(1) and the discarded fraction b, /n = o(1) vanish before taking the limsup. The lower holds

for every admissible service sequence and hence for their infimum R[b]. This proves the stated
bound. O

A.4 A counted collective Gaussian implementation

The following finite matrix argument controls both the isometry and the implemented channel.
A small input Gram alone would not control the channel’s Kraus coefficient Gram.

Lemma A.3 (Rectangular Gaussian packing, extending [25, Theorem 1]). Let U be a unital
trace-preserving channel on Mp with r Kraus operators. For 0 < 6 < 1/2 it has a finite
unitary implementation of half-diamond error at most § with a flat rank-k source in a dyadic
m-dimensional bath, where

logy k = % logy 7],
logy m < 1logy r + 2logy(1/8) + 21ogy (1 + In(8Dk)) + O(1).

Its supplied purity is loga(m/k); no random seed is supplied.

Proof. Write U(X) = >, Ao XA}, and let G, be independent m x k complex Gaussian
matrices with entry variance 1/m. Put W =3, Ay ® G, Z = W*W — I. We first justify
the dimension-uniform moment estimate

[EZ?| < @2p)!(k/m)",  k<m.
Wick expansion of a gth power and cancellation of fixed points under centering give

EZ9 — Z me™ =M= @ [, y=(12---q).
TESy
7 has no fixed point

Here ¢ counts cycles. Row-index loops supply the m powers, column-index loops the k& powers;
the one external column pair accounts for the exponent minus one. Removing a fixed point
contracts ), A% A, = I and leaves the other loop factors unchanged, exactly matching the
subtraction of I. The contracted system word is T =32, o, A& Ao, - - 45,4

Each T} is a contraction, including crossing pairings. Read its word from right to left.
At a label’s first occurrence create that label with either isometry v — >, Aqv ® |a) or
v >, Arv® |a). Both are isometries, respectively by trace preservation and unitality. At
its second occurrence erase it by the adjoint of its creation map. Permuting the open label
registers is unitary. Each label appears once starred and once unstarred, so this construction
gives exactly the contracted word and bounds its norm by one. For a fixed-point-free
permutation ¢(7) < ¢/2, and ¢(m) 4+ c(ym) < g+ 1. The latter follows from the triangle
inequality for transposition length |o| = ¢ — ¢(0). With a = ¢ — ¢(7) > q/2 the coefficient is
at most (k/m)®* < (k/m)%/?. There are at most ¢! terms, proving the moment bound.

Choose k = 2/(827)/21 4, — [In(8Dk)], n = §/2, and take m to be the least power of two
at least 1024kp?/n?. Since Z is Hermitian, trace Markov gives

Y (q)*

ap?k\"
Pr{||Z|| > n} ng;( P k) < 1/4.

mn?
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Also Cup = k™1 Tr(G:Gpg) is the covariance matrix of mk independent standard Gaussian
samples divided by mk. For a fixed unit vector its quadratic form is the mean of mk
exponential variables; exponential Markov bounds the two tails. A 1/4-net of the complex
unit sphere, of size at most 9%, gives

Pr{||C — I|| > n} < 29% exp(—mkn?/32) < 1/4.

The chosen parameters suffice since k% > r. Hence one realization satisfies both bounds. Fix
it as hardware.

Before normalization, tracing W(X ® I, /k)WW* implements the Kraus coefficient matrix
CT. Tts distance from I is the same as that of C. The coefficient perturbation has diamond
norm at most 77: use the Stinespring isometry of W and trace duality with C — I. Polar
normalization V = W (W*W)~Y/2 gives an isometry with |V — W| < n, |[W| < vI+7.
Left-right multiplication bounds its additional diamond error by 37. The total half-diamond
error is at most 2n = 6. Complete V : CP ® C*¥ — CP @ C™ to a unitary on the bath
C™, initialized uniformly on the embedded C*. This source has entropy log, k, giving the
stated ledger. All probabilities prove finite existence; neither normalization nor Gaussian
randomness is an online operation or postselection. O

For ©®%, D = r = 3% exactly. Thus the lemma yields

Qpathp < bH/2 + 2logy(1/0) + 2log,y (b + 1) + O(1),

P, < 21ogy(1/8) + 2log, (b + 1) + O(L). (3)

The b accepted system registers are held until the batch output; they use at most 2b encoded
qubits and are counted in Qpeax- They are observer payload, rather than part of the fixed
auxiliary source whose entropy deficit is P,. They leave as the system output, so their release
does not add to J. With b = n, the displayed bath ledger and this custody count prove
Theorem 3.3.

Proof of Theorem 3.4. The lower is Proposition A.2; exact banks give R[b] < H for every
allowed batch sequence. For b, > logsn, put B = [n/b,] and § = n=2/B. Renew the whole
collective bath independently between batches. The adaptive hybrid costs at most Bd = n~2,
since there are no retained bank correlations after its permanent export. From (3) and
Bb, < n+ by,

Py < 4logyn + 2logy B + 2logy(by + 1) + O(1) < 6logyn + O(1),
Qpathp < bnH /2 + O(logn).

Add a pure reversible clock of O(logn) qubits, charged once. A shorter final batch uses its own
smaller k, m and flat inactive padding in the common bank; that padding costs zero purity,
not an uncharged pure register. The payload bank can accept inputs in sequence and be
transformed in place by the collective unitary. Hence Qpeax < (2 + H/2)b, + O(logn) = o(n)
and J = O(n). The supplied rate is at most 6 logy n/by, +0(1) in this range. For smaller b, use
exact banks; the pointwise minimum with exact banks is min{H,6z,} + o(1) (when z, > 1,
exact banks already achieve the minimum). The same limsup identity gives R[b] < min{H, 6z},
including = = oo. If b,/ logn — oo, renewing the O(logn) overhead O(n/by,) times costs o(n)
exchange, and the leftover batch changes it by O(b,, +logn) = o(n). Hence J = nH/2 + o(n).
This last near-minimal exchange assertion is not made at critical logarithmic batching. The
lower is positive exactly when x > 0. For the nonnegative sequence z,, x = 0 is equivalent
to b,/ logy n — oo, which proves the zero-rate criterion. If b, = o(logn) then x = oo, so the
corrected lower is H and matches exact banks. O
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Proof of Theorem 3.5. Write z, = log, n/b,, so z = limsup,, 2.

FEzact banks. Fix a Stinespring isometry of ¥ with a pure environment of dimension r.
The banks in the proof of Theorem 3.1, with r-dimensional cells and ¢ = [[\/n]logy r], give
exact services with @ = O(y/n), P+ C = nlogyr + O(y/n) and J = O(n). Holding each
output until its batch ends keeps the error zero and adds at most b, [log, d| payload qubits
to Qpeak-

Collective batches. Let n > 2, B = [n/b,] and § = n~2/B. A batch of ¥’ < b, inputs uses
Lemma A.3 for U®” which is unital with D = d” and Choi rank 7 < d?'. Thus k < 24"
and 1+ In(8Dk) < 4(b, + 1)(1 + Ind). Since B(b, + 1) < 3n + 1, the source purity obeys

logy(m/k) < 4logyn + 2logy (B(by, + 1)) + 2logy(1 +Ind) + O(1) < sy,

where s, = 6logyn + 2logy(1 + Ind) + ¢ and ¢ is an absolute constant. Also logym <
%"10g2r+ 1+s, for v/ =0,

The memory holds a payload bank of b,[logy d]| qubits, a bath bank of log, m qubits
sized for b’ = b, and a pure reversible clock of [logy(n + 1)] qubits. The inputs of a batch
enter the payload bank as they arrive. After the last one, the collective unitary acts on the
payload and bath banks in place, and the outputs are released. Between batches the bath
bank is exported, and a fresh one is imported in the lemma’s source state: log, k maximally
mixed qubits and log,(m/k) pure ones. A shorter final batch uses its own smaller k£ and m.
Its unused bath qubits are imported maximally mixed and are never touched, so they cost no
purity.

No output is released inside a batch. So the inputs of a batch form one joint input,
entangled with the observer’s reference and with all earlier outputs. The batch applies a
channel within half-diamond distance & of U®¥". Tts bath is then exported for good, the next
batch starts from a fresh independent import, and the clock is pure and never meets an input.
Replace the batch channels by ® one at a time. At each step the state entering the batch
is unchanged and everything after it is a fixed channel, so the observer’s final state moves by
at most 8. The complete adaptive error is at most B§ = n™2.

The first bath and the clock give P < s, 4+ logan + 2, and the B — 1 imports give
C < (B—-1)sy. With B—1 <n/by,

1

P+C < Bsy+logan+2,  J=(B-1)loggm < 310g2r+(+bsn)n?
n
Qpeak < ([logy d] + %logZ 7)bn, + Sn, + loggn + 3.

Hence (P + C)/n < 6z, + (s, — 6logyn) /by, + (85, + logyn + 2) /n.

Choice. For each n, use collective batches if 6z, < log, r, and exact banks otherwise. In the
first case b, > 6logy n/logy 7. The two error terms are then Og(1/logn), J < 3nlogy r+o(n),
and Qpeak = O(by, +logn) = o(n). In both cases the contract holds and

P+ C

n

< min{log, r,62,} + o(1).

The map ¢ — min{log, r, 6t} is continuous and nondecreasing on [0, oc], so the limsup of the
right side is min{log, r, 62 }. This proves the bound, including x = cc.

If r = 1, exact banks have J = 0. If » > 2 and b,/ logn — oo, then z, — 0 and collective
batches are used for all large n. Since logy m > logy k > %" logyr and B —1 > n/b, — 1, also
J > 5logyr — %” logy . Hence J = 5 logy r + o(n). O
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B Proofs of the closure law

This appendix proves the finite-approximation upper and the local tracialization converse
stated in Section 4. All bath, workspace and exchange counts refer to the service contract of
Section 2.

Proof of Lemma 4.2. Carathéodory’s theorem reduces the mixture to L < d* + 1 terms with
weights p; and bath dimensions m; < m. Take | Np;/m;| copies of the ith bath block and
fill the remaining dimension by identity blocks; this is the block-diagonal construction in
the proof of [44, Theorem 3.6]. The realized weights ¢; = m;| Np;/m;|/N obey ¢; < p; and
1 -3¢ < Lm/N < ~. Both the removed mixture and the filler are channels, giving the
stated half-diamond bound. O

Proof of Lemma 4.3. Choose Hilbert—Schmidt orthogonal minimal Kraus operators K;, with
Tr K7 K;/d = p;d;; and p; > 0. The flat-probe identity is unchanged by this unitary Kraus
change. The unital completely positive map

i,J

has a fixed Hermiticity-preserving linear right inverse R on its range. Its amplified trace
norm is bounded independently of k: writing R(H) = >, Tr(F; H)R; in fixed dual bases,
trace duality bounds each amplified coefficient extraction by || F}||||H||1, and hence the sum
by a fixed constant.

Project the approximant unitary as U = G + L, G = ), K; ® X;, with the system
coefficients of L orthogonal to the Kraus span. Its leakage is ¢ = | L||%/(dk) < §. For
YV = [X7X;] >0,let H)=1—G*G and E = (R ®id)(Hy). Here Hy is in the amplified
range, and

<d(2Vi+0), = 05(VY).

[ Hollx 11
k k

The first inequality follows from U*U = I and Hilbert—Schmidt Cauchy—Schwarz. Let
Z =rTrer E— > 0. The positive pinching inequality gives F_ < I, ® Z, so

Vi=Y'+E+L®Z2>0, AY))=1;® I+ 2).

For C = (I + Z)~'/2, the common congruence ¥ = (I, ® C)Yi(I, ® C) is positive and
A(Y) = I. Factoring Y gives maps B; : C¥ — C"* with B{B; = Y;;, and W = Y, K; ® B; is
a genuine isometry, completed to a unitary on the enlarged bath.

We must bound its entropy without paying v/¢logk. Let D, = diag(\/it;) ® I,. The
output spectrum is that of Q@ = D,Y D,,/k, whose bath-reference marginal is I}, /k. It splits
into two positive components,

Qoia = DI @ C)YO(I®C)Dy/k,  Qeor = DI ® C)E +1® Z)(I © C)D,/k.

The old component factors through the original square bath, so its rank is at most k; the
correction has rank at most rk. Also Trgy Hy = Try L*L, by orthogonality. Thus, with
b = Tr Qecorr,

0<b<l+TrZ/k=0s(Vl),  SQ)<ha(b)+ (1—0b)logk + blog(rk).

The repaired entropy production is therefore at most hao(b) + blogr. This argument would
fail for a general rank-k source in ambient dimension M: its old component could have rank
M, leaving an extra (1 — b)log(M/k).
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The scalar Gram Gy; = Tr B} B;/k obeys |G — I|| = Os(v/$) and A(G) = I,. Indeed
the original scalar coefficients are bounded fixed linear extractions of the Choi state; the
correction has trace norm Og(kv/¥4), and the common contraction changes scalar entries by
the same order. The X; have fixed operator-norm bounds because they are fixed coefficient
extractions of a unitary.

Replicate the repaired source to the least positive multiple K of k with K > §~1/2,
without changing its normalized Gram or production. Thus K < k + 6~ Y2, Put N =
max(1, [K||G — I||]) and

K _
Co=1,— N(G —1.) >0, A(Cy) = 1.
If Co = [(ci,¢j)], the maps ¢; ® In give a correction isometry, with flat-source output

entropy log N + S(32; pui|ci)(ci]) < log N +logr. The orthogonal direct sum has source rank
k1 = K + N, exact scalar Gram (KG + NCy)/(K + N) = I, and production

ap < (1—p)d +plogr,  p=N/(K+N)=0g(V6).

The mixing entropy cancels against log(K + N). Replication and the added dimension give
the logarithmic size bound. O

Proof of Theorem 4.4. Lemma 4.2 turns a mixture approximant at Choi accuracy ¢ into a sin-
gle finite tracial factorization at accuracy 26, with log & < log(Dmix,o(6)+1)+1log(1/8)+04(1).
Lemma 4.3 gives an exact dilation with source rank k1 and production a; < CpV/d log(e/d).

The path compiler of Theorem G.4 applies to this dilation without gadget identities.
For clarity, the hypothesis check is as follows. The flat probe applied to W*W = I gives
S BiB; =11, so | B;i||*> < r. The flat output bath state is at most I/k, since WW* is
a projection. Its top-k; tail w is at most a;In2 by the proof of Lemma G.5, which needs
only that spectral ceiling, not individual isometries B;. Divide the output into at most r + 1
rank-k; pieces. Their matrices M) > 0 sum to I, and induce effects V*(I @ M®))V, with
norm at most Tr M(®. Consequently

B = Zw(b) <m In 2//’Lmin~

b>2

Concentration in Lemma G.1(a) uses only || B;||?> < r. The path-type recursion uses positivity
and 33, M® = I,. Inflow is bounded by 3, Ci(b)*Ci(b) < rl, and export uses Lemma G.2(a).
These are exactly the invariants proved in Appendix K; no group relation or disjoint Kraus
support is consumed.

Choose 3 = CpV/dlog(e/d) < 1/4 and 0 = 1/log(1/3). Then v’ < O,(B) and log rg/0 <
O,(Blog(1/B)) by the positive-piece Holder bound in the proof of Theorem G.6. Insert these
in Theorem G.4. The target is exact before compilation: ¢ contributes to resources, not an
nd operational error. Every path register, port and workspace is part of @); the fixed choices
of twirls require no runtime random resource. ]

Proof of Theorem 4.1(a). For fixed 6 > 0 the profile is finite. Divide the preceding bound
by n and let n — oo: the profile and fixed logarithmic terms vanish, and log(n/e,)/n — 0.
Then let § | 0. Explicitly choose §; | 0 so that Cp+/3;log?(e/d;) < 1/;j. For each j choose
increasing thresholds IV; beyond which the remaining terms divided by n are at most 1/j,
using the fixed finite value Dpix ¢ (0;) and the given error sequence. Use §; for Nj <n < Nji1.
This slow diagonal choice gives @/n < 2/j — 0 and P/n < Q/n — 0. It asserts no uniform
rate of approximation and no logarithmic purity bound. O
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Proof of Lemma 4.5. Let p;, q; be the eigenvalues of p, T(p) and wj; = d=1 32, (s, j|U|t, )|
in their eigenbases. This is doubly stochastic and ¢ = wp. The laws Pj; = wj;p;, Rji = wj;q;
satisfy D(P||R) = S(q) — S(p) = a. Pinsker gives 3 wji|p; — ¢;| < \/21n2a. Zeros follow
by restriction or continuity.

Sort both spectra decreasingly, matching their eigenvectors by index. The optimal one-
dimensional spectral matching gives 3 [p;j —q;| < >_;; wji|pi—q;|. Therefore 3. wji|p;i—p;| <
2 ij‘ wji\pi — qj]. For each k, compress U from the top-k input bath subspace to the top-k
output bath subspace, identified with CF. Its square compression A = V H is a contraction;
choose a unitary polar extension V. The unitaries V(H + iv/I — H?) average to the channel
X — AXA* + BXB*, B = VI — H?, before the flat bath is traced out. The original
flat-source channel is the compressed channel plus a positive outgoing term; the repaired
channel is the same compressed channel plus a positive replacement term. Both terms have
normalized Choi trace e, = k=1 > i<k j>k Wji, S0 their Choi distance is at most e;. Now use
the layer-cake decomposition p = 3", k(px — pr+1)Pe/k, with pary1 = 0. Tts weights sum to
one, and the total repair error is at most

1
Z Dk — Pk+1) Z Wi = Zwﬂ pi—Dj)+ = 9 iji|pi - pjl.
k ji

i<k,j>k

The last equality uses double stochasticity. The preceding transport bound completes the
proof, with finitely many components that are finite tracial factorizations and bath caps at
most M. 0

Proof of Theorem 4.1(b). Use an observer sending fresh Bell inputs and retaining every output
and reference, without adaptation. Even if the memory is correlated with previous outputs,
each round’s unconditional channel is the round determined by its current memory marginal.
Its Choi marginal is within e of the target. Its production a; > 0 obeys >, a; < B := P 4 ("
the deficit @ — S(p¢) decreases by a; at a round, and a replacement raises it by at most the
imported deficit. Lemma 4.5, averaging the repaired channels, and Jensen give

A <e+4/2In2B/n.

It gives B > n(A — €)% /(2In2); P < Q proves (b). The boundary ledger remains valid with
correlations: exporting F from AFE and importing an independent state [ raises the memory
deficit by ¢ + S(F|A) — logdim FE < ¢, where c¢ is the imported deficit.

An additional converse, [27, Corollary 3.3(b)], remains useful when imported purity is
large. Let H(®) be the largest entropy of a minimal complementary output over system
inputs. Use a different observer sending independent purifications of an entropy-maximizing
input. The ideal retained entropy is nH(®); continuity on dimension at most d*" gives
actual entropy at least nH(®) — 2enlogd — 1. Purifying the device’s resources gives an upper
bound 2(Q + J) — B: the complementary system is the final memory, permanent exports
and inaccessible resource purifiers. Both observers test the same fized resource ledger, so at
J <nH(®)/2, 2Q > B —2enlogd — 1. Combining the inequalities gives, at this entropy-rate

exchange budget,
(A-ep 1
> ——T ¢l - —.
@=n ( iz o8d) 5

This proof uses imports only between rounds, and the theorem is stated for that case. [

Proof of Proposition 4.6. (a) Feed the maximally mixed state 74 at every use. These inputs
are uncorrelated, so the device repeats ® on them. Use j is then the round (U,¢&;) of
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Definition 2.1. Its channel is ®, its bath map 7" gives {;41 = T'(§;), and its entropy production
is a; = S(&41) — S(&) > 0. The sum telescopes:

> a; = S(Ens1) — S(&) < log M — S(&).
j=1

Choose j with a; < (logM — S(&1))/n. Lemma 4.5 gives ¥ € conv Fyy with dj(®,¥) <
v2In2a;. This is the first inequality. The second follows from conv Fy; C F (Lemma 4.2).
With Bell inputs in place of 7; the memory marginals are the same, and each reference and
output pair is exactly in the state J(®). No joint state of several outputs is used.

(b) For each n, the proof of part (a) gives a round (U, p,) on C¢ @ CM with channel ®
and entropy production at most (log M)/n. Unitaries and states on these fixed spaces form
compact sets, and the channel and the production of a round depend continuously on it. A
limit point (U, p) is therefore a round with channel ® and production 0. Let w = U(14® p)U*.
Then S(w) = logd + S(p), the marginals of w are ®(74) and T'(p), and S(T(p)) = S(p).
Subadditivity gives S(®(74)) > logd. Hence ®(74) = 74, subadditivity is an equality, and
w=137T(p), that is, U(I @ p)U* = I @ T(p). So T'(p) = WpW* for a unitary W, and
U = (I ® W*)U has the same channel and commutes with I ® p. Write p = >, A\ P
with distinct eigenvalues A\, > 0 and mj = rank P,. Then U’ restricts to a unitary Uy on
C? ® P,CM. Identifying P,CM with C™*,

O(X)=> N Trpem Up(X @ P)U =Y ey (id @ 7y, ) [Ui (X @ 1)U .
k k

The weights pr, = A\gmy sum to 1, and ), my, = rank p < M.

(c) Use the inputs of part (a). Each use is a round with channel ©, so Lemma A.1 with
d = 0 gives a; > log 3. The telescoping sum gives nlog3 < log M — S(&1). In the n-cell device
each cell holds the pure environment of a three-dimensional Stinespring dilation of ©. Use j
acts on the input and the first cell and then shifts the cells cyclically, as in Proposition 2.7.
Each use 7 < n meets a fresh pure cell, so the device repeats © for n uses, with M = 3" and
S(&) = 0. Letting n — oo shows that no finite device repeats ©.

(d) The vy are unit vectors, so the wy are Hermitian unitaries with 7o (wgw;) = vg-v; = Byy.
Thus U is unitary, B > 0 and By, = 1, so T is a unital channel. For every input p,

Tree U(p®£)U* = Zpkkwk%wk = %, Tree U(p®£)U* = Zpkﬂg(u}kwl)\k) <l| = TB(p).
i Tl

This is the catalytic dilation. Haagerup and Musat proved that Tz is not random-unitary [43,
Example 3.3]; here is a direct check. If Tp = Y, p; AdV;, then Tr(|k)(k|) = |k)(k| forces
every V; to be diagonal. So B =}, p;z;2] with unimodular vectors z;, each in the range of B

because p;z;z; < B. Then z;; = vy, - ¢ for some ¢ = x + iy € C3, so UZ(%‘@'T + ny — v, =0
for every k. A quadratic form vanishing at vy,...,vs vanishes on the circle through them,

since a nonzero trigonometric polynomial of degree at most two has at most four zeros; so it
is a multiple of —42? + 23 + 23, and vanishing at vy makes it zero. Hence za? + yy? = I,
which is impossible since the left side has rank at most two. ]

C Entropy compactness and the gadget classification

This appendix first establishes a general-channel compactness statement. The later steps
use the singleton anchors and untwisted table explicitly. In particular, the finite-mixture
conclusion in the first lemma must not be replaced by a single-factor conclusion for an
arbitrary channel.
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C.1 Spectral tightness and finite limiting layers

Lemma C.1 (Entropy compactness). Let rounds on a fized My have channels ¥; — ©,
bounded source entropy, and production a; — 0. Then © is a finite convex mizture of finite
tracial factorizations.

Proof. Diagonalize source and output bath states in separate decreasing eigenbases, with
spectra pj;, q;i. Write the system blocks of the unitary as Uj;; and put w;; = Tr(Ujf'jlin’li)/d.
Unitarity makes w; doubly stochastic and g; = w;p;. The probability arrays w;;p;; and

w; 1G5 have relative entropy a; in bits. Pinsker gives
5j = ij,li|pji — qﬂ] < 21112&]' — 0.
li

Sorted matching minimizes absolute-distance transport. Indeed, integrate threshold indicators:
any doubly stochastic coupling mismatches at least the difference between the numbers of
eigenvalues above each threshold. Hence -, |pji — ¢ji| < 6.

Sorted eigenvalues obey pj; < 1/i. If the entropy bound is B, then Y ;o pji <
B/logy(K + 1); the same holds for ¢; with a bounded entropy bound. After adjoining
zero coordinates, diagonal subsequence extraction gives pointwise spectral limits, and these
tail bounds upgrade convergence to ¢'. Both limits are the same probability list p, with
S(p) < liminf; S(p;) < B.

All blocks U j; are contractions. A further diagonal subsequence gives limits Up;. If p; # py,
the transport bound forces Uj; = 0. Fix p; = A > 0 and choose K with 1/(K + 1) < \/4.
Eventually pj; > A/2, so

Z Wi 1 < 45]‘/)\ — 0.

I>K
The analogous row estimate follows from ¢ > A/2. Thus no positive-weight column or row
escapes to infinity. The set Iy = {i : p; = A} is finite, of size ky < 1/A. In the unitary column
identities, terms outside this set vanish: finite unequal-eigenvalue terms vanish entrywise, tails
vanish in squared block norm, and cross-column tails vanish by Cauchy—Schwarz. Therefore
Vi = [Uiliier, is a finite square isometry, hence unitary.

Let ©) be the channel of this finite tracial factorization. Splitting the source at a finite
index cutoff makes its tail channel mass uniformly small. On each retained positive-weight
column the preceding no-escape estimate permits taking the blockwise limit. This proves

O => k\O,, > kaAa=1
A>0 A>0

It remains to reduce a countable barycenter to a finite one. In a finite-dimensional real space,
the barycenter of bounded atoms with strictly positive weights lies in their convex hull. To
see this, if the barycenter lies on a relative boundary of the closed convex hull, a supporting
functional has its maximum at the barycenter. Every positive-weight atom must attain that
maximum; restrict to its lower-dimensional affine hyperplane. Repeat until the barycenter is
in relative interior. A small simplex around it can then be approximated by vertices in the
convex hull, still containing the barycenter. Carathéodory elimination leaves at most d* + 1
of the original Choi atoms. Their dimensions are finite, proving the lemma. O

C.2 Exact support, rational weights and separation

Lemma C.2 (Support-preserving copies). Let © = Y, p;©; be a finite mizture of finite
tracial factorizations of bath dimensions m; < m. For 0 < v < 1, it has an approximant I"
with a finite tracial factorization of bath dimension at most [(d* 4+ 1)m/v], half-diamond
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error less than vy, and J(I') < J(©)/(1 — 7). In particular, a common exact Choi support is
preserved.

Proof. Reduce to L < d* + 1 original atoms. Put N = [(d* + 1)m/~], ¢; = | Np;/m;| and
N’ =%, ¢;m;. The missing fraction § = (N — N’)/N is less than v, so N’ > 0. Take the
block-diagonal unitary with ¢; copies of each factor, on a bath of dimension N’, as in the
proof of [44, Theorem 3.6]. Its channel I" obeys © = (1 — §)I" 4+ Oy for a channel Oyepy
(omit it if 6 = 0). This proves both bounds. There is no filler channel. O

A finite tracial factorization with exact target support has a unitary expansion >, A,® By
(compare [43, Theorem 2.2]): each bath-entry Kraus vector must belong to the target Kraus
span by Choi positivity. The anchors make all square B, unitary, and the triangle columns
give B{ By = B;B.. After gauging V; = By B, these are exactly the relations of Py. The
two-anchor reference input gives

IT(VgVa)l < 2d0(0,®), g # h. (4)

If no finite representation separates the whole finite label set, some fixed pair is equal in
every finite representation. Otherwise a finite direct sum of pair-separating representations
separates all pairs. Thus every exact-support finite tracial mixture is at diamond distance at
least 1/2 from ®.

Bounded branch of Theorem 5.1. Suppose B = sup,, L;(n) < oo. Near-minimizers have
bounded S, a — 0 and £ — 0. Their channels have a convergent subsequence with limit ©
at distance at most 1/16 from ®, with exact target support. The compactness proof gives
spectral layers with weights wy = kA and

S(p) = H(w) + Y _wylogky < B.
A

All layers have exact support. Discard those with log k) > 16(B + 1); their mass is below
1/16. The remaining normalized barycenter has bath cap 216(B+1) " Even if it has infinitely
many layers, the preceding barycenter argument leaves at most d* + 1 of them, without
changing the channel. Lemma C.2 at v = 1/32 gives one exact-support factor of dimension at
most 33(d* + 1)216(B+1) " at distance less than 5/32 from ®. Equation (4) gives a separating
representation with trace gap below 5/16. This proves the displayed bound on Rgcp.
Conversely, tensor a representation with gap at most 1/2 to degree t = [log,(8r(r — 1))].
The exact unitary table has zero production and leakage and half-diamond error at most
r(r—1)27%/2 < 1/16. It gives B < tRsep. A representation merely separating the labels
acquires a strict trace gap by adding a trivial summand, then a finite tensor power makes the
gap at most 1/2. Robust rank streaming (Theorem 7.6(c)) gives logarithmic service memory.
Finally the matrix image of Pg is finitely generated. Malcev’s residual-finiteness theo-
rem [67] gives a finite quotient separating each of the finitely many label pairs; take their
finite product. Its regular representation has trace overlaps exactly d 5, and obeys all relations.
It therefore gives an exact finite tracial factorization of ®. The converse follows from the
exact-support expansion above. The same fixed-pair argument proves that an exact finite
tracial mixture for this gadget also implies a single exact finite tracial factorization. O

C.3 Ultrapower separation and closure

Lemma C.3 (Ultrapower label criterion). A canonical untwisted anchored gadget is in F if
and only if some homomorphism Py — U(RY) separates its named labels. If there is no such
homomorphism, some fixed distinct pair is identified by every such homomorphism.
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Proof. For a channel in the closure, Haagerup—Musat’s factorization in R“ gives a unitary
whose coefficient expansion has exact canonical support [44, Theorem 3.6]; the expansion is
that of [43, Theorem 2.2] (compare [65, Proposition 3.9]). Faithfulness of the trace makes
every orthogonal Kraus coeflicient zero. The singleton anchors make the remaining coefficients
unitary; triangle column orthogonality gives the relations of Pg after gauging by the identity
coefficient. Equality of the target Choi matrix makes distinct-label trace overlaps zero. This
separates the labels.

Conversely, let m separate the labels. Work throughout with finite matrix approximants of
the finitely many images m(vy), so that every construction below stays inside matrix algebras
with normalized trace. Replace m by m @ 1, with equal tracial weights on the two summands.
For g # h the overlap in R* becomes (1 + 7(7(vg)*m(vp)))/2, of modulus strictly below one:
there the trace is faithful, so for a unitary u, |7(u)| < 1 with equality only when u is a
scalar unitary eI; then the overlap is (1+ eie) /2, and 6 = 0 is excluded because 7 separates
the labels. So the finitely many overlaps have modulus at most 1 — § for some § > 0, and
along w those of the matrix approximants have modulus at most 1 — §/2. Tensor powers,
or tensor-conjugate powers (the tensor-power trick of [78, Lemma 2.2]), drive these finitely
many overlaps to zero while preserving every relation up to defects that vanish along the
ultrafilter. The resulting finite matrix tuples have vanishing triangle defects. Form the actual
physical gadget blocks with lower-right entry —V,V,,. Their slot Choi matrices approach the
canonical table, because equal-label slot defects and distinct-label overlaps tend to zero. This
yields finite tracial factorizations converging to ®; the same amplification is quantified in
Appendix F.8.

Finally, if each pair were separated by some homomorphism, the finite direct sum of those
maps would separate every pair and embed in R“. Its contrapositive gives the fixed pair
assertion. This argument concerns finite label separation, rather than hyperlinearity of all of
Ps. O

C.4 Closure-only and nonclosure branches

At any fixed entropy bound B and coarse distance u < 1/2, absence of finite label separation
implies
inf{fa+¢:5<B, d, <u} >0. (5)
Otherwise compactness would give an exact-support finite mixture at distance below 1/2,
contradicting the anchor obstruction. In particular L} (n) — oo on the nonseparating branch.
If ® € F, positive-Gram repair and scalar completion (Lemma 4.3) give exact-target flat
rounds with finite S5 and as — 0. Then L} (n) < Ss + nas; take n — oo and then § — 0
to obtain o(n). The closure service upper is Theorem 4.1(a). If service memory had a
bounded subsequence, the precise extracted production bound of Theorem 7.3 would give
a = O((1+1logn)/n) at bounded S, contradicting (5). This proves the middle branch.
For the last branch we need the following qualitative amplification, specific to the gadget.

Lemma C.4 (Support amplification). If © € F has ezact target support and do(0,®) < 1/2,
then ® € F.

Proof. Take channels ¥; — © with finite tracial factorizations, with unitaries U; = >, Ay ®
Xjg+Lj, | Ljl|3 = ¢; — 0 in normalized joint trace. Polar extensions of their singleton anchor
blocks give square unitaries Rj, with || X, — Rjgll2 < 2y/dl;. The table W; = 3> A, ® Ry,
has norm at most v/2 and [|U; — Wj|a < (1 + 2vd)\/f;. Tts column defects therefore

tend to zero. Gauging by R}, gives unitaries Vjy, Vj1 = I, with triangle error at most

rj = 2/d(1 + v/2)(1 + 2v/d)/Z;. Anchor testing and polar error give trace overlaps at most
2d,(¥;, ®) 4+ 2,/dl;, eventually bounded by ¢y < 1.
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Construct actual unitary gadget blocks with lower-right entry —V;,Vj,, not —V;.. Every
slot response @, is within x; of its canonical label response. Equal-label slots therefore have
1—|7(QxQp)|? < 4&?; different-label slots eventually have overlap at most ¢; < 1. Replace
all unitary responses by (V ® V)®*. This multiplicative map preserves actual unitary blocks;
scalar slot signs remain outside the map. Slot correlations become |7(Q%Q3)|?*. There are at
most 2d slots and their squared scalar coefficients sum to d. The Choi error is thus at most
d(4lm§ + ¢#¥). Choose k first and j second to make this arbitrarily small, proving closure
membership. O

For nonclosure ®, the compact set {© € F : do(©,®) < 1/8} has a strictly positive
minimum leakage 7 by this lemma; if the set is empty, use n = 1. Put ' = min(n, 1) and
as, = min{1/(2048d%In2),7%/(32In2)}. A qualifying round with a < a. tracializes to a
channel in closure at Choi distance h < /21n2a, < min(1/(32d),n'/4). Its target diamond
distance is at most 1/16 + dh < 3/32 < 1/8 and its leakage is at most 2/(15n) + h, below
n for sufficiently large n. This is impossible. Hence L}(n) > na, eventually. The pure
Stinespring round gives L} (n) < nlogr. Theorem 7.3 gives the linear rank-rate memory
lower at every € < 1/16; the exact independent-cell service gives the linear upper. This
completes Theorem 5.1.

C.5 Regime (iii) and non-hyperlinear groups

A countable group is hyperlinear exactly when it is isomorphic to a subgroup of U(R%) [69,
Remark 8.4 and Theorem 8.5].

Proof of Proposition 5.2. (a)=(b). By Theorem 5.1(iii), distinct labels g # h are identified
by every homomorphism Py — U(R“), and Pg is finitely presented. Put ¢ = v;lvh. Then
q(¢Q) =g 'h # 1, so ¢ # 1, and every such homomorphism kills ¢.

(b)=(a). Let P = (S | Rp) with S and Ry finite. Drop empty relators and replace
each relator ¢ = st! of length one by its conjugate sos~'; the normal closure is unchanged.
Choose a word w of length at least two representing ¢, appending ss~! if necessary. Let ® be
the canonical gadget of G = P, the generating set S and the list R = Ry U {ww~'}. Every
word in R has length at least two and equals 1 in P. The tagged prefix of ww™! at position
|w| names ¢, so ¢ and 1 are distinct labels.

In Py the triangle (s,s™!, @) gives V[g-1] = v[;}l. For a word o1 - - - oy, € R, the triangles
(pij—1,04,pij) give Vlp; ;] = Yiou] " * Vloy] by induction on j; at j = m the prefix is empty, so
Vjoy] " Vo] = 1. Hence s — vy, defines a homomorphism ¢ : P — Py, and 0(¢) = vj,) = v¢.
For every homomorphism 7 : P — U(R"), the composite 76 kills (, so w(v¢) = 1 = m(vy).
Theorem 5.1 places ® in regime (iii).

(b)=(c). A homomorphism that kills ¢ # 1 is not injective, so P is not hyperlinear.

(c)=(b). Let P be finitely presented and suppose that every ¢ # 1 survives some
homomorphism 7¢ : P — U(R*). Enumerate P\ {1} as (1, (2,... and choose orthogonal
projections pj, € R with 7(pg) = 27%. Each corner pRpy, is a hyperfinite II; factor, so there
is a x-isomorphism 6y, : R — ppRpy. It scales ||-]|2 by 27%/2, so applying it to representing
sequences gives an injective *-homomorphism 6% : RY — ppR“py with 6¢(1) = py. The
orthogonal sums 7(x) = >, 07 (m¢, (x)) converge in ||-[[2 on bounded sets and define a
homomorphism 7 : P — U(R®). Since ppm(Cr)pr = 0F(7¢, (Ck)) # P, the map 7 is injective,
so P is hyperlinear. Contrapositively, a finitely presented group that is not hyperlinear has
an element ¢ # 1 killed by every homomorphism into U(RY). O
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D A bounded mixture profile for phased monomial dynamics

This appendix isolates a tractable structured case of the mixture profile used in Section 4. For
phased-monomial dynamics, a finite tile description bounds each component bath uniformly
in the approximation accuracy. The argument concerns mixtures, not a bounded exact
single-factor realization.

Fix product bases on C? ® CM. A phased-monomial unitary has exactly one nonzero
entry of modulus one in each row and column. Let Cpon(d) be its reduced channels with bath
Iy /M, for arbitrary finite M, and let FF°" be finite convex mixtures of such factors with
component bath dimension at most B.

Theorem D.1 (Bounded exact mixture). Put

2
E(d) = zd: (Z) k!,  B(d)=d [(d+ 1)<E<d>+1>/ﬂ .
k=1

Then Cmon(d) C gl(od%, this latter set is compact, and Cyon(d) = g(odri. FEvery member is a

mizture of at most d* 4+ 1 components. In particular, for every ® € Cpon(d),

Dja(y) < [(d4 + 1)B(d)/ﬂ : 0<~y<1.
No bounded exact single-factor bath is asserted.

Proof. An edge label e is a nonempty partial bijection A, — B, of subsets of [d]; there are
E(d) labels. An input tile is a collection of labels whose domains partition [d], an output
tile one whose ranges partition [d]. Each contains at most d edges; repeated labels inside a
tile are impossible. For a monomial unitary, group the system slots of an input bath point b
by their output bath point y. Each group gives one edge, and the resulting input tile is Tp.
Reversing the grouping gives the output tiles S,.

Let z7, ys be normalized tile counts. They lie in the rational polytope

z,y>0, Y wp=1 > ar= Y ys (eany edge).
T T:eeT S:eeS

Multiplying these balances by |A.| and summing gives Y g ys = 1, so the polytope is compact.
The constraint matrix has F(d) + 1 rows, entries 0,+1, and each column has Euclidean
norm at most v/d + 1. A vertex has at most E(d) 4 1 positive coordinates with independent
columns. Selecting a nonsingular square minor and using Cramer’s rule and Hadamard’s
determinant bound gives a common denominator

D < [(d—k 1)(E(d)+1)/2—‘ .

Realize Dz input points and Dyg output points. Pair equally labelled edge stubs using the
balances. This gives a bipartite multigraph, but parallel edges between a pair of bath points
must not be left as separate Kraus terms: they would create coherences absent from the tile
formula.

Take a d-fold cyclic cover. For every parallel-edge family assign distinct shifts in Zg;
there are at most d edges in a family. An edge with shift a joins (b,¢) to (y,t + a). Thus no
covered bath pair carries two edges. The domain partition at each input and range partition
at each output make the covered system—bath map a genuine permutation unitary, with bath
dimension dD < B(d).
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For a tile T" and phases |z5| = 1, define

Ve,z = Z zsle(s))(sl, Er.(X) = Z Ve,zXV;:z-
sSEA. ecT

The original channel is >, x7E7, where the bar is the conditional phase average over input
bath points with tile 7. This identity includes all coherences. Decompose (x,y) into vertices
of the tile polytope. For each vertex realization, sample independently at its covered input
points the original conditional phase law of that point’s tile. Because the cover separates
bath pairs, its expected channel is exactly the corresponding vertex tile average. Averaging
vertices recovers the original channel.

For bath sizes up to B(d) there are finitely many permutations and compact phase tori;
their channels form a compact set. Its convex hull is compact in the finite-dimensional
real channel space, and Carathéodory reduces the averages to at most d* + 1 actual compo-
nents. This proves containment and compactness. Conversely every finite mixture of these
components is approximated by block copies of finite tracial factorizations with identity
filler (Lemma 4.2), which are again phased monomial. This proves the closure equality and
single-factor profile bound. O

Corollary D.2 (Product-diagonal-preserving finite-radius dynamics). Consider a reversible
finite-radius quantum cellular automaton on a finite-dimensional lattice with product trace.
If it preserves the product diagonal mazximal abelian algebra, every finite-time reduced channel

of a fixed d-dimensional probe, and every ordinary or Cesdro limit of these channels, belongs

to Fpnen.

Proof. At any finite time the probe matrix algebra embeds into a finite window My ® M.
The images wgp of its matrix units are partial normalizers of the window diagonal algebra, not
generally unitaries. Since wg, is diagonal and wgp is a partial isometry normalizing diagonals,
it has at most one nonzero entry per row and column, each of modulus one. Trace preservation
gives rank wqq, = M. Choose a basis {fub}é\i , of ranwy; from the preferred window basis. The
vectors wq1vp form that full basis up to phases, so Wla,b) = wq1vp is a phased-monomial
unitary implementing the embedding. Theorem D.1 applies, and compactness passes to limits
and time averages. O

This statement concerns maximally mixed baths and a specified product diagonal algebra.
It does not prohibit a hard channel from Gaussian baths with arbitrary non-Gaussian
controllers, from blocked or dressed diagonal structures, or from general quantum local
dynamics. Physically incoherent operations have a related projector—phase-permutation
description [16]; the theorem’s bath cap and exact-mixture assertion are stated without a
priority claim.

E A coherent entropy—production compiler

This appendix proves Theorem 6.3. The bath source is used to specify a finite bank; it is not
an online supply. The two points that permit coherent responses are a full response-label
work estimate and a simultaneous history-frame induction. Neither a forced-label scalar
estimate nor independence of the observer’s histories would suffice.

E.1 Compact source and full matrix work

Restrict the source to its support. Write k = dim K, [ = dim L < rk, p; = BgpBj, S = S(p),
and

JM:Zugpg, a=S(co,) — S, U:T_lng, a, = S(o) = S.
g 9
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Here py = Tr(AjAg)/d is the actual Choi-input weight. Minimizing the relative-entropy
center gives
Ay S a/(rﬂmin)a Hmin 2 1/d (6)

Indeed, evaluate the uniform center problem at o, and use r 1 < tig/ (7 tmin). The gap-selected
version of Lemma F.1 gives a design source £ with

logy k' < 64(S + 1) + 16, logs(1/pmin(€)) < 192(S + 1) + 51,
nag < Cplogy(e(n +1))(1 4 na), ce <9/16 < 3/4. (7)

The filter changes half trace distance by at most 1/32, so a Gram entry changes by at most
1/16. Selecting its threshold between source square-root eigenvalues supplies the displayed
spectral floor with no second, horizon-dependent deletion. Common restrictions preserve
every isometry and multiplication triangle. These are offline design choices. In the rest of the
proof use this compact source and omit its subscript.

If a, > ap = (512rIn2)~!, an exact service with n fresh pure r-dimensional Stinespring
cells and a charged clock costs O,(n + log(n + 1)). Equation (7) bounds this by the claimed
quantity. Thus assume a, < ap and ¢ < 3/4. The anchored triangle identities imply that
249 ® Bg)t is isometric for every integer ¢: the off-diagonal column product in each gadget
block is (B By — B;B.)/2, and tensor powers preserve that equality. This argument requires
the untwisted table; it is not a rule for arbitrary Kraus expansions.

Put P = p®, T, = BY" and

Se=r1> 8 Ry=(1-2)% + 2I/1%
g

In particular ¥ is not ¢®'. Concavity and subadditivity give 0 < S(X;) — ¢S < ta,. For
eigenvalues p;, q; of P, R;, define the label matrices, using natural logarithms in the work
variable,
Mps(g.h) = > _piTyjiThjie™",  wi; =n(pi/qj), D =M
ij
Each summand is a nonnegative multiple of a positive rank-one label matrix. If Gy, =
Tr(pB;Bp) and € = (r — 1)c!, then

Q—e) <My<(1+e)l, Mi<(A+e)l, a=F-17+@F-1)z (8
where v = ¢+ 2v/2rIn2a, < 7/8. For the second assertion, before regularization,

M_1(g,h) = =" _[Tx(ppBnBy)]"-
b

Its diagonal is at most one. Pinsker applied to Da(pp||o) < ra, bounds every off-diagonal
summand by ~¢, since Tr(pgBrBy) = Ggn. Gershgorin gives the upper bound. The flat
regularizer contributes a positive matrix with trace at most r, giving the displayed z term.
This is an operator estimate on all labels, not only their diagonal.

Direct summation and operator monotonicity of log give

Tr D =r{[S(Z¢) — tS]In2 + Dpat(E¢||Re) } < Tpp :=rta,In2 —rin(1l — 2).

The scalar function ¢(w) = w — 1 + e~* is nonnegative; hence D — My + M_; = 0. With
e =¢y+ €1 and m = Ty + (r — 1)e, the preceding lower bound and trace estimate yield

—el < D<mlI, 0<D-My+M_1<(m+e)l, M{y<VI, V=21+L)(m+e), (9)
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where L = max{tIn(1/pmn),tInl +In(1/2)}. For —L < w < L, w? < 2(1 + L)¢(w): for
w < 0 use p(w) > w?/2; for w > 0, the derivative of 2(1 + w)p(w) — w? is 2w(1 —e~*). Sum
this scalar inequality against the positive label matrices. The same procedure, using the
Taylor bound on e, proves

62V )
MO < exXp <€0 + Om + 2(1_9L/3)> I, Xg:TgPTQ = T‘Et < T‘Rt/(l — Z) (10)

The first inequality holds for 0 < 6 < 3/L. No operator monotonicity of the exponential is
used. The second inequality is the incoming-flux certificate; its factor is 7, not rt.

E.2 Finite integer code and incoming flux
Set 2 16 8 ]
2 1
77:2:6—, g;:lnﬁ7 t = {n(&"/n)"
220p(n 4 1)12 €2 In(8/7)
Then ¢y < 1/8, e1 < rn, m = O,(tay, + 1), V= 0,.((1 + L)(tay, +n)). Write h =1+ L,
Ty = x + neg, and

6 = min{(2h) ", \/z-/(nV))},

Bi =n(m+n)+2y/nVry + 2hxy, B_=n(n+e€)+z.

Alive energies are the integers w = —[B_/n] through v = [By/n]. Put b = €, s; =
[_ lnpi/n—| + 8, t; = [_ In Qj/T]-I + 8, Enin = % — Smax, Fmax = U + tmax, Dy = 77_26_77Emma
and dg = [Dyb”]. Stock energies run from u — Syay through v — spin. There are N =
Fax — Enin + 1 physical sectors.

Inside sector E, pack source coordinates (i, E — s;,a) of sizes dg_s,. The ceiling margins
ensure

e Wy, < dp_s,/dE < pi, > dp_s, < dg.
p

Indeed the ceiling ratio differs from b=% by at most 1 + 7?2, since every stock count is at least
n~2. Pack output coordinates analogously with q¢j,t;. Denote the coordinate isometries by
Cp, Cy and the common input range by Peoge. On that range set

Eg - Cq(Tg & IStOCk)C;'

All adjoint products are common compressions of TyT, ® I. The coded round is therefore

isometric on C? ® P,oqe and can be completed to a unitary on the full system and bank. The

stock and its coordinates specify matrix entries, not an additional retained tensor factor.
In every alive sector its normalized trace mean is

~ ~ dp_s, —— .
(B By) = e Mp(g,h), Mp =" i TyjiTh,jie" "),
ij
The summands remain positive label matrices. Thus
1M = I|| < eo + 10m,
Mg < R+I7 K4+ = €EO+9(m+n)+92v7 (11)
M,;lgn_l, k_ = eTe,

Means vanish outside the alive interval. The padding fraction is at most 10n, independently
of off-diagonal means.

48



Amplify all sectors by the same dyadic factor M, providing a common export port. With
Q=805 (Dyb® M )_1IdE M, the virtual input Gibbs operator is bounded by P tensored with
the stock Gibbs operator. Equation (10), output coding, and quti < v? imply

ZB OB} <

The input restriction commutes with the virtual Gibbs operator and can only decrease it.
Also ||Tgl| < r. Consequently inflow does not acquire a factor equal to the number of sectors.

'rbg

Q, S rE(PpTgPg) <re'®™, Tg= B;PyB,. (12)
E g

E.3 Concentration, reshaping and export

Here is the concentration estimate used in the chronological argument. For a frame F': C™ —
(@;Vzl CP») @ C%, put R = FF*, g = |[F*F||, a = max, || Trp, Rpp|, and Dyin = min, Dy,
For a Hermitian memory-only operator A and independent block Haar mixers V = @, V},

Din 52
Pr{||F*[(V*AV —EV*AV) @ IF| > <2 - min~o ) 13
r{ || F[( )R IF|| > s0} < meXp< 2(1+N)ag||A||2> (13)

For completeness, use Hermitian Hilbert-Schmidt orthonormal bases T}, , and the product-
group Laplacian £ = >, , D, 181%@. Writing X = V*AV, its centered diagonal and off-
diagonal blocks all have Laplacian —2. Therefore the centered compression Z satisfies

LZ = —2Z. The completeness identities >, 1) oY Tpq = Tr(P,Y P,) Py and >, T, pa =D,P,
give
2(1+ N)allA]]?
Drnin

To see the 1+ N factor, apply (XT-TX)R(XT—-TX)* <2XTRTX +2TXRXT. The two
unscaled sums are bounded respectively by a||A||?T and Na| A||?I after partial trace. Haar
integration by parts then bounds f(t) = ETre'Z by me®*/* with ¢ = 2(1 + N)ag||A||?/Duin-
The required trace derivative inequality follows by diagonalizing Z and integrating the scalar
convexity inequality for the exponential. Optimize exponential Markov at ¢ = 2sp/c and
apply it to —Z as well. This proof explains both unequal-sector validity and the memory-only
restriction; it does not permit an operator on future history labels.

Reshape F' by ﬁ(a,h),s = Fl4,5),n- Its Gram is Trmemory 12, Whereas its sector spectator
marginal is the transpose of F;F},. Hence g < Na and @ < g. Apply (13) to Fg and use (12).
When g < 2, the simultaneous inflow bound is

Qeanl < €00 4 QT\/N(l + N)aH/Dmin. (14)

Each failure probability is at most 2se~*. Conjugation and transpose here are algebraic
reshaping, not physical antiunitaries.

After a sector Haar mixer, export a common e-dimensional port and replace it by a flat
one. Column Grams and energy-weighted Grams are preserved. The new spectator marginal
has blocks given by Haar conjugation of I ® |u)(v|. Applying the single-sector estimate to

their Hermitian parts gives
Onext < acall/ez + 4\/ 205(:3,117’[/1)rr1ir1- (15)

There are at most 2Ne? tests. Explicitly, partial trace of the retained register gives a factor
1/e from the flat import’s purifier; the mean contributes another 1/e. The block-to-operator
factor e in the fluctuation cancels the first factor. These are exact partial trace identities, not
independence assumptions about frame entries.
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E.4 One simultaneous history-frame induction

Initialize sector zero flat. Before each round and after each of the first n — 1 rounds choose
block mixers offline, then fix them publicly. After round v < n replace j, = |vlogy /2| —
| (v —1)logyr/2]| port qubits. There is no final replacement. For analysis alone delete input
padding after the premixer and output energies outside the alive interval after the round. Let
F, be the surviving history frame and

G, = F'F,, HP = FreP"BF,, p=0,-1.

Its columns are histories; the initial purifier, exports and import purifiers are spectators, all
used only in this dilation. Initially Go = 1 and ag < D1 .

Impose concentration on all 72 unweighted label blocks, both weighted families, the
padding projection, and each sector inflow. Use Hermitian real and imaginary parts with
threshold n/(2r) so every full label fluctuation is at most . The Haar mean is a sum of
M }g tensored with positive parent-sector Grams. Thus the full matrix bounds (11) imply,
assuming parent norm at most two,

HEprep” < 21777 HGcall - I’!‘ ® GU—IH < 6G = 2¢0 + 417]7

HP | < kgl, @ H® | +nlI, HY < (14 nn)K41.

call =

Output cuts decrease positive weighted Grams; energy-preserving export preserves them
exactly. Markov in Loewner order at B_, B gives

| Bexit]] < 7:=2(1+mnn)e™ ", |Gy — I|| <v(dg + 1) < 1/16. (16)

For the upper tail, if § = \/x1/(nV), the variance term is x4 and the square-root buffer
costs 224 . In the other case put y = vVnV/ (2h,/zy") < 1; the variance-minus-buffer part is
4 (y? — 2y — 1) < —x,. In both cases neg — ;. = —z. Integer endpoints only help. The
lower tail is (1 + nn)e~*. This also bounds every child before the output cut by two, closing
the induction.

Let ¢, = 22lvlog2m/2lp=v ¢ (1/4,1]. Applying \/u + cy/u < /u + ¢/2 to (14) and (15)
gives
V CoDminty < e V Cy—1Dminy—1 + 7\/;(]\[ + 1) VH+ 1.
Consequently, for v < n,
@y < B/Duin, B =1024r(n + 1)%(N 4+ 1)*(H + 1).

The final round requires no spectator bound after it.
Here is an explicit, noncircular amplification. Set

Hy=>dg, e, =28/l
E

T = nmax{|Emin|, | Pmax|},

Zo=1+1n[128(n + 1)N(r + 1) +In Hy + nlnr,
Ko =512r%(n+ 1)(N +1)%/n,

Ag =4+ Ty +In Ko+ Z,

M = 2fls:lde™ Kol - 3y — 7, 4 1n M.

All quantities preceding M are fixed without M. Then M > e,, H < 3Ap, and

Duin > Mn™2 > 4r\/(1 4+ N)BH T /n.
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This follows, for example, from /(1 + N)BH < 32v/r(n + 1)(N + 1)3/?(# + 1) and M >
elw Ko(H + 1). Column count is at most 7™ and spectator dimension at most H,M7". There
are at most 672 + N + 1 premixer tests and 2Ne? export tests. The tail bounds and a union
bound make each successive good choice exist with probability greater than 1/2. Fix choices
in chronological order. The tested frames depend only on the responses and earlier fixed
matrices, never on an observer.

E.5 Complete adaptive error and the resource ledger

Purify an arbitrary adaptive, reference-assisted observer, including its measurement records.
Its ideal final dilation has history coefficients 1, with 3= |4, |2 = 1. The good physical dilation
has the same coefficients }_, ¢, ® F,|y): all coded rounds have the canonical coefficients Ay,
and all other bank operations act only on the bath. At each analytical deletion the removed
vector has norm at most /2In or /7. The intervening physical circuit, retaining exports in
the comparison space, is isometric. Telescoping and the final polar isometry of F;, therefore
give vector error at most

n(v2In+ V1) +n(dc + 1) < e.

This does not suppose discarded branches never return. Half trace distance of pure states is
at most their vector distance, and partial trace contracts it. Thus the same public circuit
works for every observer in the complete-experiment metric. No projection, history register,
runtime random seed or postselection is used by the device.

Encode the body into [logs Hp| qubits, tensor the dyadic port, and add a pure reversible
clock. Outside padding is invariant and initially empty. Precisely,

Q = [logy Hy| + logy M + [logy(n + 1)1,
P=Q —logy(dgM)<Q, C=0, J=|(n—1)logyr/2].

Every retained workspace is counted; in this unrestricted-unitary specification model the
fixed controlled matrices need no synthesis workspace. A retained fixed service-wire padding
costs only Og4(1). The physical initial source is flat on sector zero, not on the entire bank.
The total natural-log energy width is O, (nta, + (1 + L)z + 1), by \/zy < = +y. The
body contributes this width plus 2In(1/n) + In N + O(1). The amplification adds T, +
In Ky + 2In Ap + O(1); in particular nlnr occurs inside In Ay, not as n qubits. Hence
Q < Cy[1+ ntay + (1 4+ L)z]. For y = In[128(n + 1)/¢], the compact-source bounds give
t = 0,(y), L < Cry(S + 1) and nta, < Cypy*(1 + na). Thus Q < Cy,y*(1 + S + na),
proving the stated squared-log bound. The selected spectral floor enters only the work-range
parameter L; concentration, chronological induction and the complete adaptive error estimate

above are unchanged. All constants are independent of the original rank and spectrum.

F Static entropic comparisons and their boundaries

This appendix separates source compression, exact support repair and profile optimization.
Compression preserves rare support leakage multiplicatively. Repair is controlled by a weighted
trace norm, not by the same probability. Keeping these currencies distinct is essential to the
open comparison (2).
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F.1 Soft compression at source-entropy scale

Lemma F.1 (Soft source filter). For an isometric ensemble py = BgpBj of r members, with
weights pg and gain a = S(3_, tgpy) — S(p), put

fsp)=(p—Vs)i, — T=20E0= <<
Zf:TrfS(p): V:fS(p)/Zf-

Then Zy > 31/32, |lv — p||1/2 < 1/32, log, rank v < 64(S(p) + 1) 4+ 16, and
f 2

ay < ha(b) + blogy(r — 1), b=min{(In2)a/Zy,(r —1)/r},
na, < 2(1 + na)logy(er(n + 1)).

For a general unitary round on a d-dimensional system the same rank and distance estimates
hold. For 8 = (In2)a/Zy < 1/2,

ay < ha(B) + Blogy(d? — 1) + 4d3/ In 2. (17)

Its channel error changes by at most 1/32 and any positive Choi test increases by at most
Z;l. An equivalent smaller round has bath dimension at most d?rankv. One can select s
from this interval so that, in addition,

logs[1/pmin(v)] < 192(S(p) + 1) + 51. (18)
No gap in the original source spectrum is assumed.

Proof. For states X,Y, diagonalizing both gives classical probability arrays x;|(i[)|?, y;|(i|j)|*
whose relative entropy equals Dpat(X||Y'). Jensen gives

VX = VY3 =2(1 = Tt VXVY) < Dyt (X|Y).

The positive part is the Hilbert—Schmidt metric projection onto the positive cone and is
nonexpansive. Indeed Tr[(H — H4)(C — Hy)] = —Tr(H-C) <0 for C' = 0; apply this twice
and add. With Ay = ((/pg — v/sI)+ and A =37 uyAg,

Z; — 413 < Y ngllAg — (Vo = V3I)4]3 < (n2)a.
g

The canonical-purification mixture 3 pg| vec Ag/\/Zy)(vec Ag/\/Zy| has rank at most r and
largest eigenvalue at least 1 — (In2)a/Zy. Its entropy bounds the filtered Holevo information
by partial-trace data processing, giving the first production estimate. Splitting a into the
ranges a < 1/n, 1/n < a <1/2, and a > 1/2 gives the uniform estimate.

Eigenvalues below 2764(5+1) haye total mass at most 1/64. Above it, p — fs(p) < 2,/ps <
p/64. Thus 1 — Zy < 1/32. Since fs(p) < p, p = Zsv + (1 — Z§)pres, proving distance
and positive-test domination. The nonzero filtered eigenvalues have p > s > T'/4, which
proves the rank bound. To select a spectral floor, collect the distinct square roots of source
eigenvalues strictly between A = v/T'/2 and B = /T, and include A, B as endpoints. There
are N < 4/T interior points. A longest consecutive gap has length at least v/T/[2(N + 1)].
Let /s be its midpoint. Every square-root eigenvalue above this midpoint is at distance at
least VT /[4(N + 1)], including those outside the interval. Every positive filtered eigenvalue
is therefore at least T/[16(N + 1)?] > T3/400. Normalization increases it because Z; < 1.
Taking logarithms proves (18). The mass, domination and root-contraction proofs hold for
every s < T, so this selection preserves their conclusions.
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For the general round let w = U(7y® p)U* and 0 = Trq w. Then Dpat(w||7g®@0) = (In2)a.
Apply the preceding root contraction on the joint space with threshold y/s/d. The normalized
canonical purification of w, = U(74 ® v)U* misses the system Bell subspace on AA" with
probability e < 8. Consequently S(AA’) < ha(e) + elogy(d? — 1). Strong subadditivity and
purification duality imply

a, <logyd — S(A) + S(AA").

The system entropy-deficit term cannot be omitted (a pure-source SWAP would violate that
assertion). Bell closeness gives ||wy, 4 — 7qll1 < 2+/€; hence

logy d — S(A) < logy[d Tr(w}, 4)] < 4de/In 2.

This proves (17). Always 0 < a, < 2log, d: the lower bound because the Choi-input bath map
is unital, the upper by the Araki—Lieb inequality. In particular, with Cy = 2 + 2log, d + 5d,
na, < 2C4(1+na)logy(e(n+1)). Finally restrict the input to K’ = supp v and the output to
the span of the d? system blocks of U applied to K’. Its dimension is at most d? rank v. The
restricted joint isometry extends to a unitary after separate input/output embeddings; entropy
and channel are unchanged. These are static constructions, not free physical resets. ]

F.2 Profile structure, extraction and the horizon envelope

For the matrix form in Proposition 6.2, factor the positive Gram as Y, = B;Bh, where
B, = Y'/?(|g) ® I). Tts diagonal makes each B, isometric. The two products of the row map
[\/ItgBg+/Plg give the output ensemble and w, so their nonzero spectra coincide. Its source
marginal is p. Concavity and the entropy-of-mixture bound give 0 < a < H(u). The infimum
of affine nondecreasing costs is concave and nondecreasing. Orthogonal responses on a pure
source give Z(0) =0 and Z(t) < tH(u) < tlogr. Concavity at zero gives Z(ct) < cZ(t) for
c>1land Z(s)+ Z(t) > Z(s+1).

Tensor all responses and the source to degree ¢, = [logy(8(r — 1))]. Exact untwisted
triangles survive, the scalar overlaps are powered, and |G — I|| < 1/8. For every reference
input the output difference is T(GT — I)T* with |T||3 = 1, so its half trace norm is at
most |G — I]|/2. The bath output is 3, ugpg tr whose marginals are 0. Subadditivity
bounds production by ¢,a and entropy by ¢,S. This proves L*(n) < t,Z(n) with no compiler
dependency.

To prove Theorem 6.4, retain the error in Theorem 7.1: simultaneous selection with A = 2
gives one round with

2e < 2[P + C + ha(€) + €logy n]

S < < < —
Q, use “n(l—¢)’ na = 1—¢

Its passing-prefix flag belongs to the observer, not a postselection operation of the device.
Theorem H.23 gives, above a fixed threshold, an exact family with gap at most 1/4 and

S <2.08540.07, o < Kg.la+Vlogy(e/l).

This estimate follows directly from its commuting source restriction and its positive absorber:
their masses are Og,.(v/¢), and the conditional-entropy mixture cost is O, (v¢1og(e/€)), with
no ambient dimension term. For £ = 0 use the exact frame directly. Insert the selected
leakage, use P < @, and absorb elogn into the square-root term. The pure orthogonal
baseline handles finitely many smaller n. This proves the claimed any-exchange bound. For
high precision put w = ne < log; %(en). Then

2
1.
eln?2 <3

Vnelogy(en/e) = vwlogy(en? /w) < 2+
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The last maximum follows by differentiating /w In(1/w).
More generally the same selected exact family gives, for every T' > 0, with B=1+Q +C

and b = \/e/nlogy(en/e),
Z(T) < KB+ KT(B/n +b). (19)

Thus a genuine all-family lower bound Z(T) > ¢I'®, 0 < B < 1, implies B >
¢ min{nf® b=P/0=PF)}. choose T = BYP so the left side exceeds 2K B and one of B/n, b pays
the difference. This conditional implication does not substitute the restricted Houghton
theorem for an all-family bound.

For Theorem 6.6, apply the same repair to a near-minimizer of L*(N) and evaluate its
linear cost at n < N. The cost is at most C[1 4+ L*(N) + nN~"/2logy(eN)]. Infimize over
integer N > max(n, Ny). Compiler application and the pure baseline give the operational
envelope. If L*(N) = Nf+e() with 0 < 8 < 1/2, choose N < n!/(B+1/2); for B > 1/2 take
N =< n. These give the exponents stated in the main text, not a matched bound below 1/2.

F.3 Coherent restriction to an exact leakage kernel

The following certificate uses probability mass on a genuinely exact subspace. It does not
infer such a subspace from a small mean defect.

Lemma F.2 (Source projection without commutation). For a unitary round on C¢®CM | et
a(p) be its Choi-input bath entropy production. If P is any bath projection, v = Tr p(I — P) <
1/2, w=1—v and pp = PpP/w, then

S(pp) < S(p)/w, o —ppll1/2 < Vv, Ivp = VopllE < 4v.
For b= (v/(In2)a(p) + 2v/v)? < 1/2,
a(pp) < ha(b) + blogy(d? — 1) + 4db/1In 2. (20)

In particular, for a(p),v < 1/64 the new production is O4((a(p) + v)logy(e/(a(p) + v))).
Always a(pp) < 2logy d.

Proof. Decompose p = \/pP./p+/p(I — P),/p. The normalized first summand has the same
nonzero spectrum as pp. Entropy concavity proves the source-entropy bound. Projecting and
normalizing a purification gives overlap y/w, proving the trace-distance estimate by partial
trace. On ran P, put A = P,/pP and B = \/PpP. Compression concavity gives A < B, so
Tr AB > Tr A%2. Also

Tr A? = w — Tr[P/p(I — P)\/pP] > w — v.

The subtracted term is at most Tr[(/ — P)p] = v. Consequently Tr/p\/pp > (1 —
2v)/v/1—v >1—2v, giving the root bound.

For general source states p, o set n = [|\/p — /0| p. Write w, = U(74 ® p)U* and Tp =
Tr4 w,. The root-relative-entropy inequality proved above and Dyat(w,||7¢ @ T)p) = (In2)a(p)

give
IVwo = vV7a @ Tollr < /(In2)a(p) + 1.

Canonically purify both roots on ABA’B’. The comparison vector is [Qg) 44 ® vec /Tp. The
actual AA’ marginal therefore misses the Bell line by probability at most b = (1/(In 2)a(p)+n)>.
Bell pinching gives S(AA") < ha(b) + blogy(d? — 1) for b < 1/2. The system marginal has
half distance at most /b from 7,4, whence logy d — S(A) < logy[d Tr wg’A] < 4db/In2. Strong
subadditivity gives S(A|B) > S(A|BB’) = S(A’) — S(AA’), and the canonical purification
makes A’ isospectral with A. Thus a(o) = logy d — S(A|B) <logyd — S(A) + S(AA’). Take

54



o = pp and use n < 2,/v. For the stated small-parameter regime b < 8(a + v) < 1/4;
h2(b) < blogy(e/b) proves the asymptotic bound. Araki-Lieb gives the uniform 2log, d
fallback. O

The logarithm is necessary for a general projection. For qubits take U = I ® |0)(0] +
Z ® |1)(1] and source |0)(0| of zero gain. Projection onto /1 — v|0) + 1/v|1) produces a pure
source whose bath output is diag(1l — v, v), with gain ha(v).

Proposition F.3 (Exact-kernel concentration). Project a physical gadget round onto its
canonical coefficient span, U = >3 Ay ® Xy + R, and set A = Trgystem(R*R) = 0, so
¢ = TrpA/d. Suppose u < 1/16 and a bath projection P satisfies AP = 0 and v =
Trp(I — P) <1/64. Then pp and By = Xglran p are feasible for Z, with entropy and actual
production as in Lemma F.2. If v < K/n, then

Za(n) < Cayic loga(en)(1 + S + na) (21)

for sufficiently large n. If v < Klog(en)/n with fivzed ¢ > 0, replace the logarithm by
logdt (en).

Proof. Positivity and AP = 0 give R(I; ® P) = 0. The restricted round is thus exactly
>y Ag ® By. Singleton anchors make each By isometric, and triangle column orthogonality
gives BB, = B;B.. Source contractivity gives up < u + Vv < 3/16, so the anchor tests
give gap | Tr pp B By| < 2up < 3/8 < 1/2. The ensemble output is exactly T'(pp). For the
cost bound, Sp < 2S. If a < 1/n, monotonicity of zlogy(e/x) bounds the small-parameter
gain by Og k (log(en)/n). If 1/n < a < 1/64, its horizon cost is at most Cy(na + K')logy(en).
For larger a use the uniform fallback. The same arithmetic with K logf(en) proves the last
statement. Every modification specifies a new offline round; no projection or postselection is
performed during the service. ]

Two concrete hypotheses imply the required mass estimate. If P = ker A and A >
v(I — P), then v < d¢/~. An inverse-polylogarithmic positive defect gap therefore suffices
at £ = O(1/n). For a permutation round let Pyo0q4 project onto triangle-good points and let
D be computational-basis pinching. If a coherent source obeys p > ¢D(p), positivity and
Lemma 2.3 give

‘> é Trp(I — Pyood), v < 4dl/c.

Every good point lies in the exact leak kernel. Constant or inverse-polylogarithmic ¢ therefore
suffices, including coherent entries between good and bad points. Composing with Theorem 6.3
gives the stated rank-rate service, C' = 0, P < @, with the squared-log compiler factor in
addition to the displayed static logarithms.

Neither hypothesis follows from a small mean leakage. Take the non-canonical anchored
gadget with labels 1, a, b, c and the two multiplication triangles ab = ¢ and ba = ¢, realized on
C®=C*®C%2by R, =S, ®eX and Ry = Sy @ €%, where Sy, S, are commuting diagonal
involutions on C* and the lower-right blocks use the products R,Rp and RyR,, with ¢’s
anchor slot carrying R, Rp. Proposition F.3 is stated for general gadget rounds, so it applies.
Direct projection of its two triangles gives

A= %[Ra,Rb]*[Ra,Rb] — %sin46[g, { = %sin4 0.

For 0 < 0 < 1/16 its exact kernel is empty, although its flat source has zero gain and entropy
three. The target has a different exact four-dimensional factor. The universal comparison
must permit that different round, rather than require restriction of every supplied round.
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F.4 Source-weighted affine repair

For canonical projected physical responses X, let Y = [X p.¢ n] = 0. Let Pag replace diagonal
blocks by I and average each off-diagonal class generated by (1,y) ~ (z, z) and adjunction.
Actual labels keep these classes separate from the diagonal. Define

1, (U) = [[(Ir @ V) [Pagr(Y) = Y](Ir @ \/p) 1.

This is basis-independent under a common source change but refers to the canonical gadget
coefficients. If D = dlag(\ﬁ ), orthogonality of the projected and leaking parts gives
Tr(D ® /p)Y (D ® \/p) = 1 — L. The weighted affine correction has D-weighted trace ¢,
whence ¢ < 1,(U). The converse bound at order ¢ is false.

The repair can control entropy directly, without filtering or a source rank bound. If

=IVV)EI®\v), ||E|| <b,¢q=TrH_ and 0 = I,/r ® v, then —H < bro. Sorted
eigenvalue monotonicity gives A;(H_) < brX;(o). This is not an operator inequality for H_.
Classical relative entropy of these normalized eigenvalue lists implies

S(H_/q) < Z)\ —)logy Aj(o) < br[S(v) + logy r].

Zero eigenvalues cause no exception; if ¢ = 0 omit this expression. For Z. = r Triape H-_,
z = rq, Araki-Lieb gives 258(Z./2) < br?[S(v) + logy 7] + zlogyr. The mixture source
0= v+ Z.)/(1+ z) therefore obeys

(14 br2)S(v) + br?logy r + zlogy T

5(0) < 1+ 2

+h2(1iz) < Cpr (14 S(v)). (22)

The bound is independent of dimension and minimum eigenvalue. For isometric Grams,
|E|| < 2(r — 1) by the block-row bound. For physical projected Grams, canonical coefficients
have modulus 1 or 1/v/2, so || X,|| < V2 and ||E|| < 4r.

Use the original source v = p restricted to its support, and put H = (I @ \/v)(Pag(Y) —
YVI®+\Vv), Zc = rTriape H-, z = TrZ. < r||H||;. For every positive P on C" ® K,
P < rI®Trpape P; prove this on rank-one terms by Cauchy—Schwarz and then sum. Therefore
H+1®Z.>0. Set

(I®6~Y2)J(I®01/?)

=IV)YIRV)+H+I®Z., 0= (v+2Z:)/(1+2), Y = o

Then Y’ = 0, Y, = I and all affine identities are exact. It realizes a frame on at most rk
output dimensions, k£ = dim K, with S(0) < C.(1+S(p)) by (22). No eigenvalue lower bound
is used.

For wg = (D ® \/v)Y(D ® /v) the repaired state is (wg + A)/(1 + 2), where A =
DH+I1® Z.)D = 0, Tr A = ¢ + z. It has source marginal 6 and its conditional entropy
equals the new production. With p = (£ + 2)/(1 + z) and Ho = H (label|source), /1—¢),
flagging this mixture gives

a' < Hy + 2plogs 1 + ha(p), (1—0)Hy < a, + ha(£) + £logy max{1,d* — r}.

For the latter, purify the source and use a Bell input. The system output and its reference
have conditional entropy a, given the source purifier. Pinching into the canonical Kraus span
and its complement costs at most ha(¢); the failed conditional entropy is at least — logy(d? —7).
The successful block is the conjugate of wg. If r = d? the complement is absent and ¢ = 0.
For isometric old responses ¢ = 0, Hy = a,, and the sharper bound o’ < a, + plog, r + ha(p)
holds. In particular small n = ||H||; gives ' < a/(1 —{)+ Cyq,nlogy(e/n). No logarithmic
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multiplier on a is introduced, because the original source was not filtered. Define the physical
relaxed profile

A% (n) = inf{S +na:u < 1/16, n,(U) < [64(r + 1)n] '}
The preceding construction proves
Zy(n) < Cap[l + Agp(n) +logy(en)],  Ag(n) < trZgp(n). (23)

For the first inequality repair directly and use (22), ¢ < n = O,(1/n) and nnlogy(e/n) =
O,(log(en)). The anchor test bounds the repaired gap by 1/8 + 2v/dn + dn +n/2 < 1/2 for
n > 4096d; use the exact baseline for smaller n. For the reverse inequality use fixed tensor
amplification of an exact family: its defect is zero and its distance is at most 1/16.

A concrete warning uses a cyclic three-label target on system dimension five. With flat bath
I3/3 and X = diag(1,w,w?), take singleton entries I, X, e’ X? and triangle U{ _))((2} /V2.
This is a physical zero-production round. Its canonical responses are I, X, ¢X?2, ¢ = (2¢*+1)/3.
Direct projection gives

(= osin?(a/2),  n(U) 2 la—11/2= \/5/3VE

Thus raw n = O(¢) cannot supply (2). The target nevertheless has an exact three-dimensional
factor. Also scalar projective phases can cancel: use By ® B, and p ® p. Exact scalar phases
disappear, entropy doubles and production at most doubles. This extends the flat cancellation
observation to biased rectangular responses; it does not cancel arbitrary noncentral errors.

F.5 Square-unitary ensemble dictionary

Define T (n) by minimizing S(6) + n[x + f-(n)] over finite square unitaries Vg, Vi = I, and
sources 6, subject to | Tr OV, V| < 1/2 for g # h. Here

X =S5O nugVydVy) = 50), 0= VO)[Par([V;Va]) = [V Vil © VO) 1.
g

This is a static ensemble gain, not automatically the gain of a physical round built from an
inexact tuple. Here p = rn/(2 +rn) and f,(n) = ha(p) + plogy r. Then

To(n) < Zo(n) < K.(1+ Tp(n)). (24)

The forward direction is exact unitary completion, not polar repair. Given an exact frame,
set ¥ = By and complete Ex — Byx to a unitary V; on L, choosing Vi = I. Put 0 = EpE*.
Then entropy is unchanged, Vy0V) = py, and E*V 'V, E' = By Bj,. Consequently x = a and
n = 0. Global multiplication outside the embedded source is not asserted.

Even requiring faithful square sources gives the same infimum. Replace 6 by 6, =
(1—1t)0+tI;/dim L, and add a cyclic diagonal r-dimensional block with distinct powers and
flat source. Use source (1 — )0y @ tI./r. Its gap is at most (1 —¢)[(1 —¢)/2 +t] = (1 — t?)/2;
entropy, gain and defect converge to S, a,0 as t | 0 for each fixed horizon. The flag is charged.
There is no invariant-source assumption or quantitative minimum eigenvalue promise.

For the reverse direction repair directly. Since the old responses are isometric, Ey, =
Hyy =0, TrH = 0, and ¢ = 1/2, z = /2 exactly. Testing H against two conjugate
off-diagonal identity blocks of operator norm one gives | Tr Hyp,| < /2. Thus the scalar gap
obeys

/< IC:_:T]//QQ < max{c,1/r} < 1/2.
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No tensor restoration is needed. The corrected spectral state has old-component conditional
entropy x and correction weight p = 2/(1+ 2), so flagging gives @’ < x + f(n). Equation (22)
proves the reverse inequality with a constant independent of the horizon. As a corollary, the
linear-defect convention W (n) = inf[S + n(x + n)] still obeys W(n) < Z(n) < C; logy(en)(1 +
W(n)), by nfr(n) < Cylogy(en)(1 + nn). Neither comparison supplies a probability-leakage-
to-defect bound or consumes the service compiler.

F.6 Zero production can be rationalized without a leakage penalty

For any general round with a = 0, diagonalize input and output sources with spectra p;, g;.
The doubly stochastic array Tj; = ||Uj;||3/d satisfies Do(Tjip;||Tjiq;) = a. Therefore Tj; > 0
implies p; = g;. Every positive spectral level has equal input and output multiplicity k) and
carries a square unitary block. Thus

U=> w\Uy,  S(p)=H(w)+> wylogyky, wx=k\,
A A

where each W) has a finite tracial factorization. Discard levels with log, k) > (S + 1)/60; their
mass is less than . The normalized good mixture is dominated as a positive Choi operator by
J(¥)/(1—6). Reduce it to d* + 1 atoms and apply the filler-free copy rounding of Lemma C.2
with loss less than . The resulting single finite tracial factorization I' satisfies

S+1 d*+2 J(D)

do(I', V) < 0 , logodimBr < —— +logy——, JI) < ——rn"——.
<>( ) +'7 0go d1M LT = 0 + 089 v ( )— (1_9)(1_7)

Every positive Choi effect obeys the same multiplicative estimate, including a rare support-

leakage event. There is no inverse-leakage rank penalty. This argument requires exact zero

production; it proves neither positive-production flattening nor general leaky rounding.

F.7 A flat Choi spectrum is not an anchored profile theorem

Proposition F.4. There is a channel with flat nonzero Choi spectrum and bounded L*(n),
but every flat-import service has linear memory at error at most 1/100. Thus bounded-profile
classification cannot be extended from anchored gadgets merely by assuming flat Choi spectrum.

Proof. Let X|j) = |7 + 1), Z|j) = e*™/3|5), F|j) = (—1)7|j) and Py = (I & F)/2. Take
the 48 Weyl matrices X*Z® with a € {0,3,4,5,6,7}, 0 < b < 8, and add A = v2X Py,
B = V2X?P_ to form a list C; of length fifty. Then Tr(C;C;) = 8&; (the two new
matrices occupy the excluded cyclic diagonals), A*A + B*B = 21, and AA* + BB* = 4P_.
Thus ®(R) = 5071 Y, C;RC} is a channel with J(®) = I1/50, where II has rank fifty. Its
complement on 7y is flat of rank fifty, so it has the required flat probe.

Let U average only the forty-eight Weyl terms and let A(R) = (ARA* + BRB*)/2. Then
® = (24/25)¥ + (1/25)A. The two Choi supports are orthogonal, so do(V, ®) = d (¥, P) =
1/25 < 1/16. The controlled Weyl unitary on a flat forty-eight-dimensional bath realizes ¥
with zero production and zero leakage relative to II. Hence L*(n) < log, 48 for every n.

Nevertheless ®(75) = (I — F'/25)/8 has odd-coordinate probability 13/25. An observer
sending fresh 7g inputs forces every released marginal o; to have odd probability at least
51/100 when experiment error is at most 1/100. Parity pinching gives S(o¢) < ha(p:) +log, 4,
so its entropy deficit is at least b = 1 — ho(51/100) > 0. Unitarity and subadditivity give
S(p}) — S(pt) > logy 8 — S(0¢) > b. Every flat replacement is entropy-deficit nonincreasing,
since exporting E lowers deficit by log dim E'— S(FE|A) > 0 and appending a flat state changes
it by zero. Summing yields P > nb, hence Q@ > nb > n/(50001n2) at any exchange. This
is outside the anchored scope: the target is nonunital, while every tracial-closure channel
is unital. Its cheap supported competitor cannot be amplified into the target by gadget
identities. O
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F.8 Hyperlinear dimension gives flat leaky rounds

Proof of Remark 2.5. Write d for the system dimension, r for the label count and m for
the number of triangle blocks, so 2m < d. We use normalized Frobenius norm, ||A|]%k =
Tr(A*A)/k; || - ||2,4,k uses normalization dK. Take a map v : E — U(k) with vy = I, triangle
defects at most e in || - |24, and [[vg — vp[[2,x > 1 for distinct labels. Then Re 7 (vgvp) < 1/2.
Put

Wy =vy ®Ty B Loy,  By=wl',  K=(4k)".

This is the construction in the proof of [78, Lemma 2.6]. Every triangle defect of w is at most e,

and tensor telescoping bounds that of B by te. Moreover 74 (wywy) = (1 + Re 1 (vyvp))/2 €
[0,3/4]. Choose the fixed integer

-t

All off-diagonal moments of B are then at most z = (3/4)" < [32d(r — 1)] 7},

Form the physical gadget unitary U from the symbol unitaries By, with full bath state
7r. Compare it to W =37/ A; ® B,. These operators differ only in the lower-right triangle
slots: each discrepancy is —(B;By — B.)/v/2. Thus

1
U= WiSax =55 D [ BaBy = Ba[l3 s < %€

Ty=2

The normalized vectorizations of both U and W have norm one: for W this follows from
disjoint Kraus supports and Y-, [|Ag|% = d. The W vector lies in the target Choi support.
Hence the physical leakage is at most t2e2, and the half trace distance of its Choi state from
the W Gram state is at most te. The latter Gram state’s half trace distance from J(®) is at
most 2 >° 4y \/Tighn/2 < (r —1)z/2. Since U defines a channel, the usual Choi-to-diamond
estimate gives

u<d(te+ (r—1)z/2).

For e = cg/+y/n with cg = 1/(32dt), this is at most 3/64 < 1/16, and leakage is at most
1/(1024d%*n) < 2/(15n).

For production, the system input 7; and full bath 75 give a jointly maximally mixed
state, invariant under U. The actual bath map therefore fixes 7. Consequently a = 0 and
S + na =logy K = tlogy(4k), proving the bound. A missing finite approximation makes its
right-hand side infinite, with the usual extended-value interpretation.

For a fixed finite presentation of Pg, choose representatives g, of the elements = € F,
with ¢ the empty word, and the finite list 7' = {q.q, L. o # y}. With hlp the hyperlinear
profile of [78, Definition 2.3], [78, Proposition 7.2(b)] gives n(E;1,Ce) < hlp(T;1,e) for a
presentation-dependent C': each multiplication in E has a fixed finite relator-area proof,
with normalized norm error at most Ce. Substitution gives the same upper in terms of
hlp(T;1,ce/(Cy/n)). The defect here is a norm, not its square. No rounding into permutations,
no source flattening and no reverse comparison is used. O

G Specialized flat-source constructions

The main coherent compiler includes exact flat-source rounds. This appendix retains spe-
cialized path and spatial constructions, and the flat leakage repair. The device of [28,
Theorem 12.2] cannot by itself reach Shannon cost: it re-randomizes the whole active memory
in every round, and the memory then fills the space that the rank room allows (Theorem I.1).
The devices below re-randomize only inside blocks, and they keep a classical record of which
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block a Kraus history has reached. Three tools make them work: concentration that does
not pay for the number of blocks, a bound on the law of paths through the blocks that holds
for adaptive observers, and a rounding that makes a leaky flat round exact on the same bath.

G.1 Frames and blocks

We use the frames of [27, Appendix A]. A frame is a linear map F : CV — H ® C¥, where
H= @p H,, is the memory, split into blocks H), of dimension D,, with projections F,, and Ccs
is an exterior that holds purifiers, exported qubits and the purifiers of imported ones. In a
device the columns of F' are the vectors attached to the Kraus histories. Put F), = (P, ® I)F,
R, = FpFy,
ap(F) = |Trm, By, g(F) = [[F"F].

The number «, is the largest weight that the exterior marginal of block p gives to one exterior
vector; Haar unitaries inside a block concentrate well when /D, is small.

Lemma G.1 (Blockwise concentration). (a) Let A, be Hermitian on H, (possibly 0), V =
@®, Vp with independent Haar unitaries V;, € U(Dp), and

Z = Z[F;((V;Apvp) ® 1) Fp — TDp<Ap)F;Fp}-

With k = max, a,(F)||A,|*/D, and go = 224,20 £y Fpll, for every s >0, Pr{[|Z]| >
s} < 2N exp[—s?/(4gok)]-

(b) Let all blocks have the same dimension D, let A = [A,y] be Hermitian on H, X = V*AV,
and Z = F*((X — X, 7p(App)Pp) ® I)F. With a.. = max,(F), g = g(F) and
A = max, #{p' : Apy # 0},

s2D

Pr{]|Z]| > s} < 2Nexp[f2g(1 T ATATa |-

The frame, the blocks and the operators may depend on anything chosen before V.

The number of blocks enters nowhere: only the ratios o, /D), through a maximum, and
the Gram norm, once. For one block, (a) is [27, Lemma A.1]; the proof uses the semigroup
method of Huang and Tropp [52] on the product group U(Dy) X -+ X U(Dyy,).

Lemma G.2 (Blockwise export and inflow). (a) Let every block be H, = H, ® C¢ with a
common port C¢, N blocks in all. Apply independent Haar unitaries V;f on the blocks,
export the ports and import a mazimally mized C¢ purified in the exterior. FEvery block
Gram F; F), is unchanged, and with probability at least %, for every block p and every
n >0,

N Qp apgp In(8SeN) ap 4e?g,In(8Se*N) -

(b) Let a round map @, Hy into @ Hé;) through W =%, A; ® B;, after a block-diagonal
unitary, and put I'g = >, BfPéBi. If every I'q is block diagonal for the old blocks,
then aq(F') < 3,[1P LBl ap(F).

For one block, (a) is [27, Lemma A.4]; the union over blocks costs only the logarithm of
their number.
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G.2 Paths and their law

Let (B;), B; : K — CF with K = C¥, be an exact rectangular dilation of ®. Fix isometries
Ji,...,Je: K — C¥ O C¥ with orthogonal ranges whose sum contains C¥'; after restricting
the codomain to the span of the ranges of the B;, of dimension at most rk, ¢ < r + 1 suffices.
Put Ci(b) = J;B;. The piece matrices M®) € M, have entries (i| M ®)|5) = Tk(C’i(b)*C’](-b)); they
are positive and Y3, M®) = I,. Put

w(b) = || AMO ) A < TeM®, = log S w(b),
1,7 b

Ko = sup{>_, qw(b)~?} over probability vectors ¢ with g, < w(b) (0 < 0 < 1), and W (p) =
[1; w(ps) for paths p € [c]'. The type of a path is its vector of letter counts.

Lemma G.3 (The adaptive path law). (a) If X, are Hermitian with | Xp|| < S and
M® >0 with Y, M®) < I, then ||, Xp @ MO || < 5.

(b) Let an observer of the ideal experiment, adaptive and with quantum memory, end
with the vector X, the n environments of the Stinespring dilations holding the Kraus
labels. Then Pr(p) = (X|I @ M®P) @ ... @ M®P)|X) is a probability law on paths
with Pr(by,...,bs) < w(bs) Pr(by,...,bs_1), and Pr{W(p) < 27} < k2792 The set
P,(\) = {p €[]t : W(p) > 27} is closed under prefizes, is a union of types, and has
at most 22 elements.

The law in (b) is not the product law of a fixed label sequence: an observer that superposes

labels can make the conditional probability of the letter b equal to w(b), which can exceed
max; (i M®)|i) when M©® is not diagonal. This is why the device below counts paths by W.

Theorem G.4 (Path-register streaming). In this setting, forn >2,0<e<1and0 <6 <1
there is a causal service of ® for n rounds with error at moste, C =0, J = L"Tfl logr| and

1 log(32n /€2
og/w) + 0g(32n/e”) +logc+4+0r(10g(n/€)+10g(2+logk))‘

0 6

The device keeps the memory @,cp, K ® C™, with the path p stored as its rank in
P, = Pi()\), A = (nlogrg + log(32n/€?))/0. In each round it applies independent Haar
unitaries inside the blocks, applies W ® I,,,, which appends the piece b to the path, applies a
fixed permutation of register values that keeps the paths in P;, applies Haar unitaries inside
the new blocks, and exports on the schedule of [28, Theorem 12.2]. Paths that leave P; are
discarded, and they can come back to good register values through the unitary completion of
the permutation; this costs (1 4 y/n)y/w in the error, where w < €2/(16n) is the discarded
weight.

To apply the theorem to a round, the blocks are cut from the spectrum of its memory
map.

Q Slogk‘—l—n(u'+

Lemma G.5 (Top eigenspace). Let By : Ck — CF be isometries, u a probability vector,
T =, tgByB,/k and a = S(T) —logk. If w is the mass of T outside its top-k eigenspace,
then w < aln 2.

Theorem G.6 (Flat rounds with zero leakage). Let ® be a gadget channel.

(a) Let (U, p) be an exact flat round with bath rank k and entropy production a. For n > 2
and 0 < € < 1 there is a rank-rate service with error at most €, C = 0 and, when
a<1/(4dIn2),

Q < logk + 1.443dIn2na + 2.89/r n flog(1/3)
+2log 2 log 33 + O, (log  + log(2 + log k)),
with B = max(daln2,e?/n?). For every a, Q < Ky, log*(n/e)(1 + S+ na).
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(b) Theorem G.J4 holds for every isometry W =3, A; @ B; (for a channel with a flat probe,
with no condition on the traces) whose flat Gram G has v = |G — I|| with ny < %, with
the same memory and error at most € + 5.

(c) Let (U, p) be a flat round with zero leakage, bath rank k and entropy production a, whose
gadget family has flat Gram off-diagonals at most ¢ < %; distance u < i suffices, since
then ¢ < 2u. With t = [log(4rn/e)/log(1/c)]| there is a rank-rate service with error at
most 2¢, C = 0 and Q < Kq,log*(n/e)(1+ S +na). When dtaln2 < % its memory
also satisfies

Q <tlogk+ Cy,ntalog ti + Og,(log?(n/e) +log(2 + tlog k).
a

So flat rounds with zero leakage stream. The factor log(1/a) that the path count adds to
the entropy production is absorbed by the polylogarithmic allowance.

G.3 Leakage

Leakage is an error, and a device must not carry it. The simplest situation is a round that is
exact on most of its bath.

Lemma G.7 (Restriction to an exact region). Let (U, p) be a flat round with p = Pk /k,
distance u and entropy production a, let Ko C K have dimension (1 — v)k with 0 < v < %,
and po = Pk, /((1 —v)k). Then S(po) = S +log(1 — v), the round (U, po) has distance at
most (u+ v)/(1 —v) and entropy production

< a+vlog(l/v) 1

log ——
1—v +Og1—y’

and its leakage is 0 if U(E @ k) = >; Ai§ ® Xk for k € Ko (an exact region).
Theorem G.8 (Exact regions and flat permutation rounds). Let ® be a gadget channel.

(a) A flat round with distance u < 11—6 and an ezact region of codimension vk, v < L, gives
a rank-rate service with error at most 2¢, C =0 and Q < Ky, log*(n/e)(1+ S +na+

nvlog(e/v)).

(b) In a flat permutation round the triangle-good points span an ezxact region with v < 4d/.
Hence for n > 32dCy every flat permutation round with distance at most % and leakage
¢ < Co/n gives a rank-rate service with error at most 2¢ and Q < Kq, log®(n/e)(1 +
S + na+ 4dCylog(en/(4dCy))).

Part (b) covers the leakage scale of the lower half, %e /n, with no rescaling. Leakage of
order 1/n per round would add up to a constant error if a device simply used a leaky round;
a sequential-measurement bound [35, Theorem 1] shows that the experiment projected onto
an exact region in every round stays within /3", € of the actual experiment, which tolerates
only leakage of order €?/n. Restricting the bath once, as above, is better. Without an exact

region the round has to be rounded.

Theorem G.9 (First-order rounding on the same bath). Let ® be a gadget channel, and let
(U, p) with p = P /k be a flat round with distance u, leakage £ < % and entropy production a.
There are isometries X;] : K — C"® K forming a gadget family, whose flat round has the

same bath entropy S’ = S, leakage 0, flat Gram off-diagonals at most 2u + C1V/¢, and

a <a+0S+¢/In2+ 2mlogd+ ho(2m) + mlog(r/m), m =€+ (3d3r + 9dr®)VI < 1.
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In particular o’ < a + €S + Cov/llog(e/t) when CpyV/€ < L, where
Cy = 2d%? 4+ d + 3d%r + 18dr? + 9d°r®, Cy =1+ 3d%r + 9dr®,
Cy =14 Cp(1.391ogd + 0.70log r + 2.2).

The same holds for the twisted gadget ®,, of Section G.4.

The family is built from the Hilbert—Schmidt projection of the round onto the Kraus
operators: shrink it by (I + P)_l/ 2 where P collects the excess of the diagonal blocks, project
the off-diagonal blocks onto the identities, absorb the negative part of the correction into the
diagonal, and renormalize. No log k multiplies the terms of order v/¢; the bath entropy enters
only through ¢S.

Corollary G.10 (The flat upper half up to an additive \/n). For a gadget channel, n >
np = [2C}] and 0 < € < 1, every flat round with distance at most 5z and leakage at most

15, gives a rank-rate service with error at most 2¢, C' =0 and

Q < Klog*(n/e)(1+ S +nd), na <na+ &S+ 0.37 C2/nlog(20n);

50 Q < K'log*(n/e)(14+ S +na++/n). At leakage at most (logn)™/n? the additive term is
O((log ny™/2+1).

So flat rounds stream up to an additive /nlog*(n/€), and the law holds for every gadget
channel whose two-scale profile is attained by flat rounds and is at least \/n/polylog(n). The
additive term is the price of a rounding at first order in v/£. The next subsection shows that
a rounding that keeps the bath cannot do better.

G.4 Optimality: the twisted torus

Let ®,, be the gadget of the relator aba='b~! of Z? evaluated in the twisted regular represen-
tation, A(b)A(a) = wA(a)A(b) with w = ™ and @ irrational. Each word w evaluates to w/(®)
times the section A(u,v) = A(a)*A(b)? at its label, for an integer f(w); put F = max |f(w)|
over the slot words. So the slots of the gadget carry phases, the channel has d = 17 and r = 6
labels, and it has a flat probe. A family (B,) is a twisted gadget family if B} By, = QBE;]B[Z]
on every triangle t, with the phases (; of the twisted regular representation, which gives one
exactly. Lemmas 2.9 and 2.10 hold with these phases.

Lemma G.11 (Exact flat rounds are trace-norm models). Let (U, p = Pg/k) be a flat round
of a gadget channel, or of @, with leakage 0 and entropy production a, with gadget family
B,. There are unitaries V, on Ck with Vi = I and, on every triangle, in the normalized trace
norm,

ViV = Vi Vsl < 6dIn2 - a,
and |T(‘/g*vh)‘ < ’T(B;Bhﬂ +3daln?2 for g # h.

So exactness puts the relation defect at second order: a round with entropy production a
gives unitaries whose relations fail by O(a) in trace norm, not by O(y/a).

Theorem G.12 (The twisted obstruction). Let 6 be irrational, and let ||z|| denote the
distance from x to the nearest integer.

(a) Every zero-leakage round of ®, with a flat bath of rank k has

2[[K9l
= 9dIn2-k’

whatever its distance. For § = (v/5 —1)/2 this gives a > 2/(27d1n2 - k?) > 0.0062/k>.
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(b) Let § = (/5 —1)/2. For Fibonacci numbers N = F,,, the clock-and-shift model on
CN with commutator 2™ Fm—1/N s o flat round of ®,, with a =0, S =log N, leakage
{ < 4n®F?/N* and distance at most 2nF/d/N?. A rounding that replaces these rounds
by zero-leakage flat rounds with 8" < \S+Cy and a’ < a+C1£7(log1/£)™, for constants
Cy, C1,m, must have XA > 2.

(c) Theorem G.9 turns the rounds of (b) into zero-leakage flat rounds with S" =log N and
a' = O((log N)/N?); so (a) is sharp up to the logarithm.

At a fixed bath (A = 1) the loss must therefore be at least of order v/¢, which Theorem G.9
attains, and a loss of order ¢ needs at least twice the bath entropy. Rounding at first order on
the same bath is optimal. The upper half of the law at the full leakage scale needs a rounding
that balances the two costs instead (the flat subcase in Section 9). The proofs of this section
are in Appendices K and L.

H Conserved bias and spatial constructions

A round whose bath is not flat is biased. Flattening a biased bath is not free: gluing the level
sets of the bath into a flat bath pays the square root of the entropy production, because level
sets are ! objects while entropy production is an #2 quantity (Theorem H.12). Nor can a
device simply re-randomize a biased memory, since that flattens it and fills the rank-grown
space (Theorem I.1). Theorem 6.3 supplies general exact-support streaming. This appendix
gives specialized conserved-bias and spatial constructions, followed by the biased leakage
repair used in the main profile bounds. Throughout, (B,) denotes the gadget family of a
zero-leakage round on K = supp p (Lemma 2.10), and Gy = Tr(pBj By) its weighted Gram.

H.1 Tensor powers and conserved bias

Lemma H.1 (Tensor powers). For a zero-leakage round (U, p) of a gadget channel and
t > 1, the family (BY") extends to a round with bath p**, leakage 0, weighted Gram (G’;h),
distance at most %(r — 1) max,zp, |Ggnl', bath entropy tS and entropy production at most ta.
In particular, if |Ggp| < ¢ <1 for g # h and t = [log(4rn/e)/log(1/c)], every off-diagonal is
at most €/(4rn).

So a weighted Gram bounded away from one costs only a factor O(log(n/¢)), for any bath.
The first class that streams is the one in which the bias is a conserved quantity of the round.

Theorem H.2 (Conserved bias). Let (U, p) be a zero-leakage round of a canonical gadget with
a finitely supported level law (ws), such that K = @, Es, es = dim Es, p = @,(ws/es)IE,,
there are mutually orthogonal subspaces E with ByEs C EY, for all g and s, and the weighted
Gram has off-diagonals at most % (distance u < Tlﬁ suffices). The per-level Grams may be
arbitrary. Then a = ), wsas ezxactly, with as > 0 the entropy production of level s at flat
input, and forn > 2 and 0 < € < 1 there is a rank-rate service with error at most 2¢, C =0
and Q < Ky, log3(n/e)(1+ S +na), with t = [log(4rn/e)/2]. When 1.07ta < 1 its memory
also satisfies

e
1.07ta

Q < t(325 + 5.1) 4+ Cy, 1 (1.07 ta) log + Og,r (log?(n/e) + log(2 + tS)).

Without any device: such a round gives a zero-leakage flat round with flat Gram off-diagonals
at most %, S’ <325 +5.1 and o’ <1.07a.

The device truncates the levels at surprisal 325, which costs no binary entropy because a
is a conserved average, flattens the level index into a flat bath with multiplicities proportional
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to ws/es, and streams by Theorem G.6(c). So conserved bias never beats flat rounds by
more than constants. Leaky rounds of this kind stream too, up to the additive term of
Corollary G.10; the tool is a restriction that commutes with the bath.

Lemma H.3 (Restriction for biased baths). Let (U, p) be any round and Py a projection
commuting with p, with v = Tr((I — Py)p) < 1 and p = (1 —v)po @ vp1. Then S(py) <
S(p)/(1—v), the round (U, po) has distance at most (u+v)/(1—v), leakage at most £/(1 —v)

and
a+ ha(v)

1—v

and its leakage is O if U has the form Y; A; @ X; on C? @ ran P.

a(po) <

)

Corollary H.4 (Leaky conserved bias). Let (U, p) be a round of a canonical gadget with a
finitely supported level law (ws) and K = @, Es, p = @4(ws/es)Ig,, and, with W = U(IQuk)
for the inclusion vy of K, W(C?® Ey) C C?® E. with the E., mutually orthogonal, distance
u < 1—16 and leakage £ < ci/n. Forn > nep(d,r,c1) and 0 < € < 1 there is a rank-rate service
with error at most 26, C =0 and Q < K'log*(n/e)(1 + S 4+ na+ /n).

H.2 Rounds that are vacuous for the law

A zero-leakage round of a channel whose labels a finite-dimensional representation separates
needs no device: the channel has logarithmic memory (Corollary 7.8). The following lemma
shows that a zero-leakage round can only be “finite-dimensional” in that sense.

Lemma H.5 (Compressions of finite-dimensional representations). Let (U, p) be a zero-
leakage round of a gadget channel with distance u < % If ByBn, = J*m(g)*n(h)J for
a unitary representation w of Py on a finite-dimensional space and an isometry J, then
m separates the labels, and Q*(n,€) = Og(log(n/e)). This applies to every square round

(ByK C K for every label), abelian or not.

So for a channel that needs more than logarithmic memory, every zero-leakage round at

distance below % is non-square, and its Gram operators are not jointly a compression of a

finite-dimensional representation.

H.3 Permutation rounds and the balance condition

A family is block-monomial if K = @,,cq, Ku, there are mutually orthogonal subspaces K7’7
(n € Q2 Q) with K/, = K,, for w € Qp, and each B, maps K, isometrically onto K}(g)w for
maps f(g) with f(1) = id; it is free if f(g)w # f(h)w for g # h and w € Q. A bath is block

diagonal if p = @, p,, with base law p(w) = Tr p,,.

Lemma H.6 (Free block-monomial rounds). In a free block-monomial zero-leakage round
with a block-diagonal bath, the base family \g|w) = |f(g)w) is a gadget family, and with the
bath p it defines an exact round (Lemma 2.9(c)) with Spase = H(p) < S(p) and apase < a.
Here each f(g) is an injection Qo — ) the base round is a free exact permutation round
when these injections extend to permutations of Q that are triangle-good on the support of p.

So it suffices to stream free exact permutation rounds. The devices for them keep a set
of points, twirl a few slots attached to each point, and move the points around inside fixed
windows.

Theorem H.7 (Point-block devices). Let a free permutation round of a gadget channel be
given on 2, with windows Qy C --- C Q,, C Q fized in advance on which it is triangle-good
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and collision-free. Consider the device whose memory is C** @ C™ with point blocks |w) ® C™,
which starts in po @ I/m for a law py on Qo and in round t applies a fixed permutation
Bt of the points of Q_1, independent Haar unitaries on the point blocks, the round, an
optional fized partial injection of points, sends the points outside £ to a garbage register by a
fixed unitary completion, applies Haar unitaries on the new point blocks and exports on the
schedule of [28, Theorem 12.2]. Let k(y) be the probability that the ideal killed chain of the
label sequence y (start from po, permute by By, move by f(y:) and the injection, kill outside
Q) is killed, and wigeal = >, Pr(y)s(y) for the observer’s ideal law of label sequences. For
n>20<e<1and0<(<e/(64n) there is m with logm = O,(log(n/¢) + loglog|9|)
such that for every observer the discarded weight is at most wigeal + €, the error is at most
(1 + /n)\/Wideal + €2/(161), and at the start of every round the memory has mass at most
n(wideal + ¢) outside the window. The memory is log maxy || + logm + O(1) qubits at the
rank rate.

The quantum side of the device is thus unconditional; what remains is the containment
of a classical chain. Discarded branches can come back to the window through the unitary
completion, which is why the error is (1 + \/n) times the square root of the discarded weight
and not the weight itself. Random permutations inside classes of points make the chain mix.

Lemma H.8 (Random class permutations). Fiz windows and partitions of each Q;_1 into
classes in advance, and let B be independent uniformly random permutations of each class; a
fized partial injection of points after each round is allowed. Let Keass(y) be the kill probability
of the class-uniformized chain of y (start uniform on Qq, resample uniformly inside the current
class before each step, move, kill outside Q;), and kg(y) the fraction of Qo whose trajectory
under the B’s is killed. For every y and z > 0,

].:;I‘{/ig(y) > ’{class(y) + Z} < eXp(—QZZ\QO\/n),

so with probability at least 3, maxy kg(y) < maxy Kelass(y) + v/n(nInr +1n2)/(2]Q0]).

Definition H.9 (The balance condition). A free exact permutation round with bath p, of
entropy S and entropy production a, satisfies the balance condition at (n,€) with exponent
if there are windows g C --- C €, on which the round is triangle-good and collision-free
and partitions of each €2;_1 into classes, all fixed in advance, such that

(B1) |Q0] > 512n3(nInr + In2)/e;
(B2) log max; Q] < (log(n/e))*(1+ S + na);

(B3) for every label sequence the class-uniformized chain is killed with probability at most
€2/(32n).

The windows and classes may contain slots: a point of © x [my] is a point of ) together
with a slot that the labels do not move.

Corollary H.10 (Balance streams). A free exact permutation round that satisfies the balance
condition at (n,€) has a rank-rate service with error at most 0.61e and @ < (log(n/e))*(1 +
S+ na)+ O.(log(n/e) + loglog |Qw|), where Qy is the union of the windows of the balance
condition and their images under the slot words. The same holds for a free block-monomial
round whose base round, with each f(g) extended to a permutation of Q2 that is triangle-good
on the windows, satisfies the balance condition.

The given bath enters only through the budget (B2): on the windows every round is the
gadget unitary of the round, which is exact for every memory state there, so the device may
start the chain wherever it likes. It must, because the chain cannot start from the given bath.
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Proposition H.11 (The start belongs to the device). For the gadget of 7 with labels 1,a,a~ !,
and every m > 2, there is a bath p on a cycle Zy:, N' > 2" + 3, all of whose points are
triangle-good and collision-free, with S +na = O(logn), such that a class-uniformized chain
started from p is killed at its first step with probability at least €2 /(32n) unless log |Qg| > n — 1.

H.4 The Faber—Krahn form

For a permutation round the cost S + na of a bath has a geometric meaning. For ¢ : 2 — R

put E(¢) = 34 Yo ((f(9)x) — ¢())?, and let

. (€
Alv) = mf{ Hf;ﬁg D >0, o#0, |suppy| < v}

be the f(?-isoperimetric profile of the Schreier graph, the Faber-Krahn function of
Grigor’yan [39]; Agood is the same infimum over ¢ supported on triangle-good, collision-free
points. Put C, =2In2%7 1 (1/pg +1/p1) < 4(r —1)dIn2.

Theorem H.12 (The entropic Faber-Krahn bound). For every permutation round and every
bath p supported on triangle-good points:

(i) E(p) < Cpa;
(i) a > A(229+4)/(8C,), and a > Agooa(22914)/(8C,,) when p also lives on collision-free
points;

(iii) conversely, every ¢ > 0 on the good points with ||¢|| = 1 and |supp ¢| < v gives the
bath p = ©? of an evact round with S <logv and a < (167/In2) E(yp).

Hence, writing LP*™(n) for the least S + na over zero-leakage permutation rounds on (2, f)
whose baths live on triangle-good, collision-free points,

n Agood <225+4) }

1
SC, < LP(n) < mvin {logv + 16r nAgood(v)]

win[S + in2

The two-scale cost of permutation rounds is therefore the Faber—Krahn profile of the
Schreier graph, up to constants and the change v — 16v? of the argument (compare [21,
Proposition 3.14], which relates sofic and isoperimetric profiles); the balance condition asks
for a device whose windows cost polylog - min,[log v + nA(v)]. The flat bath of a level set
pays the ¢! (Cheeger) profile instead, which is the square root of the £2 one in the worst case.
On groups of exponential growth the Faber—Krahn profile is large.

Proposition H.13 (Exponential growth costs nl/g). Let the labels generate a group whose
balls in LU L™ satisfy |B(o)| > wg for some wy > 1, and put ¢(v) = min{p : |B(0)| > v}.
Consider a permutation round in which, for some choice of geodesic words w,, of length
|z|, for the elements x of B(ox), 0x = ¢(2257°), the points f(w,)y are distinct for every
y € suppp, and p is supported on triangle-good points (both hold for the reqular action). Then

1 3 ,c\1B 15 Bo
> > 2 (= /3 _ KO
"= 1281 C, p(2557)? and - Smaz 22/3(a2) " a’

with ¢ = 1/(128rC,,), a = 2/logwy and By = 5/logwy + 1.

The first step of the proof is the isoperimetric inequality of Coulhon and Saloff-Coste [22,
Théoréme 1], for the Schreier graph near the bath; a co-area argument then passes from ¢! to
2.
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H.5 Devices that satisfy the balance condition

Re-folding. The basic device sorts its units by distance from a centre and refills the
inner positions first, while the number of slots per point grows slowly. Points ¢+ (Z + %)
around a half-integer centre ¢ carry my slots at time ¢, with m; = [(1 4+ v)m—1], so that
¢ :=my/my—1 — 1 > ~; the classes are the pairs {¢ = D} times the slots. After the round the
device shifts by a fixed integer and re-folds by distance: the units are ranked by distance from
¢, the two points of a pair interleaved, and the unit of rank N goes to the pair | N/(2my)|;
units beyond the window are discarded.

Lemma H.14 (The re-folding chain). (a) Under independent class-uniform permutations,
the distance Dy of the branch of a fized label sequence with integer steps O is the
Markov chain X = |D + od¢| with a uniform sign o, followed by D' = X — B with
B ~ Bernoulli((X — 1)y) if (X — 2)v% <1, and D' < X — 1 otherwise.

(b) Let 04| < dmax (Omax > 1), Do < Rp, 0 <n <1, L =1In(n(l 4+ 8/v)/n) and vL <
1/(202,..). Then

max

Pr(3t <n: Dy > R+ 26max\/2L/Y + 20max + 3) < 1.

The spread is set by the capacity growth ~, not by the shape of the bath: the chain has
stationary distance about |d]/1/27, and no automorphism of the group is used.

Theorem H.15 (Fibred translation devices). Let a gadget channel have its relations in a
group G in which its labels are distinct, acting on itself by the reqular action. Let Qg C G
carry a coordinate map w: Qg — ZF whose fibres have a common size @y, let the slot words
have integer translations 7(w), and let B C ZF be a box such that for every v € B and every
slot word w the action of w maps the fibre over v bijectively onto the fibre over v —m(w), which
lies in Qp. Let rg € ZF, 6; = maxg |7(g) — 70,i|, dmax = max; d; > 1, and let the window
Wy =11,lci — xi, ¢ + 23] € B have half-integer centres and x; = 1 + 25; + 28;/2L/~, where
n>20<e<t 0<y<1,0<n<min(e?/(64n),1/(4n?)), L = In(kn(1 + 8/v)/n) and
yL < 1/(282,,). Let Qu be 7= 1(W,) together with its images under the slot words. Then
the channel has a rank-rate service with C' = 0 and error at most € in which every round
acts on the window as the gadget unitary of the reqular action, the memory has mass at most
3/(4n?) outside the window at the start of every round, for every observer, and

Q <log|Qw|+ nklog(l+~) + O,k (log(n/e) + loglog |Qw|).

For ZF (trivial fibres, v = 1/n) this is Oy (log(n/e)).

Collars. The same mechanism works on any Schreier graph that has nested sets with
balanced shells. Let Fy C Fy C --- C Fx41 € Q satisfy f(g)F; € Fj4+1 and f(g)*le C Fj
for every label and j < K; put L; = F; \ Fj_1 (the shells, Ly = Fy), s; = |L;|, V; = |F}| and
the cut fluxes ®4(j) = |f(g)F; \ F};|. This is a collar of depth K.

Proposition H.16 (Collar devices). (a) For x uniform on L; (j > 1), f(g)x € Lj—1 U
LjULjy1, and sip4+(j) = Pg(4), sjp—(4) = ®4(j — 1): for every label the shell index is
a birth-death chain, reversible for the shell sizes, with drift (®4(j) — Pg(j —1))/s;.

(b) Use the classes {Fy, L1, ..., Lk} times the slots, random class permutations, point-block
twirls, the round, and the volume re-fold (units ranked shell by shell and slot by slot
inside a shell, ranks kept, units of rank at least Vimy discarded). Suppose s; € [s, 2]
Jor1 <j < K, (,(7) — ®y(j — 1)+ < Cs, [Fi \ Fol < |Fol, ¢ < Lo/ K, K > 8L, and
mo > max(n,4), where L. = In(n(1+8K?)/n). Then v = 2s(2¢ +4L./K + 1/mg)/|Fo|
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gives kill probability at most n for every label sequence of the class-uniformized chain
started in the core. With n = min(e?/(64n),1/(4n?)), random class permutations and
Theorem H.7, this is a rank-rate service with error at most € and memory

Q <log|Fg 41| +17.4n L./ K*+ O, (log(n/e) + loglog | Fx 41]).

The drift of each label is the discrete derivative of its boundary flux, so balanced shells
make every label diffusive. For the regular action of Z,, {Z, with labels that move the position
by at most one and toggle only at the current position, the sets of configurations with lamps
in [-2K,2K] and position in [-K — j, K + j] form a collar with constant shells and fluxes,

and the cost is ming[(4K + 1)logm + 17.4nL./K?] = O(n'/3(log m)2/3L(1;/3).

Theorem H.17 (The collar condition). Say that (X2, f) satisfies the collar condition with
constant  if there are collars inside the good, collision-free points with shell sizes s; € [s, 2s],
fluz increments (Py(j) — Py(j — 1))+ < (s, |Fr \ Fo| < |Fo| and ¢ < 1/K such that (a)
for every v > 2 there is one of depth K with log|Frx11| < k(1 + logv)(log(2 + logv))* and
K2 < k(log(2 +logv))*A(v), and (b) for every Kq there is one of depth at least Ko with
log |Fry1| < kKf. Then, with the devices of Proposition H.16(b) run at mo > max(n,4),
every bath on (Q, f) satisfies the balance condition with windows of size

log max %] < (log(n/e) + log(2 + S))R/(l + S +na), K =K' (k), n>ng.

For the regular action of a group of exponential growth, collars of size ¢PK108K)

depth K suffice.

Theorem H.18 (Houghton groups). Let ¢ > 3 and let a gadget channel have its relations
in Houghton’s group H, and its labels distinct there, given by slot words of length at most £
whose translation parts are also bounded by £. The implied constants below depend on q, on
d and r, on a bound oy for the defect radii o(w™1) of the inverse slot words, defined in the
proof, and on the growth rate of the label subgroup. There is a rank-rate service with error
at most € in which every round acts on a window of the regular action of H,, with memory
mass at most 3/(4n?) outside it, and

Q = O(¢*3(PL)*n 3 (logn)?/® + ¢**L1og(q¢L)) + O(log(n/e)), L = O(log(n/e)).
If the labels generate a subgroup of exponential growth, every bath on the reqular action has

S+na>cn'/?—Cy 50 Q < Klog?(n/e)(14 S +mna) forn > ng: the regular-action rounds
of the channel stream. Otherwise the channel has Q*(n,e) = O(log(n/e€)) by Corollary 7.8.

at every

The window comes from a coarse fibration of H, by its translation part, whose cocycles
stay in a finite symmetric group whose support grows linearly with the window (Lemma M.1);
this is the mechanism of the corrected extension bound [26, Proposition 7.1]. The comparison
with the bath is Proposition H.13. The dichotomy in the statement is Chou’s theorem: a
finitely generated elementary amenable group has polynomial or exponential growth [17,
Theorem 3.2], and in the first case it is virtually nilpotent, hence residually finite.

Proposition H.19 (The ball device, and the configuration-lamp group of [28]). On a regular
action, the device that starts at a point xo, uses the word balls Q; = {f(w)xo : |w| < t} as
windows and point classes, and never re-folds, never kills a branch; Theorem H.7T gives error
at most 0.53¢ and QQ < nlog(2r + 1) + O,(log(n/€)). For the configuration-lamp group T’
of [28], every bath on the reqular action has S +mna > ¢'n/(logn)?, so the ball device streams
every reqular-action round of the configuration-lamp channel.

The cheap rounds of the configuration-lamp channel are not regular-action rounds: its
sofic models give L*(n) < n'/2+e() "and the law holds for it by Corollary 7.9 with no device
of this section. The configuration-lamp group also shows that the regular action can be far
from the cheapest one, n/(logn)? against n'/2+o(l),
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H.6 Leaky biased rounds

Theorem H.20 (Leaky permutation rounds). Let a permutation round have any diagonal
bath p, distance u < %, leakage £ < Cy/n and n > 64dCy. There is a free exact permutation
round, on the product model f** with t = [log15/4(r2n2/2ﬂ and a bath on triangle-good,
collision-free tuples, with distance 0,
S < t5 nd < (1+0(m))tna+O(tdCylogn) +O(1)

where v1 < 4dl < 3= and v, < 1/n?. So 5"+ nd < O(log(rn))(1+ S +na+ dCplogn), and
the round streams if the output satisfies the balance condition with windows inside the good,
collision-free tuples.

For general biased rounds we need a rounding that works for every bath. Write W =
U(I ® tg) = G+ L for the restriction of the round to its support, with G = g Ag ® Xy the
Hilbert—Schmidt projection onto the Kraus operators and L the rest, and call A = Try(L*L)
on K the leak operator; then £ = Tr(pA)/d.

Lemma H.21 (Entropy production is a conditional entropy). For every round and every
state 0 on K, a(o0) = H(C|R) for the state of C, the output together with the reference of a
mazimally entangled input, and R, a purifying reference of o. If the round is exact on K
with gadget family By, then a(o) = H(L|R) for the state -, ; \/Itghtn|g) (k| ® \/o By Bp\/a on
C" ® K, whose K-marginal is o.

Lemma H.22 (Operator domination of the defects). If W = G + L is an isometry and
0<t<l, then £2(G*G—-1) < (tI + (1 +1/t)L*L)/(1 —t). For a gadget round, with
Br= (@t + (L+1/t)A)/(1 —t) on K, every diagonal defect satisfies —fB; < XXy —1 < By,

and every triangle defect Ry = X7 X[, — X[’;}X[z] satisfies (%ﬁg 2Rﬁtt) > 0.

Every defect of a leaky round is thus dominated in operator order by one operator built
from the leak. The rounding puts the correction that this domination requires into the bath
rather than into the family.

Theorem H.23 (Biased first-order rounding). Let ® be a gadget channel and (U, p) a round
with any finite bath, distance u, leakage £, entropy production a and bath entropy S, with
s :=/dl <1/(46¢,), where ¢, = 1+2(r —1)(r2 —1). There is a zero-leakage round of ® with

1) weighted Gram off-diagonals at most 2u(1 + 1.05¢,8) + 4.2¢,s, which is at most + when
g g : 1

1.
uSE?

(2) bath entropy S’ < (24 3.4¢,$)S + 3.1¢p8;
a+ ha(v) ha(bo) + Lo log(d® —r)

(1—v)(1 - L) 1—14o
v<cps, bo <l/(1—-v) and p <22¢s.

(3) entropy production a’ < +2plogr+ ha(p), with

At the scale of the law: if £ < c1/n and n > npp = [2116c2dey], then S’ < 2.08S 4 0.07 and
na < (1+0(m Y2)na+ 04y (v/nlogn).

The construction restricts the bath to the eigenvectors of p on which the leak is small (a
restriction that commutes with p), dominates every defect by fs, projects the off-diagonal
blocks onto the identities, fills the diagonal, and absorbs the correction into the bath,
¢ = (po+ /PoZ+/p0)/(1 + z). The new label-bath state of Lemma H.21 is a mixture of the
old Kraus part and a positive correction of weight p, so the entropy production moves linearly
in V£, and the bath entropy at most doubles. No bath dimension, spread or truncation enters.
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Corollary H.24 (The upper half up to an additive /nlogn). For a canonical untwisted

anchored gadget, for n > max(ng,ngr) (with ¢y = 1%) and 0 < e < 1—16,

L*(n) — 13.6 — 0.14log n
74

< Q*(n,e) < Cyy,logs (128(72+1)> (14 L*(n) + /nlogn).

The upper has C' =0, P < @ and the stated rank-rate exchange. Thus the two-scale law
holds for every such gadget with L*(n) > y/n/polylog(n), whatever its optimal rounds look
like. The proofs of this section are in Appendix M.

I Limits of specified constructions

This appendix gives method-scoped obstructions: the device of [28, Theorem 12.2] cannot
reach Shannon cost, a twisted rounding cannot keep the bath at second order, a rounding
cannot keep square families square, and the one-round method of [27] cannot certify the
Houghton exponent.

1.1 Global scrambling
Let ®7 be the gadget of Z with labels 1,a,a=': d = 5 and label weights yu = (%, %, 1%)

Theorem 1.1 (Global scrambling pays rank room). (a) Let k > 3, U the cyclic shift on
Ck and 0 < 9 < 7/2. The maps

I cosdU cos 9 U*
B = (0)’ Ba = <sim9U>’ Bamr = (—sinﬂU*)

form an exact rectangular dilation of ®z with k' = 2k, so its room is ezactly one bit,
while its flat round has leakage 0, distance 0 and entropy production a = hs(0.6sin? 1) =
O (92 log(1/9)).

(b) Let A be a D-dimensional subspace of C¥@C™ and Y, = (B, ®1I).A. Every projection II
with Tr(IlPy, ) > (1—n)D and Tr(IIPy,) > (1—n)D has rankIT > D(2—2n/(1—cos9)).

(c) Run the device of [28, Theorem 12.2] for a gadget channel and an exact rectangular
dilation with ¢ = k'/k, with independent Haar unitaries Vi on the active space of
dimension N;_1, and let o be the memory state for the observer that inputs 74 in every
round. Then E[Tro? | oy-1] < sy Trof | 4 2(1 — s9)/Ny—1 with sy =3, p2. If gsa <1,
then for each t, with probability at least % over the Haar unitaries, every projection I1
with Tr(Tloy) > 1—n has rank I1 > (1 —n)%(1 —gs2)D;/(12q), where Dy is the dimension
of the active space after round t.

In that device the round-one memory branches forced by anchor inputs are the flat states
Py, /Dy, so by (b) a truncation that keeps a fraction 1 — 7 of every forced branch keeps
log(2 — 2n/(1 — cos¥)) bits of growth: 0.9997 bit at ¥ = 0.1 and = 107, where a = 0.053.
By (c) the smoothed rank of the accumulated memory is within O(1) bits of the whole active
space. The device reads only the flat Gram (Theorem 7.6(a)), re-randomization flattens
the bias, and the memory fills the rank-grown space. This blocks the route, not the law:
the round of (a) is an exact flat round, which path registers stream at its Shannon cost
(Theorem G.6(a)).
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1.2 Rounding at second order

The following statement was a natural target for the upper half at the full leakage scale: a
leaky flat round can be made exact on the same bath, up to a constant, at a cost of the order
of its leakage.

Corollary 1.2 (Second-order rounding is false). There are no constants Cy, Cy such that every
flat round of ®,,, 0 = (/5 — 1)/2, with distance at most % and leakage £ has a zero-leakage
flat round with " < S + Cy, distance at most § and o’ < a+ C1llog(1/¢).

This is Theorem G.12(b) with A = v = 1. The witness is a twisted gadget, a gadget
evaluated in the twisted group von Neumann algebra of Z?; it has a flat probe, lies in the
closure of finite tracial channels, and has the structure that the arguments of Sections G
and H use.

1.3 Square fibres

A round is square if its slot operators are unitaries of one space. For leaky rounds of
block-monomial form a rounding that keeps the monomial pattern exists (it is part of the
construction of Theorem H.23), but it cannot keep the fibres square.

Proposition 1.3 (Square families cannot be rounded to square families).

(a) @, has square flat rounds with a = 0 and leakage tending to 0 (Theorem G.12(b)), but
no zero-leakage square round.

(b) ®pg has square flat rounds with a = 0, distance at most % and leakage tending to 0, but
no zero-leakage square round at distance below % No gadget channel whose labels no
finite-dimensional representation separates has a zero-leakage square round at distance
below 3.

2

So a rounding of leaky rounds must in general leave the square class: the target for leaky
block-monomial rounds is a family with rectangular fibres, whose room is of order v/¢.

I.4 The one-round method

The lower bound ¢n!/(2108107+2) {6 Houghton’s channel comes from the one-round theo-
rem [27, Theorem 5.5], whose proof certifies N approximately commuting copies of S5 in the
memory of one round and converts each into a sixteenth of a bit (|27, Appendix B, proof of
Theorem 5.5]). The certification needs

108V N max{N,A*BN)}2'"/v < 1, v=[I+a, (25)

where A*(M) is the largest area of a commutator [a;tl,aéﬂ], oj=alaad, 0 < pqg< M,

|p — ¢| > 2, in Johnson’s presentation [27, Section 4.1].

Proposition 1.4 (The one-round method is capped at n'/6). Every N > 8 that satisfies (25)
has N < 7.13-107%v=1/5 whatever upper bound on A* is used. Consequently, combined with
Theorem 7.1 and Proposition 7.2 at the rank rate, the method certifies Qg , (n,€) > Qo only

for Qo = O(n'/%).

The cap comes from the quadratic lower bound on far-commutator areas [27, Proposi-
tion 4.4] together with the row sums of the sector bound, which make N copies cost N 5/2
in (25). Lemma 8.3 removes the row sums when the copies commute exactly, and Theorem 8.5
then reaches n'/3; for general devices a proof of the exponent % needs a sector bound that is
local in the same sense for copies that commute only approximately, or an argument that
reads more than one round. The proofs of this section are in Appendix S.
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J Proofs for Sections 2 and 7
Two facts are used throughout the appendices.

(F1) Anchors. For a gadget channel the anchor z, of a label g is a diagonal slot with
coefficient 1 whose row and column contain no other slot. Hence Ap|zg) = dgn|24) and

<29‘Ah = 5gh<zg’-

(F2) Reading an entry. If do(¥,®) < u, then |{e|¥(|e){f])|f) — (e|®(le){f])|f)] < 2u for
orthonormal e, f. Indeed, feed (|ee) + | ff))/v/2 with a reference; the difference A of
the two outputs is Hermitian and traceless with ||Al|; < 2u, so every entry has modulus
at most |A| < 3[|All1 < u, and the entry at (ee, ff) is half the difference above.

J.1 Proofs for Section 2

Proof of Lemma 2.5. Write Uy = }_,coEy @ Pr,, where Py is the permutation matrix of
m, T = f([wy]) for every slot except the lower right slot of a triangle (z,y,z), where
o = f([z])f([y]). Since p = diag(p), the channel is ¥, ="  p(w)®,, with

D,(X)= Z CaCp Lmaw = mpw| B, X By,
a,b

whose Kraus operators are Ky = >, . Cala, ¢ € Q. So J(®,) = ézq | K,) (K| and
U(Dy,) = 43 IIPLK||%, with Py the Hilbert-Schmidt projection off span{Ay}. The A, have
disjoint supports. Let Sy be the set of slots of label g, 3, = || 44|%, and s, = > a€S, maw=q |cal?
the squared norm of the part of K, on Sy; that part loses exactly sg /X4 to its projection onto
Ag, s0 ||PLE |7 = 2y 59(3g = 59)/ 5

At a triangle-good w every slot of label g sends w to f(g)w: for the lower right slot of
(x,y,2), f([z]) f(ly])w = f([#])w and its label is [z]. So all of S; lies in one K, s, € {0,%,},
and ¢(®,,) = 0, whatever the collisions. If a triangle (x,y, z) fails at w, its lower right slot
(label [z], |¢[* = 3) and the anchor of [2] (|c|?> = 1) send w to different points, so some K, has
$<s<S—1Lforg=[z], and s(X —s)/E =1/(1/s +1/(X — s)) > min(s,E — 5)/2 > 1. So
¢(®,,) > 1/(4d). Leakage is linear in the Choi state, so £ = > p(w)l(®,,) > p(bad)/(4d).

For the collisions, by (F1) the only slot in the column z; is the anchor of g, so
o0y (20 zl) 28) = p({e : F(g)w = F(R)w}), whill for @ the entry is T(A(h)*A(g)) = 0. By
(F2) the mass is at most 2u. O

Proof of Lemma 2.6. Enlarging u or ¢y enlarges the set of rounds over which the infimum
is taken. For € < %6, e < %6 and %e/n < 15%, so Lg(n,e) > L*(n). For K > ¢/c;
we have ¢/(Kn) < c¢;/n, so every round admissible in Lg(Kn;u,c/(Kn)) is admissible in
Lg(n;u,c1/n), and S+ na < S+ Kna since K > 1 and a > 0. O

Proof of Proposition 2.7. Hold n registers of [logr] qubits, all in |0). In round ¢ apply a
unitary that extends the Stinespring isometry £ — >, A;£ ® |i) from the input and |0) of
register ¢ to the input and register ¢, release the output, and keep the register. Register t is a
fresh environment that is never touched again, so the service implements ®®" exactly for
every observer, with J = 0 and @ = n[logr]. O

Proof of Lemma 2.9. (a) The gadget unitary is block diagonal: 1 x 1 blocks at the empty

A(Ix) _ )\E\g))\(y)) for each triangle. Since

Ay = E[wa]:g caFq, the operator W has the same pattern with each slot entry replaced by

word and at the symbols, and one 2 x 2 block % (

CaBlw,]- Distinct blocks occupy disjoint rows and columns of C4, so W*W = I if and only if
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each block of W has orthonormal block columns. A 1 x 1 block is By for the label g of its
position, and every label occurs there because every label has an anchor; so the 1 x 1 blocks are
1 ( Bi By

isometric if and only if every By is. The block of a triangle is % ( By —By ), since [z][y] = [z].

Its column Gram matrix has diagonal blocks & (BfB; + B[";,]B[z]) and %(B@]B[y] + B[*Z]B[Z]),
which are I when the By are isometries, and off-diagonal block %(BTBM - By, ]B[Z]). Then
>y ByBg =rl. Replacing By by V B, replaces W by (I @ V)W,

(b) Let ps be the input marginal of the flat probe. The output-and-reference state
and the environment state of the pure state (Vo ® 1)y, Vo = >; A; ® |i), have the same
nonzero spectrum, and the environment state is the matrix [Tr(A;p.A7)]. The output
is flat of rank r, so this matrix is I/r: Tr(p.AjA;) = 6;j/r. Applying Tr(p.-) ® id to
W*W =3, A7 Aj @ BfBj = I gives + Y, BfB; = 1.

(¢) Let ¢ embed C* in C*¥. The orthogonal complements of the ranges of I; ® v and of W
have the same dimension d(k’—k), so W extends to a unitary U on C¢®@C* with U(I®1) = W.
With p = w*/k, V(X) = Trp W(X @ I/k)W* =32, ; AiX A Tre(B}B;) [k = ®(X), so the
distance and the leakage are 0. The state T'(p) lives on C¥', so a = S(T'(p))—log k < log(k'/k),
and S(p) = logk. Hence every dilation is admissible in Lg(n;0,0) with cost at most
log k + nlog(k'/k). O

Proof of Lemma 2.10. Write U = 37, ,1[0){0'| ® Aoy with A,y € My, and § = \/p. Let H be
My with the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product. The Choi state J (¥) is the marginal on C¢®C?
of the unit vector v = d~1/2 > 00|00") @ Agyé in C4 @ C* @ H [28, proof of Lemma C.1], and
¢ =|((I —g)® I)v||?>. The range of Ilg is span{|4;)}, so £ = 0 means v = 3, |A;)) ® Y; for
some Y; € H, that is, d= /2 A,p& = 3;(A)0eY; for all 0,0 . By linear independence of the A;
there are coefficients Bfm, with Y; = d—1/2 D00 ﬁéo,Aoorf = d Y2X;¢, where X; = BL o Aoor -
Hence A,y& = >;(Ai)or Xi€, and since & maps onto K, A,y|x = Y ;(Ai)oor Xilk. Then
U(lo) @ k) = 3,l0) @ Ak = 3; Ai]0’) @ Xk for k € K, so U restricted to C? @ K is
W =32, A; ® Xi|k, an isometry, and U(X) = >, ; A; X A7 Tr(X;pX7). With a flat probe,
Lemma 2.9(b) applied to W gives >, X X; = rI on K. For a gadget channel Lemma 2.9(a)
applies to W. By (F1), (24|¥(|2¢)(2n|)|2n) = Tr(pX}X,), while ® gives 0 for g # h, so (F2)
gives | Tr(pX; Xy)| < 2u. O

J.2 The lower half

Proof of Theorem 7.1. Fix the test observer: in every round t it inputs half of a fresh
maximally entangled pair on the input and a reference R;, measures {Ilg, I — IIg} on the
output and Ry, keeps the outcome bit and discards the output and R;. Let p; be the
probability that the tests of rounds 1,...,¢ — 1 pass, ¢; the probability that test ¢ fails given
that, and F' the first failure (F' = oo if there is none).

First budget. pry1 = pe(1 —q1), so i1 peqt = 1 — ppy1 = Pr(F < n) =: f. The ideal
experiment never fails, since J(®) is supported on Ilg, and the outcome record is part of
the observer’s final state, so f <e. Hence py > 1 —efort <n+1, >,p: > n(l —e) and
> Dtqr < €.

The rounds. Let p; be the memory state given that tests 1,...,¢ — 1 passed. Earlier pairs
are discarded, so p; does not depend on the input of round ¢. Round ¢ applies a unitary U
on the input and the Q memory qubits (imports happen between rounds), so (U, p;) is a
round with bath dimension 2%; let ¥; be its channel. With a maximally entangled input the
failure probability of the test is Tr[(I — IIg)J (Vy)], so the leakage of W, is ¢, = ¢;.

Second budget. Let L be the average, over the branches of the test record, of the entropy of
the memory, a branch being frozen when its test fails. Initially L = S(5p) = @ — P, and always
L < @. In round t the passing branch, of weight p;, has memory p; and input marginal 74, so
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after the round its memory is T;(p¢), of entropy S(p¢) + a¢. The test acts on other systems, so
it splits Ti(pr) = (1 — q)opass + @t0tail, and S(Ti(pr)) < (1 — 1) S(Opass) + @S (0tair) + ha(qy).
An export of j qubits lowers the entropy by at most j (subadditivity), and an import of j
qubits in a fixed independent state of entropy j — c raises it by 7 — ¢. Summing,

Q > Lfina > Q_P—C+Zptat_zpth2(Qt)-
t t

By the chain rule for the stopping time, >, ptha(q:) = H(F) < ho(f)+ flogn < ha(e )+elog n,
since F' takes the value co with probability 1 — f and he(z) + zlog n increases on [0, 3]. So
Sy piay < B

Markov. Put wy = pi/ Y 4 ps and ¢ = 1/(n(1—¢)), so that >, wrqr < e and Y-, wray < B's.
Let Ay = {t:q > Aes} and Ag = {t : a; > ﬁB’c}. If w(Ay) > 0, then e¢ > >4 wiq >
Aesw(Ay), so w(Ar) < 1/A; likewise w(Az2) < (A — 1)/, and the sets have weight 0 if
e =0 or B’ =0. Since the weights sum to 1, some round ¢ with w; > 0 lies in neither set:
6 < Xe/(n(1—¢)) and a; < 25 B'/(n(1 —¢)).

Distance. Let the observer perform the tests in rounds 1,...,¢t — 1 and then feed an
arbitrary input with a reference in round ¢. Its state after round ¢ is p; - (pass,o) @ (1 —
pt) - (fail, -) in the service and (pass,w) in the ideal experiment, where o = (¥; ® id)(input)
and w = (¢ ® id)(input). By data processing 5 |pio — wl|1 + (1 — p¢) <€, and i[lo — w|)x <
3llpeo — w|l1 + 5(1 — p) < e. Taking the supremum over inputs, do(¥y, ®) < e. O

Theorem J.1 (Explicit extraction constants). Let ® have a flat probe of rank r. Every
causal service of ® for n > 1 rounds with error € < 16 at the rank rate has a round with bath
dimension 29, distance at most e, leakage at most 3 e/n and na < 6.4Q +13.52+0.1341log n.
Consequently

Lo(n,€) —13.6 — 0.14logn _ L*(n) —13.6 — 0.14logn

>
Q= 7.4 - 7.4

At any exchange, a serm'ce with purity P+ C < B and error e < % has @ > inf{S(p) : do <
, 0<3e/n, a< 2(B+0.34+clogn)/n}.

Proof of Theorem 7.3. Proposition 7.2 gives P4+ C' < 3Q) + 6 =: B. Apply Theorem 7. 1 with
A =2. Since e < &, 1/(1—€) < 72, so the round has distance at most ¢, leakage at most 32¢/n
and na < 32(3Q + 6 + ha(e) + €logn). As hy increases on [0, 1], ha(e) < ha(3) < 0. 3373,
and elogn < (logn)/16, so na < 6.4Q + 13.52 + 0.1341logn. The bath has Q qubits, so
S(pt) < Q. Hence Lgo(n,e) < S(pt) +na < 7.4Q + 13.52 + 0.134logn, which is the first
inequality, and Lemma 2.6 gives the second. At any exchange, apply Theorem 7.1 with A = 2

and the given B, and use ha(e) < 0.34. O

J.3 The rank form

Proof of Theorem 7.6. (a) The proof of [28, Theorem 12.2] builds frames F, : C"" — CPr@CS,
one column per Kraus history, chooses the unitary before each round by the concentration
lemma [27, Lemma A.1] and the unitary after it by the export lemma [27, Lemma A.4], and
keeps || Fj'Fy — I|| < te/n and a(F;) < A,/Dy. The identity Tr(B;B;) = kd;; enters that
proof in one place, the Haar mean of the Gram blocks; the identity > ; B B; = rI enters the
step on exterior marginals, and it holds here by Lemma 2.9(b); and the identity matrix enters
the final error step. We change these steps only.

Gram step. The Haar mean of the block (,j) of the new Gram matrix, F*((V*(B;B; ®
NV)®I)F,is 7,(B; Bj) F*F = G;jF*F. Replace the induction hypothesis by e; := || F;*F; —
G®|| < ete/n, the histories ordered as tensor products. Then g(F}) < |G|t + ete/n <
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e(1+ ¢€) < 2e, because ||G||! < (1+ ||G — I||)™ < e. In the concentration step g < 2e replaces
g < 2, which multiplies the required D2 by at most e. As in [28] every block then deviates
from its mean by at most €¢/(rn), so the new Gram matrix is within e/n of (F*F) ® G, and
|[(F*F) ® G — G®!|| <||G|| et—1. Hence e; < ||Glles—1 + €¢/n and e, < Y-, 4||G||%¢/n < ete/n.
Exports and imports preserve the Gram matrix.

Error step. Put I' = G®". Forn > 2, |G —I|| < §, and (1 — 2)" > e~ for z < 3, so
I' > e~2]. For positive X,Y and Z = X12_y12 gne has X122+ 2712 = X —Y; evaluating
at a unit eigenvector of the Hermitian Z gives ||Z]| < || X — Y|/ Omin(XY?) + Amin(Y/?)).
So ||(F¥F,)'/? —T1/2|| < ee/e! = e%e. With the polar decomposition F,, = T(F*F,)'/2,
T an isometry, the purified final vector -, 1y ® Fy|y) of the service is within e?e of (I ®
T)>, Yy ® I''/2]y), since >y Yy @ |y) is a unit vector.

Comparison. Let e¢; = GV/2|i), so that (ej,ei) = Gj;. Applying id ® 7, to W*'W =
I gives 33, i GijATA; = 1, 50 Vg : § = 3, Al ® e is an isometry and Trp Vo XV =
>0 GjiAi X AT =: @y (X). The observer’s vectors ¢, depend only on the Kraus histories, so
2oy Uy ®T1/2|y) is the purified final state of the ideal experiment with ®y in every round, and
T acts on systems the observer never holds. A hybrid over the n rounds changes the final state
by at most nd,(®w, ®). Finally ®y — & = Trg[(I @ H)V;()V}] with V7 =3, A; @ |i) and
(jlHi) = Gj; — 6;j, and | Tr[(Z@ H)Y]| < || Z|||[H|| Tt Y for Y > 0, so do(Pw, ®) < $[|G—1I|.
The error is at most e?e+%||G—I||, and the memory and purity are those of [28, Theorem 12.2].

(b) (B?t)*BS]t = (BiBy))®" = (B}, B[)®", tensor powers of isometries are isometries,
and 7. (BS')*BY') = m(B; By)'.

(c) With ¢ as stated, ¢ < ¢/(2rn). The flat Gram G® of (BZ') has unit diagonal
and off-diagonal entries of modulus at most ¢, so [|G®) — I|| < (r — 1)¢! < ¢/(2n); then
n||G® — 1] <1 and %HG(“ — I|| < €/4. Apply (a), which uses the flat probe of every gadget
channel, to (B") with dimensions & and k. O

Proof of Corollary 7.7. The lower bound is Theorem 7.3. If Ug(n) < oo the infimum defining
it is attained, since log k < Ug(n) + 1 leaves finitely many pairs (k, k’). Theorem 7.6(a) with
G = 1, which is [28, Theorem 12.2], applied to a minimizing dilation gives a service with
error €, J = | %5l logr| < Zlogr and Q < logk + nlog(k'/k) + O, (log(n/e) + log(2 + log k).
By Lemma 2.9(c) and Lemma 2.6, Lg(n,€) < Le(n;0,0) < Ugp(n). O

Proof of Corollary 7.8. Let m be a finite-dimensional unitary representation of Pg that sep-
arates the labels, and 7' = 7 & 1, of dimension D. The family B, = 7'(g) is square and
unitary, and BfBp = 7'([y]) = «'([z])*7'([2]) on every triangle, because [z][y] = [z] in
Pg and 7'(1) = I; so it is a gadget family with room 0. For labels g # h, 7'(g)*n'(h) =
m(g7'h) @ 1 with w(g'h) # I. A unitary V # I on CP~! has [TrV + 1| < D: if V is
not scalar then |TrV| < D — 1, and if V = Al with A # 1 then |[A(D — 1)+ 1| < D. So
z := maxgzy |7p(B;By)| < 1. Theorem 7.6(c) with ¢ =z, § = 0 and €/(e* + 1) in place of €
gives a rank-rate service with error at most € and @ < tlog D+ O, (log(n/e)+log(2+tlog D)),
t = [log(2(e? + 1)rn/e)/log(1/2)]. So Q*(n,€) = Og(log(n/e)). O

Proof of Corollary 7.9. Lower. Let (U, p) have distance at most 1—16, and put v = {+a. By [28,
Corollary 10.2(a)], applied to the round, which has distance at most %, there are Cg, o
with S(p) > y/(32(logy)?*) for every y > yo with Crry < 1. For v < v < vg := 1/(Cgryo)
take y = 1/(Crv): S > f(v) := cvt(log1/v)™2* and f decreases on (0,wvo] if vg is
small. Now let the round also have leakage at most % If a < %, then v < ﬁ < vy
and S > f(lgin) > cn/(logn)?* for large n. If a > 15, and 2a < vg, then v < 2a and

S > f(2a) > (¢/(2a))(log(15n/4)) "2, since 2a > 12-; by the arithmetic-geometric mean
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inequality S +na > v/2cn (log(15n/4))~". If 2a > v, then na > nvy/2. In every case
S+mna>dyn/(logn)t for n > ny.

Upper. In the proof of [28, Corollary 12.3], a (1 — s~ !)-expansive s~ !-morphism [21,
Definition 3.4] of the chunk of labels, of degree op(s) with s > 2K, gives on its good
points an exact rectangular dilation: distinct labels never collide at good points, so the label
traces are exactly 0, with room log(k’/k) < 2K¢/(sIn2) and logk < log og(s) < Cgs(logs)*.
With s = max(2Kg, [\/n]) this gives Ugp(n) < Cy/n(logn)*. Corollary 7.7 then gives
Q*(n,€) < Up(n)+ K, (log(n/e)+log(2+Us(n))) < K (log(n/e)) st 1(1+L*(n)) by the lower
bound. For the configuration-lamp channel A = 1 [28, Theorem 3.3(b)] and x = 6+1og 107 [28,
Section 11], so L*(n), Ugp(n) and, by Theorem 7.3, Q*(n, €) are all n!/>+o(1), O

1

K Proofs for Section G: blocks and paths

Two further facts are used.

(F3) Partial traces. For a frame F with R = FF* and operators Y on the memory,
Tronem[(Y @ DR(Y ® 1)*] = Trpem[(Y*Y @ I)R]; the map Y — Tryem[(Y ® )R] is
positive; and Trmem[(Pp ® I)R] = Trg, Ry.

(F4) Reduced states. If p(u) denotes the observer’s reduced state of a vector w, then
sllo(u) = p()l1 < glllu)(u| = o)l < 3llu = vl|(Jull + [lv]), and isometries on
systems the observer does not hold do not change p(-). Errors are always compared
in this form, so that vectors of different spaces, such as a physical device and a proof
object, are never subtracted.

K.1 Concentration and export

Proof of Lemma G.1. (a) Write Z = 3, Z, with Z, depending only on V,,. For each p
fix a Hermitian orthonormal basis (7}4)s of Mp, for the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product,
so that Y, T,aYTya = Tr(Y)I and >, T, = Dpl, and let 9,4 be the derivative along

Vp, = VpeIra at y = 0. Haar measure is invariant under these flows, so E[(0f)h] = —E[f Oh]
for smooth matrix-valued f,h. Put L, =), 837[1.

Generator. With X = VXAV, 9p.X = i[X,T,.] and 97, X = —[Tya,[Tpa, X]];
summing, L,X = —2D,X + 2Tr(X)I, and Tr X = TrA,, so L,Z, = —2D,Z,. Also
OpaZ = OpaZp.

Carré du champ. 0poZ = F;(Ypa ® I)F)y with Y, o = i(XT) 4 — T} o X) Hermitian, so
Y000 2)? = Fi[Y0(Ypo ® ) Ry(Yyo ® I)|Fy. By (P — P)R(P — P')* < 2PRP* 4+ 2P'RP",
S XT, @ DRy (TuX @ 1) = (X @) @ Try, Rp)(X © 1) < 0, X2 @ I, and 3, (T, X ®
NR,(XT,®1) =1®Try, (X @ I)Ry(X @I)] < || X||2apI; the last inequality is tested on an
exterior vector v, for which R, = (I ® (v|)Ry(I @ |v)) > 0 satisfies Tr(X R, X) < || X||* Tt R,
Hence Y, (0p.0Z)? < 4apHApH2F;Fp, and this is 0 when A4, = 0.

Trace erponential. Let f(0) = ETre??. Integration by parts with L,Z, = —2D,Z,
gives f'(0) = Y, ETr(Zye??) = 3 ,(2Dp) ' S, ETr[(0p,aZ)(Dpac?®)].  With 9e?7 =
0]01 e"2(92)e'="02 qy, and fol e M=wigy < (e* + e*)/2 in an eigenbasis of Z,
TH{(02)(049)] < OTH[(02)27].  So f(6) < OETS, 20yl 4|/ Dy)Fs Fpet?] <
20kg0f(0), using >4 20 FpFp < gol and Tr(Ye'?) < ||V Tre?? for Y > 0. Hence
£(8) < Ne’m90 and Pr{\max(Z) > s} < e 5 f(0) = Ne=5"/(4590) at 6 = s/(2kgo); the same
holds for —Z.

(b) Let T, pa be Ty on H), and 0 elsewhere, and 0, , the derivative along V), — Vyetida;
then 9,uX = i[X,Tpal. Since Y, TpaYTpa = Tr(PYP,)P, and ¥, T2, = DP,,
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SpalTpas [Tpa, X]] = 2D(X — 3, 7(Xpp) P), and 7(X,p) = 7(App) does not depend on V;
so the Laplacian of the product group satisfies LZ = —2DZ. Here the equal dimensions are
needed. With Y, , = i((XT), , — 1. X),

> (0pa2)? < 2F* Y (XTpa ® DR(TpuX @ 1) + Y (TpaX @ NR(XTy0 @ 1) F.

p?a’ p?a’ p7a

The first sum is (X ® I)(X, P, ® Trg, Rp)(X ® I) < a.]|A|*I.  The second is
>op Pp ® Trpen[(X Py X ® I)R] by (F3), and XP,X = V*AP,AV because V commutes
with P,. The positive operator AP,A lives on the blocks of N(p) = {p’ : Ay, # 0}, so by
Cauchy—Schwarz AP,A < [N (p)| X enp) Py APyAPy < [N(p)| Zp/GN(p)HAp/pHQPp/ =: Ay,
which commutes with V. Hence V*AP,AV < A, and, by (F3), Trmem[(XP,X ® I)R] <
IN (D) S| Aprpl? Try, Ry < A?||A]|2asd. So 32(02)% < 2(1 + A?%)||A||a F*F for every V.
Asin (a), f/(8) < 001+ A%)|AlPang f(8)/D, £(8) < Nexp(6*(1 + A% A|2a./(2D)), and
the tail follows at 0 = sD/((1 + A?)||A[]?a.g). O

For a free permutation round with point blocks, the Hermitian and anti-Hermitian parts
of AyAn ® I (g # h) couple each block to at most two blocks, so A = 2 there.

Proof of Lemma G.2. (a) Export and import rearrange the columns of each block isometrically:
the port moves to the exterior, and a maximally entangled pair joins the new port and a new
exterior register. So the block Grams do not change. The new exterior marginal of block p is
Y,®1I./e with Y, = Try [(V, @) Ry(V, ®1I)*], a function of V, alone, so oy, (F') = ||Y,|| /e, and
EY, = ( 6/e)®T1"Hp R, has norm «,/e. Asin [27, Lemma A.4], the frame F C% - HyeCN
with entrles F(q o = Flgo)y satisfies Try, [(X @ )Ry] = F*(XT ® I)F,, F*F Try, R,
and o(F,) = gp, and the block (k,1) of Y, is Trp, [(Xm ® I)Rp) with X}, = Vp’ I® k) (I))V,
which is Haar. Part (a) of Lemma G.1 for one block, applied to ﬁp (S columns) and to the
Hermitian parts of I ® |k)(l| at level z, = 2\/apgp In(85e2N)/D,, fails for each of the 2¢?
events with probability at most 25~ In(BSe*N) — 1 /(42 N); so block p fails with probability
at most 1/(2N), and some block with probability at most 1. Otherwise each block of
Y, is within 2z, of its mean, the e x e block matrix within 2ez,, so ||Y,|| < a,/e + 2ez,
and a,(F') < ap/e? + 2z,. The second form is 2y/uv < nu + v/n with u = a,/e? and
v = 4e?g, In(85e?N)/D,.

(b) The block-@ part of the frame after the round has Ry = 3=,(P,BiV @ ) R(V* B P, ®
I), so by (F3) Trpy, Ry = Trmem[(V' TV @ I)R]. If T'q is block diagonal, V*TqoV =
@p Vp*(PPFQPP)VP < EpHPpFQPpHva and (F3) gives aQ(F/) < Zp”PpFQPp”O‘p(F)- O

For a free permutation round with point blocks, a basis permutation before the round
(absorbed in F') and a fixed partial injection ¢ of points after it, I'g = 2g Ping-1@Q) @ Im is
diagonal, (tAy)71(Q) is at most one point for each g, and no two labels send a point to the
same point. So ||P,I'gP,|| <1 for every point p, at most r points have |P,I'oP,| =1, and
ag(F") < rmaxy ap(F): this is the inflow factor of [28, Theorem 12.2].

K.2 Paths

Proof of Lemma G.3. The matrix M©®) is the Gram matrix of the vectors C](-b) in the nor-
malized Hilberthchmidt space, so M®) > 0, and ¥, """\ = By (%, J,J;) B; = BfB;
gives Zb = [1,(B;Bj)] = I,. With the Stinespring 1sometry V& 3, AL |0,
A®) .= < \M(b NATA; = V(I @ M®)V, s0 AW >0, 5, A = I, and w(b) = ||A®)| <
|M®] < TrM( )
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(a) (BI — X)) @ M® and (BI + X;) ® M® are positive; summing over b and using
Sy I M® < T gives BT <Y, Xp @ M®) < BI.

(b) In the ideal experiment round s applies Vi : & — >, A;{ ® |i)g,, and Ej is never
touched again. Let N<, = M®) @ ... M®s) on Ey,...,E,. Summing over the later
letters (the matrices M®) sum to I), Pr(by,...,bs) = (X|N<s|X), and since nothing acts
on E<; after round s this equals (X|N<s|Xs) for the global vector X, right after round
s. Write X; = (Vs ® I)Y;, with Y, the vector just before the use of round s. Then
Pr(b<,) = (Yi|A®) @ N,|Vs) < w(be)(Ys|I @ Ny|Ys) = w(bs) Pr(bes), because (w(bs)I —
Zl(bs)) ® N.s > 0 and E_, is untouched between round s — 1 and Y;. The same computation
with A®) = T shows that Pris a probability law. So the conditional law ¢ of bs given b,
satisfies g, < w(b), and E[w(bs) ™’ | b<s] < kg; by the tower property E[W (p)~Y] < s}, and
Markov’s inequality gives Pr{W (p) < 27} = Pr{W (p)~% > 262} < k3279, Since w <1, W
does not increase along extensions, so P()) is prefix-closed; W (p) depends only on the type
of p; and 3-,¢crge W(p) = 2 with W (p) > 27> on Py(\) gives |P;(\)] < 21, O

Proof of Theorem G.4. The device. Let h = logr, E, = 2lh/2] ], — |th/2], je = Jt — Ji—1
and e; = 27¢ (the export schedule of [28, Theorem 12.2]), = = log(32n/€?), A = (nlog ke +)/0
and P, = P;(\). The memory consists of a register with 21’ > pax, | P;| values, holding
rank;(p), the rank of p in a fixed enumeration of P;; a register C¢ K; and C™ = C™ @ CEp,
whose last factor is the port. So @ = [A + nu'] + [logc| + [logk] + [logm]. Initially the
register holds rankg(2), C¢ holds |1) and K ® C™ is maximally mixed. Round ¢ applies: (1)
controlled on rank; 1(p), a unitary V;, on K ® C™; (2) a unitary extension of W ® I,, from
Cl'®|1) @ K ®C™ to C!® C°® K ® C™, identifying J, K with [b) ® K, and the release
of the output; (3) a permutation of the register values and [c] that maps (rank;_;(p),b) to
(rank,(pb), 1) whenever pb € P, (an injective partial map, completed to a permutation); (4)
controlled on rank;(p’), a unitary V/,; (5) if ¢ < n, the export of j; port qubits and the import
of j; maximally mixed qubits. All unitaries are fixed in advance, so C' =0 and J = J,_1.
Proof object. The untruncated device has memory @I)E[C}t Hy, H, = K®C™ of dimension
Dy, = km, replaces step (3) by the relabelling of block p ® |b) as block pb, and uses unitaries
Vip, Vt’ o for all paths. It is an isometric evolution, and on the blocks of P;_q it coincides with

the device up to the relabelling of the register. Its frame F; : C™ — (D, Hy) ® C5* has one
column per Kraus history; Fp is one unit vector with «(Fp) = 1/Dp; and the column (y, ) of
block pb after the round is (C”) @ I, © I)(Vip @ T) Fi-1,|y). Let Gir = 5, of type r FipFrp
and Tyr = 32, of type r M®P) ... M@,

Induction. Put 6; = ¢/2, n = €2/(32n%(n + 1)¢71), L, = ln(8DbrnEgcn) and A =
4e(1 4 8E2n*L,). For 0 < ¢ < n we show (I1) ||[FFF, — I|| < t61/n; (12) ap(F;) < A/Dy for
every p (for t <n —1); (I3) |Gty —I't || < tn for every type 7. All hold at ¢ = 0. Assume
them at ¢t — 1, so g(F—1) < 2.

Choice of V;. Apply Lemma G.1(a) to F;—; with the following operators; always || A,| <
r, since || B;]|?> and ||Ci(b)||2 are at most ||, BfB;|| = r, so k < (A/Dy)r?/D, and go <
2. (E1) For each (i,j), the Hermitian and anti-Hermitian parts of B;B; ® I,,, in every
block, at level s; = 01/(2rn): the block (4,7) of the full Gram matrix after the round is
oo By [(Vy (Bf Bj @ I1,)Vp) ® I]F, because children of different letters or different parents
are orthogonal, and its mean is 7(B} B;)F*F = §;;F*F; on success the r x r block matrix
deviates by at most 2rs; = d1/n, which gives (I1). (E2) For each type 7’ of length ¢,
each letter b, each (4,j) and the Hermitian or anti-Hermitian part of C’i(b)*C’](-b) ® Iy, on
the blocks of type 7" — e;, (A, = 0 elsewhere), at level s3 = 1/(2cr). The new type Gram

is GL =YY per—e F;‘[(VP*X(I’)V})) ® I|F, with X©®) = [Ci(b)*C'j(-b) ® Iy)ij, whose mean is
Y Gio—e, @M (b) by Schur’s lemma; on success it deviates from that mean by at most

79



2crs3 = 1), and Lemma G.3(a) with Xy = Gi_1—¢, — It—1,7—¢, gives |Gy — Ty <
(t — 1)1 + n, which is (I3). Each event fails with probability at most 2r™ exp[—s>D2/(8Ar?)];
there are Ng = 2r2(1 + ¢(n + 1)°71) events and s3 < s1, so all succeed with probability at
least % if

D > 8Ar®In(4r"Ng)/s3, s3 = €2/(64crn?(n + 1)°71). (26)

Fix such a V;.
Inflow. By (F3), for the child block pb, Try,, (£}, F;) = Try, [(V,ThV,) ® I)R,] with

Ly=>, C’i(b)*C'i(b) ® Iy <32 BfBi @ Iy, = 11, 50 app < 17 az—1 with a;—q := maxp op(Fi—1).
Each child has a single parent; this is where the tree structure of paths is used.

Choice of V/. Lemma G.2(a) with e = e;, n = 1/n, g, < 2, at most ¢’ blocks and
Sie? < Dbr”Ez gives a; < (1+1/n)ras_1/e? —|—8EgnL*/Db; in rounds with j; =0, a; < ra;_1
directly. With ¢, = 22/tr—t ¢ (i, 1] and ¢;r/€? = ¢i_1, cray < (1+1/n)e;_1ai-1 +8E§nL*/Db,
so cpay < (14 1/n) (14 8E2n*L,)/Dy and a; < A/Dy, which is (12).

Error. Purify the observer. The device acts on the input and the memory only through
W, so the untruncated final vector is &, = 37, ¥y ® Fyly) = (I ® Fy,) X, with the observer’s
vectors 1, of the ideal experiment and X =) 1, ® |y) a unit vector, and ||Z,|| = 1. Let II
project onto the blocks of P,, w = [|[({ —II)Z,||*, x,, the physical final vector and 7" the polar
isometry of F,.

1. Polar step. ||Z,—(IQT)X || < ||(FfFn)'2=1I|| < |FfFo—I|| < 61, since [y/u—1] < Ju—1]
for u > 0.

2. Truncation. The untruncated dynamics never changes the prefix of a path, the observer
does not act on the memory, and P; is prefix-closed; so the projection onto “first exit
from P at time t” commutes with all later rounds, and with Ils—; that projection,
S Mgt @p||? = w. Let g; be the good part of #; (blocks of P;), embedded in the
physical memory, and U; the physical round together with the observer’s operation.
On the good part the physical round is the untruncated one, and the permutation
of step (3) maps good inputs bijectively onto good outputs, so Uygi—1 = g1 + d; with
lde|| = M=t Z¢|| = ||Mge=¢Zn|. From z; — g = Us(x4—1 — g1—1) + d¢ and z¢ = go,
|l zn, — gnll < Xulldill < v/nw. Discarded branches may re-enter good register values; the
bound does not care.

3. Discarded weight. P, is a union of types, sow = 3> g p (X|I®Gp - X) <3 gp (X|I®
Ly | X) + | Tnlnn, using [(X|I @ Y|X)| < ||Y|| and (I3); here |T,| < (n + 1)¢71 is the
number of types, so |T,|nn < €2/(32n). The first term is the probability under the
path law that W (p) < 27, at most 527 = 27 = ¢2/(32n) by Lemma G.3(b). So
w < €2/(16n).

4. By (F4), with ||z,|| = ||Z»]| = 1 and ||gn|| < 1, the observer’s state from x,, is within
V/nw of that from g,, which equals that from I1Z,; that is within \/w of the state
from Z,, which is within é; of the ideal state from (I ® T')X. The error is at most

01+ (1 +vn)vw < €/2+ (1 +/n)e/(4y/n) <e.

Memory. Q < A+ nu' + loge + logk + logm + 4. Condition (26) reads D, >
K, n®3e¢=2(In Dy4n)'/2 up to constants, since A = O(n?L,) and L, = O, (n+1n Dy); take m’
least with Dy, = km/E), satisfying it. Then logm = log(Dy/k) = O, (log(n/¢) +log(2 +log k)),
as in the proof of [28, Theorem 12.2]. O

K.3 Flat rounds

Proof of Lemma G.5. Each BgB;‘/k < I/k, so the eigenvalues Ay > Ay > --- of T are at
most 1/k, and a = >, A\;log(1/(kA;)) with nonnegative terms. There are at least k positive
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eigenvalues, so z := A\ > 0; put y = kx € (0, ] For ¢ > k, \; < z, so the tail contributes
at least wlog(1/y). For ¢ < k, log(l/( Ai)) > (1 —kX\)/In2 and A\; > x, so the top
contributes at least (z/In2)>7, (1 — k\;) = (a;/ In2)(k — k(1 —w)) = yw/In2. Hence

a> (w/In2)(y—Iny) > w/In2. O

Proof of Theorem G.6. (a) By Lemma 2.10 with v = 0, the round restricted to K = supp p
is an exact rectangular dilation (By), and since the A, have disjoint supports, T'(p) =
> g MgBgBg/k =: 7,50 a=S(7) —logk. Restrict C¥ to the span of the ranges (k' < rk) and
choose the pieces: J1 K the top-k eigenspace of 7, and the complement, padded, cut into
k-dimensional pieces, ¢ < 7+ 1 in all. Then (g|MM|g) = Tr(Py, xw,) with w, = B, B /K,
and

Bi=> w(b) <3 M =31 = (g MW|g)) <zl 3 pg(1 = (gl MWg)) < daln2
b>2 b>2 g g

by Lemma G.5, since pmin > 1/d. As w(l) < 1, v/ < log(1 + ) < 1.4433. For ¢ <
w, Yy qpw(d)™ < S, w®) " <14 (¢ — 1)96 —% by Holder’s inequality over b > 2, so
kg < 14 (c—1)B17% Take 6 = 1/log(1/ﬁ) with 3 = max(B8,€2/n?) < %; this needs
a < 1/(4d1n_2) Then 6 < 3 and B¢ so (c—1)817% < 2/c =13 and logry/0 <
2.885v/c — 1 flog(1/3). Also log(32n/€ )/0 = log(1/3) log(32n/€%) < 2log(n/€)log(32n/e),
and if 3 = €2/n? then nBlog(1/8) = 2(¢?/n)log(n/e) < 2. Theorem G.4 gives the first
bound, since xlog(1/x) increases on (0,1/e) and 8 < daln2. For the second: if a > €?/n?

then log(e/a) < 1.443 + 2log(n/e), and if a < €2/n? then nalog(e/a) < (e2/n)(1.443 +
2log(n/e)) < 2.45; so nalog(e/a) < 2.45 + na(1.443 + 2log(n/e)), and every term is at
most K logZ(n/e)(1 + logk + na). If a > 1/(4d1In2), Theorem 7.6(a) with G = I, which
s [28, Theorem 12.2], gives Q < logk + nlog(k'/k) + O,(log(n/€) + log(2 + log k)) with
log(k'/k) <logr < 4dIn2logr - a.

(b) The changes to the proof of Theorem G.4 are those of Theorem 7.6(a). (I1) becomes
| FyF, — G®t|| < e'/2t61 /n: the mean of the block (i, j) after a round is 7(B; B;)F*F, so the
deviation e; from G®* satisfies e; < ||G||e;—1 + 01/n, and ||G||* < €™ < e!/2; then g(F}) < 4,
and 2 is replaced by 4 in (26) and in Lemma G.2(a). (I2) is unchanged, since Y_; BfB; = rI
by Lemma 2.9(b). (I3) becomes |Gy, — Tt || < e'/?tn; we run the construction with 1//e in
place of i, which restores the discarded—weight bound w < €2/(16n) and changes only constants.
This uses Lemma G.3(a) with Zb = G, which gives ||Y, X, ® M®)| < 8||G||. Applying
id® 7 to W*W =1 gives >, A Zw Gij A7 A; = I, so the path law is still a probability
law and Lemma G.3(b) holds verbatim. In the polar step, I' = G®" > (1 — )" > eI,
and as in Theorem 7.6(a), ||(F}F,)"/? — T'V2|| < e!/26,/e1/? = eby; so &, is within ed; of
(I ®T)(I®TY?)X, the final vector of the experiment that applies ®y (X) = 3. GjiAi X A}
in every round, and a hybrid over the rounds costs n do(®w, ®) < §v. With §; = ¢/(2¢) the
error is at most € + 5.

(c) By Lemma 2.10 the round gives isometries By = X |k forming a gadget family with
flat Gram G, Ggg = 1 and |G| < ¢. By Theorem 7.6(b) the family (BZ") is a gadget family
with Gram entries Ggh, s0 v = [|GW —T|| < (r — 1)* < €/(4n), ny; < 3 and Zv; < ¢/8. Its
flat entropy production a; = S (Zg ,ugwé?t) —tlogk is at most ¢ a by subadditivity, since every
one-factor marginal of >/ ugwg@t is 7. Restrict the codomain to the span of the ranges of the
B;]@t, of dimension at most rk’, and take the pieces of (a) for the t-fold family; Lemma G.5
applies to it, so By < day ln2 < dtaln2. Part (b) with the choice of 6 of (a) gives the second
bound when dtaln2 < 1; otherwise Theorem 7.6(c), run at error 2¢/(e® + 1) so that its
error is at most 2¢, gives Q < t'logk + nt'log(k’/k) + O,(-) with its own ¢’ < ¢t 4+ 2 and
log(k'/k) < logr < 4dtIln2logr - a. For the polylogarithmic form, ¢t < log(4rn/e) + 1 <
3log(n/e) +log(8r) for n > 2 and € < 1, and talog(e/(ta)) < talog(e/a). O
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L Proofs for Section G: leakage and the twisted torus

We write S, (X) = —Tr X log X for X > 0, the entropy of an unnormalized operator, and
use two facts.

(F5) Subadditivity. For M, N >0, S, (M + N) < S, (M) + Su(IN), because log is operator
monotone, so Tr M log(M + N) > Tr M log M. A positive operator of trace m and
rank at most R has S, < mlog(R/m).

(F6) Concavity, unnormalized. If A, B > 0 have traces m 4, mp with m4 + mp = m, then
Su(A+ B) > Su(A) 4+ Su(B) —mha(ma/m).

L.1 Exact regions

Proof of Lemma G.7. Write p = (1—v)po+vp, with p, flat on K& Kj. The channel and T are
linear in the bath, so ¥, —® = (V,—®—v(¥,, —®))/(1—v) with d,(¥, ,P) < 1, which gives
the distance. Since p; < I/(vk), U(1q4®p1)U* < I/(dvk), and the partial trace gives T'(p) ) <
I/(vk),so S(T(p1)) > log(vk). Concavity gives S(T'(p)) > (1 —v)S(T(po)) + v log(vk); with
S(T(p)) = a+ logk this reads S(T'(po)) < logk + (a + vlog(1l/v))/(1 — v), and subtracting
S(po) = log((1 — v)k) gives the bound on ag. If U(é ® k) = 3, A€ ® X;x on C? ® Ky, then
Wpo(X) =32 AiX A Tr(XipoX ), whose Choi state is supported in the Kraus span. O

Proof of Theorem G.8. (a) By Lemma G.7, (U, pp) has leakage 0, S(pp) < S and distance
at most (& + 1)/ = 2 < %, and since log(1/(1 — v)) < 3v/In2 < 2v for v < L,
nap < &(na+nvlog(l/v)) + 2nv < 2(na + nvlog(e/v)). By Lemma 2.10 its gadget family
has flat Gram off-diagonals at most 2 - 1% < %, and Theorem G.6(c) applies.

(b) At a triangle-good point every slot of label g acts by f(g), so U({ @ |w)) =35, Ag§ ®
|f(g)w), and by linearity the span of the good points of K is an exact region. By Lemma 2.3,
v = p(bad) < 4dl. For ¢ < Cy/n and n > 32dCj, v < § and (a) applies; xlog(e/z) increases
on (0, 1], so nvlog(e/v) < 4dCylog(en/(4dCy)). O

L.2 First-order rounding

Proof of Theorem G.9. Decomposition. Let W = U(I ® tx), and expand it in the orthogonal
basis {Ay/[|AgllF} U {Ea} of My, where (E,) is a Hilbert-Schmidt orthonormal basis of
span{Ag}+: W =G+ L with G =Y, A, ® X; and L =Y, Eq ® Ly. Then:

(f1) ¢ =||L||%/(dk). Indeed J (V) is the marginal of v = d_l/Q(Zg |[Ag) @ Xg€+ > o |Ea) ®
Lo€), € = Pg/VE (proof of Lemma 2.10), and I — IIg keeps exactly the second sum.

(f2) [W[F = dk = |GI|% + | LIIF and [|GI[7 = g dpgh 7(X5Xg), s0 g pg7(X5Xg) =1 L.

(£3) T'(p) = ox +or with ox = 3> 1y Xy X7 /k and of, = Trqg L(14 ® p)L* > 0, Troy, = £:
the cross terms vanish because Tr(AjE,) = 0, and Tr(Aj Ag) = dpgdgn.

(f4) Xg=3aes, CaWa/ P aes, |ca|? over the slots a of label g, where W, is the block of W
at the position of a and ||[W,|| < 1. Every slot coefficient has modulus 1 or 1/v/2, so
1%, < V2 < d

Defects. From W*W =1, G*G — 1 = —(G*L + L*G + L*L), whose unnormalized trace
norm is at most 2||G| 7|/ L||r + || L||% < dk(2v/¢ + £). By the block structure of Lemma 2.9(a)
and (F1), the anchor block of G*G at z, is X7 X, and the off-diagonal block of a triangle
t=(z,y,2) is 3R, with R := X7 Xpy) — X[;)X[2)- A block has trace norm at most that of the
operator, so in the normalized trace norm on K, || X; X, — I|1 < 3dV? and ||Ry||1 < 6dV/Z.

Construction. Let YV = [ Xy Xnlgn >00n C"® K.
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P =Y (X Xg—1)4, 50 T(P) < 3drV/6; T == (I+P)~V? and Ya := (L, @T)Y(,®T).
Since Xy Xy < I+ P, (Ya)yg < I.

2. Link two ordered pairs of distinct labels if an identity (1, [y]) ~ ([z], [2]) of a triangle
or the adjoint relation (g,h) ~ (h,g) joins them. On a class, of at most r2 pairs,
the constraints say that each block is a fixed common block or its adjoint. Let
Yos be the Frobenius-orthogonal projection of the off-diagonal blocks of Y4 onto
the constraints: on each class the average of the transported blocks, followed by
R — (R + R*)/2 if the class closes on itself through an adjoint. Each identity edge has
defect |TRT||1 < ||R¢||1 < 6dv/?¢ and adjoint edges have none, so every block moves by
at most 3r2 - 6dv/2 in ||-||;.

3. E := Yog—(Ya)og is Hermitian with zero diagonal blocks, hence traceless, and Tr |E|/k <
Y gznll Egnlly < 18dr*v/L.

4. For N >0on C"® K, N < rl.® Trer N: the average of N over conjugation by
the 2 Weyl unitaries of C” is % ® Trer N, and N is one of 72 positive terms. With
E=FE,—-FE_and Z :=rTicr(E_), E+,®Z>E, >0and 7(Z) =rTrE_/k =
rTr|E|/(2k) < 9dr5V/?.

5 V1 =Ya+A+E+L®Z with A =@ (I —(Ya)gg) > 0. Then Y1 >0, (Y1)gg=1+72

-~

and (Y1)gn = Yy for g # h.

6. YV :=S.Y1S, with S.:= I, ® (I+2Z)"'/2. Then Y > 0 and Y,, = I, and the off-diagonal
blocks satisfy every identity and the adjoint relations, since a common congruence acts
on both sides; the identities with [y] = 1 read I = I, because in a triangle [y] = 1 if and
only if [z] = [2].

7. Xy = Y/2(|g) ® Ix) has XX}, = Yyp: these are isometries with the exact identities.
By Lemma 2.9(a) and (c) they give a round with bath flat on a copy of K inside C" ® K,
with leakage 0 and S’ = log k.

Gram. For g # h the anchor entry of W is (zy|W(|2g)(2n|)|2n) = Tr(pW ,, W2, 2, ), with
Wepzy = Xg+ Ay and Ay = 37 (Fa)z,z,La. By Cauchy-Schwarz and 3_, |(Eoé)zgzg|2 <1,
ANy <37, LiLa, so |Ag€|3 < Tr(L*L)/k = dl. By (F2) the entry has modulus at most
2u, and with || Xg|| < d, |7(X;Xp)| < 2u+ 2dvdl + df. Then |7((Ya)gn) — 7(X; Xp)| =
|T((L — TQ)X;Xh)| < d?*7(P), since 0 < I —T? < P; the projection moves T by at most
18dr2V/E; and |7(Yy) — 7(Ygn)| = |7((I — (I + Z2)"Y)Yyn)| < d?7(Z), since ||YVyn| < d?. With
<V |T(Ygn)| < 2u+ (2d%/2 + d + 3d3r + 18dr? + 9d%r°)V/E = 2u + C1 V1.

Entropy. The new round’s bath map applied to its flat bath is Zg ng;X;* /k, whose
nonzero spectrum is that of DY D /k with D := diag(,/ltg)®Ir, and Tr(DY D) /k =3, g = 1;
soa’ = S(DYD/k) — logk.

1. Y = 5.Y4S. + S.YgS, with Yp .= A+ FE+ [, ® Z > 0. D commutes with S, so
DYD = My + Mp with M := DS.YA5.D > 0 and Mp := DS.YpS.D > 0, and by
(F5) S(DY D/k) < Su(Ma/k) + Su(Mp/k).

2. mp = TrMp/k < Tr(DYpD)/k, since S? < I, and Tr(DYpD)/k = >ogbgT(I —
TX;X,T) +7(Z) = 0+ Xy 1g7(Xy(I — TH)X) + 7(Z) < L+ r(P) + 7(Z) < 1, by
(f2). Mp has rank at most 7k, so by (F5) S, (Mp/k) < mplogk + mplog(r/mp).

3. With X .= [X1--- X,]: C"®K — CM and R := T(I + Z)~'/?, a contraction, S, Y4S. =
(I @ R)*X*X(I®R), so M4/k has the nonzero spectrum of A" := 37 u, X, RR* X7 /k <
ox. Put B i=0x — A" >0, mxy = Trox =1—¥4, my :=TrA =1—mp and
mp = Tr B = mp — (. By (F6), S,(4") < Sy(ox) — Su(B’) + ha(mp//mx). Since
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B' <ox < d*I/k, Su(B') > mp:log(k/d?). By (f3) and concavity, logk +a = S(ox +
op) > mxS(ox/mx), so Sy(ox) =mxS(ocx/mx) —mxlogmyx <logk+a+{/In2.

4. Adding, the terms in log k combine to (mp — mp/)logk = ¢log k:
a <a+/llogk+¢/In2+ 2mp logd + ha(mp /mx) + mplog(r/mg).

With mp <mp <m < I, mx > 1, hy increasing on [0, 1] and xlog(r/z) increasing

on (0,7/e], thisis @’ < a+ €S+ £¢/In2+ 2mlogd + ha(2m) + mlog(r/m).

Constants. m < Cpv/l with Cp, = 14 3d3r 4 9dr®. Use log(e/¢) > max(1.443,1og(1/£)).
Then ¢/In2 < 1.443V¢ < flog(e/l); 2mlogd < 1.39Cy,logd - v/log(e/t); mlogr <
0.70C,, logr - v/flog(e/l); and hy(2m) + mlog(1/m) < 2mlog(e/(2m)) + mlog(l/m) =
3mlog(1/m) + 0.886m. As xlog(l/x) increases on (0,1/e) and Cy, > 1, 3mlog(l/m) <
3CmV1log(1/V/0) = 1.5C,\/?log(1/¢), and 0.8861m < 0.614C,,,v/¢log(e/l). The total is at
most Cav/?log(e/l) with Cy = 1 + C,,(1.391log d + 0.70log r 4 2.2), since 1.5 + 0.614 < 2.2.

The twisted gadget. For @, the slots carry phases, the identities read By B,) = QBE;]B[Z],
and the triangle defect becomes Ry = oy X7 X|y) — @rpay X [2] X[z with the phases ¢y, of the
slot words. The constraints of step 2 are then that each block of a class is a phase times a
common block or its adjoint. The section \ of the twisted regular representation satisfies
them all exactly, with every block S\(g)*j\(h) a nonzero unitary, so no class forces its blocks
to vanish, the projection of step 2 is the phase-transported average, and the identities with
[y] = 1 carry the phase 1. Every other step is unchanged. O

Proof of Corollary G.10. For n > ng and ¢ < 15%, CivVil < C1y/2/(15np) < i, so The-
orem G.9 gives a zero-leakage flat round with S = S, flat Gram off-diagonals at most
1—26 + 1 < 3, and, since Cy, < C1, d’ < a+£S + CaV/llog(e/l). Theorem G.6(c) uses only
the identities, the flat Gram bound and the flat entropy production, so it applies with
¢ = 1 and gives Q < Klog®(n/e)(1 + S + nda’). Here ntS < 25 and nCyv/llog(e/t) <
Cav/2n/151og(15en/2) < 0.37C2+/nlog(20n), since 1/2/15 < 0.3652 and 15e/2 < 20.4. At
¢ < (logn)™/n?, nCov/Llog(e/l) < Cy(logn)™?log(en?) = O((logn)™/?*1). O

L.3 The twisted torus

Write A(u,v) = A(a)“A(b)? for the section of the twisted regular representation; every slot
word w with label (u,v) has M(w) = w/®X(u, v) for an integer f(w) that depends only on
the commutation rule, and every unitary pair (A, B) with BA = (AB satisfies the same
identities with ¢/ in place of w/(®). So ®,, has the Kraus operators Ay = Zaesq Ccapaly

with @, = wfWe), Put F = max, |f(w)].

Proof of Lemma G.11. Let 7 = >/ ungB;/k, FE a top-k eigenspace of 7 and w = 1 —
TI"(PE?').
1. Mass outside E. By Lemma G.5, w < aln2; phases do not enter 7. Put Cy = PpB,
and Dy = (I — Pg)By. Then Y-, pgm(D;Dy) = Tr((I — Pg)7) = w, so ||Dyll3 < w/py.
2. The identities split. The ranges of Pg and I — Pg are orthogonal, so ByBj, = C;C, +
Dy Dy, and C7Cpy) — CtC’[Z] Ciy = CtD[;]D[z] — DiDy,). By Hélder’s inequality the right
side has ||| < w(1//fnfiz + 1/ /i)

3. Polar parts. Identify E with C* and write Cy = V,4|Cy| with Vj unitary. Since C;C, =
I-DiDy<Tand1l—s<1-s?on[0,1], [|Cy—Vylli =7(I—|Cy|) < 7(D;Dy) < w/pgy.
All operators involved are contractions and ||AB||; < ||A|1]|B]|, so replacing Cy by V,
for g € {1,[z],[y], [2]} changes the defect by at most 3>  w/pg.
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4. Normalization. Replacing every V; by V"V, changes neither the defects nor any 7(V,'V},),
and makes V7 = 1.

5. Gram. |T(DyDy)| < || Dgll2[[Drll2 < w/pimin and |7(C;Ch) — 7(V,; Vi) < [|Cy — Vgl +
I1Ch — Villi < 2w/ fimin-

Finally the defect is at most 6w/ pimin < 6daln2, since pymin > 1/d. O

Lemma L.1 (Thin rounds). Let S be the cyclic shift and D = diag(e?™i/N) on CV,
ged(p,N) =1, N > 4, so that DS = >™P/NSD, and let U be the gadget unitary of ®,, with
a— S, b— D. With the flat bath I/N this is a square round with a =0, S =log N, leakage
( < F2e? and distance at most Fv/de, where e = |e>™P/N — |,

Proof. The slot operators are M, = 0,S8"Dv with 0, = (P/(We) ¢ = ¢2™/N_ Labels have
lul,|v] <1, s0 for N > 4, 75 (M; M,) = 0,0y if a and b carry the same label and 0 otherwise;
the channel is therefore 3, AY X AZ with Ag = 3" g, cablaFq. Since |0a—pq| < |f(wa)|e < Fe
and A, lies in the Kraus span of @, £ = éZg”PLA;H% < éZgHA; —Agl% =232, |eal?16a —
@al?> < F2e2. The Stinespring isometries V' = YAy ®g) and V = 3 Ay ® [g) have
|V pV"™* = VpV*|1 < 2|V = V| < 2||[V' = V||r < 2FVde, so the distance is at most Fv/de.
The bath is flat and 7" is unital, so a = 0. ]

Proof of Theorem G.12. (a) By Lemma 2.10, with the phases of ®,,, the round gives isometries
By with Bi B, = CtB[kl-}B[z]a and Lemma G.11 gives unitaries V; on CF, Vi = I, with every
identity holding to § := 6dIn2-a in ||-]];. Among the triangles are (a,a~!, @), (a,b,ab)
and (ab,a=!,aba™!), with [aba~!] = [b]. With phases (1, (3, (s of modulus one they give
|“/zr1 - (1Va*|]1 S (5, ||Vab - ng/aVle S 6 and |“/zr1 - C4V;;3VbH1 S 0. Multiplication by
unitaries and adjoints preserve [|-||1, so [|(1V;" — 34V VS Ve |1 < 30; multiplying by V4, on
the left and :by V¥V, on the right, ||C — @I} < 38 with C = VRV ViV, and ¢ = (G
The section A satisfies the same identities exactly with the same phases, so the same steps
give A(b)A(a)*A(b)*A(a) = @I. The left side does not change if A(a), \(b) are rephased, so
it equals A(b)A(a)~*A(b)~'A(a), and inverting A(b)A(a) = wA(a)A(b) shows that this is &1.
Hence ¢ = @. Now det C = 1; write the eigenvalues of C as pe™s with ¢; € (=, 7]. Then
gokeizj Yi =1, s0 >0 % € 2mk0 + 27Z and |32, ;| > 27[|kf]|. C is normal and eV — 1| =
2sin(/2)] > 2Jul/7 on [—m,7], 50 |C — @ = 155, [e" — 1] > 2 5, [us| > 4k6]/k.
Hence 4| k0||/k < 35 = 18dIn2 - a. For § = (/5 — 1)/2 every partial quotient is 1. For a
convergent denominator g;, ||g;0| = 1/(g;j(aj+1+4qj—1/q;)) with aj1 < 2, s0 [|g;0] > 1/(3g;);
for ¢; < q < gj41, ||g8]] > |lg;0|| by the best approximation property; so ||¢f|| > 1/(3¢) for
every ¢ > 1, and a > 2/(27dIn2 - k?).

(b) For N = F,, and p = F,_ 1, |# — p/N| < 1/N? so e = |e¥P/N _ | <
27|p/N — 0] < 27/N?, and Lemma L.1 gives the stated round. An exact flat round
with S’ < AS + Cjy has bath rank ¥ < 2C0N* so by (a) o/ > 2/(27dIn2 - k%) >
0.0062 - 4~ N=2X If also a’ < C1£7(log 1/£)™, then, since 27 (log 1/x)™ increases for small
z, a' < C1(4n?F2) YN~ (log(N*/(472F?)))™. As N — oo this forces 2\ > 4+.

(c) For N large, C,,v/1 < %, and Theorem G.9 for @, gives a zero-leakage flat round with
S' =log N and a’ < flog N + Cav/flog(e/l) = O((log N)/N?). O

M Proofs for Section H

M.1 Tensor powers and conserved bias

Proof of Lemma H.1. By Theorem 7.6(b), (BS") is a gadget family, so Wy = >, A, ® B*
is an isometry and extends to a unitary (Lemma 2.9(c)). Its channel with bath p® is
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X = 30 5 Te(p®(By By)® ) Ag X A}, = 3, G}, ,Ag X A}, whose Choi state lies in the Kraus
span: leakage 0. Its distance is at most %HGOt —I||, as in the comparison step of the proof of
Theorem 7.6(a), and |G — I|| < (r — 1) maxgzp, |Ggp|" since the diagonal is 1. S(p®') = 5.
Since the Ay have disjoint supports, T;(p®*) = 3= pg(BypB;)®*, every one-factor marginal
of which is T'(p); subadditivity gives S(T;(p®')) < tS(T(p)), so a; < ta. O

Proof of Theorem H.2. 1. Levels are sub-rounds. For k € Eg, s # s, and v € E.,
(K, Byv) = (Bgk,v) = 0, so every By maps Ey into Es. Hence Bf B, and B, By, are
block diagonal over {F;}, and each Bés) := By|p, : Es — E is a gadget family. The
weighted Gram is G = Y, w,M®) with M) = 75, (BY”" BYY), |M})] < 1.

2. The key identity. T(p) = @, wsTs(I/es) on the orthogonal E!, with Ts(I/es) =
Sy g BY BY e So S(T(p)) = H(w) + X, wsS(Ty(I/es)) and S(p) = H(w) +
> wsloges, hence a = Y wsas with as = S(Ts(I/es)) — loges > 0, since Ts(I/es) has
eigenvalues at most 1/e;.

3. Truncation. The surprisals log(es/ws) are nonnegative with w-mean S. Keep X' = {s:
log(es/ws) < S/8} with § = 55; Markov’s inequality gives w(X\ ¥’) < 6. Because a is
a conserved average, dropping levels costs no binary entropy.

4. Flattening. Put n = 3%, v = maxyy(es/ws)/n, ms = [vws/es] (s € ¥, K :=
Py Es @ C™s, N := dim K and Eg = Py Bés) ® I, into Pyy EL @ C™s; a direct
sum with orthogonal codomains, it is a gadget family. On Y/, vwg/es > 1/n, so
vws < esmg < (14+n)vws and vw(E') < N < (1+n)rvw(X); the weights W, := esms/N
lie i f1s/((1+ m)w(S), (1 + )y /w ()]

5. Gram. TN(E’gkéh) =D w wsM;Z), which differs from Gy, by at most > s |t — ws| +
w(X\Y) < (n+6)/(1—6)+6 < 0.096. Its off-diagonals are below £ +0.096 < }, and
its diagonal is 1.

6. Costs. log N <log(1+mn)+logr <0.045+5/6+1log(1/n) = 325 +5.045. The flat bath
on K has T(I/N) = @y wsTs(I/es) ® I/ms and log N = H(w) + > s log(esms), so

its entropy production is @’ = > sy Wsas < ig Yo Wsas = g—:l)’a < 1.07a.

7. Streaming. Apply Theorem G.6(c) with ¢ = 1, so t = [log(4rn/e)/2], and logk = log N.
Its memory term C'n (ta') log(e/(ta")) increases in o' while ta’ < 1, so a’ < 1.07a may
be inserted. If dta’'In2 > i, Theorem G.6(c) gives only its polylogarithmic form, and
we use instead the exact service of Proposition 2.7, with @ = n[logr], error 0 and
J =C =0. There x := 1.07ta > ta’ > xo := 1/(4d1n2), and xlog(e/z) increases on
(0,1], so the middle term of the display is at least Cy, nxglog(e/xo) > n[logr]| once
Car > [logr]/(xzolog(e/zg)). Since t < 3log(n/e) + log(8r), also na > nxy/(1.071t),
so n[logr] < K4, log®(n/e)(1+ S+ na) for K , large enough. The statement without
a device is steps 3-6 alone. ]

Proof of Lemma H.3. Since Py commutes with p, S(p) = ha(v) + (1 —v)S(po) + vS(pL) >
(1 —v)S(po). The channel, T' and the leakage are linear in the bath: ¥,, — ® = [(¥, —
Q) —v(¥, —®)]/(1—-v) with do(¥,,,®) <1, and £(p) > (1 — v)l(py). T is unital, so
S(T(p1)) > S(p1), and concavity gives S(T(p)) > (1 —v)S(T(po)) + vS(pL). Subtracting
S(p) gives (1 —v)a(po) < a+ ha(v). If U has Kraus form on C? ® ran Py, then ¥, (X) =

> Tr(poX;X;)A; X A3, whose Choi state lies in the Kraus span. O

Proof of Corollary H.4. 1. Levels are sub-rounds. Wy := W|cagp, is an isometry into
C? ® E. and p is block diagonal, so T(p) = @, wsTs on the orthogonal E’ with
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Ts :=T(Ig,/es). Hence a = >, wsas with as := S(T5) — loges > 0, as in the proof of
Theorem H.2. Leakage is linear in the bath: ¢ =3 wd/;.

2. Dropping levels. The surprisals log(es/ws) > 0 have w-mean S, so ¥; := {s :
log(es/ws) < 325} has w(X§) < 55. With 6 := 1/(16C%), Xg 1= {s € X : {5 < 6o}
has w(X1 \ ¥a) < £/0y < 16C2,¢1 /n. Restrict to @Dy, Es, a projection commuting with
p, with v 1= 1 — w(52) < 35 + 16C2,c1/n and weights w), := w,/(1 — v). By step
1 and as > 0, ap = Y5, wias < a/(1 —v) with no binary entropy; ¢y < £/(1 —v),
up < (u+v)/(1 —v)and Sp < S/(1 —v) by Lemma H.3.

3. First-order rounding per level. For s € 3o, (U, I, /es) is a flat round with £, < 0y < %

and Cp/Zs < %. Theorem G.9 gives isometries X;(S) : By — C" ® Es with the exact
identities and a, < as + £5loges + Cov/lslog(e/ls); its Gram steps (the shrink, the
projection and the renormalization) move each flat Gram entry by at most C]+//s,
where C := 3d®r + 18dr? + 9d°r®.

4. Direct sum. Xé =Dy, X;,(S) has mutually orthogonal codomains C" ® F, so X;*X;L =

P, X;(S)*X,/Z(S) and the identities hold; with bath pp the new round again has conserved
bias with flat levels, and step 1 gives o’ = Y, wla. The function x — /zlog(e/x) is
concave on (0, 1], so by Jensen’s inequality and loges < log(es/ws) < 325 on ¥4, o’ <
a/(1—v)+325S + Car/T log(e/£o). For the Gram, 3, w!r (XS X)) = Tr(po X Xn),
which the anchor bound (28) bounds by 2uqg + 2v/dly + dfy; the rounding adds at most
C1 Y win/ls < C1\/€y. For n > nep the weighted Gram off-diagonals are at most
£ +0(n Y?) <02

5. Streaming. The tensor square (Lemma H.1) has conserved bias, with flat levels Es ® Ey
whose images lie in the mutually orthogonal (C" ® F) ® (C" ® Ey ), weighted Gram
off-diagonals at most 0.04 < %, bath entropy 25y and entropy production at most 2a’.
Theorem H.2 gives error at most 2¢ and Q < Klog®(n/e)(1 + 2Sy + 2na’). Finally
ly < 1.04c1/n for n > nep, so 32nlyS < 34¢1S, and /z log(e/x) increases on (0,1/e),
so nCyv/Lglog(e/ly) < Coy/T.04cinlog(en/cy). Hence Q < K'logh(n/e)(1 + S +na+
Vn). O

M.2 Rounds that are vacuous

Proof of Lemma H.5. Ggp = Tr(pByBy) = Tr(pJ*n(g)*m(h)J). If w(g) = w(h) for labels
g # h, then Gy, = Tr(pJ*J) = 1, while |G4n| < 2u < 1 by Lemma 2.10. So 7 separates
the labels, and Corollary 7.8 applies. If ByK C K for every label, each B, is an isometry
of the finite-dimensional K into itself, hence unitary; replacing every B, by BiB,, as in
Lemma 2.9(a), leaves every Bj;Bj unchanged and makes By = If; the identity By By, =
B[’;]B[Z] reads Bj;) = By By, and these are the defining relations of Pp. So g — By extends
to a unitary representation m of Pp on K, and By B, = 7(g)*m(h) with J = 1. O

M.3 Permutation rounds and devices

Proof of Lemma H.6. 1. Injectivity. By is an isometry, so it maps the orthogonal K, to
orthogonal subspaces; hence f(g) is injective on €.

2. Identities. For w € o, Bf By restricted to K, is a unitary onto Ky, if f([y])w €
Qo and 0 otherwise, B] being the projection onto K. B[‘;

of ran By = @,rcq, K}(m)w,, SO B[*;]B[z] restricted to K, is a unitary onto K, if

| kills the complement

f([z)w = f([z])w" for some w” € Qp, and 0 otherwise. The two operators are equal, so
they vanish together, and when they are nonzero their targets coincide: f([y])w = w”.
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This is A\jApy|w) = AT A |w), and by step 1 the A, are isometries, so the base family is
a gadget family.

3. Gram. For g # h, B, K,, = K}(h)w € K}(g)w = ByK,, by freeness, so Pk, B; B, Pk, = 0,
Tr(pByBp) = 0 for every block-diagonal p, and likewise Tr(diag(p)A\jAn) = 0; by
Lemma 2.10 the distance is 0.

4. Entropy. S(p) = H(p) + 22, p(w)S(pw) = H(p), with po, = pu/p(w).
5. Entropy production. T'(p) is block diagonal over the K the block 7 has mass Thasep(n) =

>, Hgp(£(g)~"n) and normalized state S, gp(F(g)n),/ Toasep(n)] gh s -1y with
ug unitary, there being at most one w for each g by step 1. Concavity gives S(T'(p)) >
H(Thasep) + 2n2g Mgp(f(g)fln)S(ﬁf(g)fln) = H(ThaseP) + >, P(w)S(pw). Subtracting
S(p) gives a > H(Tbasep) - H(p) = Qbase- O

Proof of Theorem H.7. Absorb the fixed permutations 5; and injections into the frames.
Let F!* be the frame of the evolution projected onto the windows after round ¢, with
columns indexed by label histories y € [r]?, Gig = FttrQ*Fttb for the points @ of €, and
I = >, Pry(alive at ¢ at Q)[y)(y| for the ideal killed chain. For weights ¢ € [0, 1] put
et(c) = [22¢ co(Grg — I't,@)ll- The blocks are the points, of dimension D = m.

(1) Concentration, inflow, export. Every Gram quantity used below has the form
F*((V*AV —EV*AV) @ I)F with A = Y5 co(AsPHAn @ In), ¢ € [0,1]% and [|A|| < 1.
A maps each point to at most one point, so its Hermitian and anti-Hermitian parts couple
each block to at most two blocks, and Lemma G.1(b) applies with A < 2. Lemma G.2(b)
gives the inflow factor r exactly, and with Lemma G.2(a) the unrolling of the proof of
Theorem G.4 gives a, < A/D with A = 4e(1 +8E n’L’) and L' = In(8SE2|Q|); initially
oz (Fy) = po(x)/m < 1/D. The variance proxy of Lemma G.1(b) is O(nQL’/Dgp), and a union
over the events below costs O(nlogr + logn) in the exponent; so each event holds at level s
for m = poly(n/s) - polylog|Q|.

(2) Means. For g # h, )\;Pé/\h has zero diagonal, since there are no collisions, so the

mean Gram is diagonal in the labels. For g = h, E[V;(PaX;PyAGP)Va] = [\ Py with

194 =1lf(9)x = Q.

(3) Set-resolved Gram. By (2), Xg coGro = 2g[X0(Tyc)2Gi-1,2] ®[g)(g| + Dev(c’) with
(Tyc)e = g g fi‘gQ € [0,1], and the ideal I" satisfies the same recursion without Dev. Block
diagonality in g gives e,(¢) < maxge,—1(Tyc’) + ||Dev(c)||, and eg = 0. The weight vectors
needed are the images under T, ., - -- Ty, of the indicators of the exit sets and of all points:
at most 2n(n + 1)r" vectors, all fixed before the twirls they enter. On the events of (1) at
level s, e; < ts for all of them.

(4) Error. Let x; be the physical vector, g; the vector of the projected evolution embedded
in the physical memory, U; the physical round and d; = U;g:—1 — g4, the part of the projected
vector sent to garbage at round ¢. Then z; — g, = Up(x4—1 — g1—1) + d¢ and 29 = go, so
|z — gi|| < Ds<illds]|- Since g lies in the window, the memory’s mass outside the window at
time ¢ is at most (3, ||ds|)? < nw with w := 3, ||d¢||?. Next, ||d¢||?> = (X|I ® Exit;|X) with
Exit; the Gram of the exit set at ¢, so by (3) ||d¢|?> < >, Pr(y)se(y) +ts and w < wideal +n’s.
The full Gram after a round is Gi* ; ® I +Dev; with ||[Dev¢|| < s’ by (1), and truncation removes
Exits, so G = T — 32, (Exit; — Devy) ® I < (14 ns')I. With F = T(G%)Y/2, T an isometry,
and (vu —1)2 < |1 —u| for u > 0, ||gr, — (I @ T)X|]? < (X|I® |I — GT||X) < w + 3ns,
since [I — G| = (I —-G)+2(G—1);x < (I—-G)+2ns'I. By (F4) the error is at most
Vnw +vVw + 3ns’. With s = s’ = (/n?, w < wigeal + ¢, and since ¢ < €2/(64n) the error is at
most (1 + 1/n)v/wideal + €2/(16n). The memory is log max; || + logm + O(1) at the rank
rate, with the export schedule of [28, Theorem 12.2]. O
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Proof of Lemma H.8. f(g:)pB: followed by the injection is injective, so the alive points form
a set; given the past, §; sends the a¢ alive points of a class C' to a uniformly random
ac-subset of C, independently over classes. One point under independent class-uniform
permutations follows the class-uniformized chain, so Exg(y) = Kclass(y). Let hy(x) be the
class-uniformized kill probability from a point x after step t, a function of the class of
x, and M; = killed;/|Q0| + D, ative at ¢ Pt(2)/|20]. Then (M) is the Doob martingale of
kp(y), with Mo = Kelass(y) and M, = kg(y). Its increment at step ¢ is ) (a sum over an
ac-sample without replacement of values in [0, 1], minus its mean)/|Q|. By Hoeffding’s
comparison of sampling with and without replacement [48, Theorem 4] each class sum is
sub-Gaussian with variance proxy ac /4, and independence over classes gives a proxy at most
(X cac)/(4Q0?) < 1/(4|Q0|) per step; the Azuma-Hoeffding inequality [5] gives the tail,
and a union over the r™ label sequences gives the second claim. O

Proof of Corollary H.10. Use the windows and classes of the balance condition, with a start
uniform on €y. By (B1l) and Lemma H.8, some fixed choice of class permutations has
maxy kg(y) < maxy Keass(y) + €2/(32n) < €2/(16n) by (B3). With these permutations fixed,
Theorem H.7 with ¢ = €2/(64n) and po uniform on Qg has wigeal < €2/(16n), hence error
at most (1 + /n)y/€?/(8n) < 0.61e for n > 2, and memory log max; |Q:| + O, (log(n/e) +
log log |Qyw]), which (B2) bounds. Here €2 may be replaced by Qyy: the ideal chain is killed
outside the windows and one round moves a window point by a slot word, so the device only
touches Qy, and the injections are completed to permutations of Qy by a fixed unitary
completion, as in Theorem H.15. On the windows every round is the gadget unitary of
the round, which is exact for every memory state there. For a free block-monomial round,
Lemma H.6 gives a free exact permutation round of the same channel, its base round, with
Shase < S and apase < a; streaming the base round streams the given one. ]

Proof of Proposition H.11. Let N = 2", let b, be the law o sin? on an interval of w = [/n]
points, v the uniform law on [0, V), and p = (1 — %)bw + %u on Zy+. Every point of the cycle
is triangle-good and collision-free, so the round has distance and leakage 0 for every bath. The
entropy of a mixture is at most the average entropy plus the mixing entropy and at least the
average entropy, so a(p) < ha(1) + (1 — L)a(by) + La(u) and S(p) < ho(L) +logw + 1, using
H(u) = n. Theorem H.12(iii) with ¢ = /by, gives a(by) < (167/1n2)E(v/by) = O(1/w?), and
a(u) <log(1+2/N). So S +na<logw+ O(1) + nha(L) = O(logn). A chain started from
p is killed at its first step with probability p(€2§) > (1 —[Q N [0, N)|/N), which exceeds
5= > €2/(32n) unless [Qo| > N/2. O

M.4 The Faber—Krahn form

Proof of Theorem H.12. Write Py := f(g)«p, so that P, = p, H(P;) = S and Tp =
g tgPy = Q.

(i) The Holevo identity gives a = H(Q) — 32, pgH (Py) = 32, 11gD(Fy||Q), so D(Fy||Q) <
a/pg. For laws P,Q, D(P||Q) > —2log 3> vPQ > 2(1 - ¥, v/PQ)/In2 = |VP — /Q|*/In2,
by monotonicity of the Rényi divergences in their order and —logy > (1 —y)/In2. So
IVE; — VBl < 21y/Py — QI +2/5— VAI® < 2In2-a(1/sty + 1/p1). Reindexing by the
bijection f(g), [vPy — oI = Z.(Vp(F(9)z) — v/p(x))?, the g-term of £(y/p); sum over
g#1

(ii) For s > 0 put @5 := (/b — 8)4+. Ast — (t —s)y is 1-Lipschitz, E(ps) < E(\/D);
supp ps = {p > s%} has fewer than 1/s? points; and on {p > 4s%}, VP — 5 > /p/2, so
psl> > 1p({p > 4s°}). Markov’s inequality for the surprisal —logp(X) > 0, of mean S,
gives p({p < 4s?}) < S/log(1/(4s?)). At 4s® = 272972 this is at most S/(25 +2) < &, s0
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losl> > & and |supp ps| < 229+1. Hence £(/p) > E(ps) > A(225+4)/8, and (i) gives the
claim. ¢, is supported in supp p, which gives the form with Agyoq.

(iii) S < log|suppp| < logv. D(P||Q) <log(1+ x*(P||Q)) < x*(P||Q)/In2. With P :=
Py and Py = f(h)up: (P=Q)* = (Xp pn(P = Pn))* < X pn(P = Pu)?, (P = Pp)? < 2(VP —
VPu)2(P+Py), and Q > g P, Q > pn P, 50 x*(P||Q) < 325, 2(pun/ ppg+1)|VP—=/By|*. Since
VI(@)xp? = f(g)sp for ¢ >0, VP — VBu|* < 2/ f(9)xp = ¢lI* + 2[0 — f(h)ep]* < 4E(p),
50 X*(PyllQ) < 8E(p)(1/pg + 1) and a = 3=, ugD(Py|Q) < (8E(y)/In2)(r + 7). The round
is exact because p lives on good, collision-free points.

The left inequality of the dictionary is (ii) for baths on the good points; the right one is
(iii) at a minimizer of £()/||¢||?> with | supp ¢| < v. O

Proof of Proposition H.13. 1. Isoperimetry. Let A C suppp be finite with |A| < 229+4,
and ¢ := ¢(2|A|) < 0.. For x € A the points f(wg)z, g € B(p), are distinct, and
|B(e)| > 2|4, so at least |B(g)|/2 of them lie outside A; hence 3 cp (o) | f(wg) A\ Al >
|A||B(e)|/2. Since |f(uv)A\ A| < |f(v)A\ A| + |f(u)A\ A|, a word of length at
most ¢ has |f(w)A\ A < o|0A] with [0A] := 3 s, |f(s)A\ A, Sg := LUL™. So
|0A| > |A|/(2¢(2]A])). This is the argument of [22, Théoréme 1], for the Schreier graph
near the bath.

2. From (' to ¢?. For ¢ > 0 supported in suppp with |suppy| < v < 225+ put
F := ¢% FEach level set A, := {F > t} satisfies step 1, and 3., |[14(f(s)z) —
La(x)| = 2|f(s)"'A\ Al, so the co-area formula gives Y cq., >, [F(f(s)z) — F(z)| =
2 [(C10A dt > [5° 1Al dt/(2v) = ||p|?/é(2v), as ¢ is nondecreasing. By Cauchy—
Schwarz the left side is at most /Es. (v)-2v/1Sc]ll¢ll- So Esq(v) > |lel?/(4]Sa|o(2v)?),
and with |Sg| < 2r and € = & > &g, /2 (the term of an inverse label equals that of
the label after reindexing), Asuppp(v) > 1/(167¢(20)?).

3. By Theorem H.12(ii), through ¢, which is supported in supp p,

a > Asuppp(22°14)/(8C,) > 1/(128rC,(2°977)?).

4. By submultiplicativity and Fekete’s lemma |B(g)| > w§, so ¢(v) < logwv/logwg + 1 and
$(229%9) < aS + Bo. With u := oS + By > Bo, S +na > (u— Bo)/a + ne/u?, whose
minimum over u > 0, at u® = 2nca, is 22%(0/042)1/3711/3 — Bo/ . O

M.5 Re-folding devices and collars

Proof of Lemma H.14. (a) After the class-uniform permutation the branch is uniform on its
class: on both points ¢ & D of its pair and on all m;_1 slots. The round moves the point
by the label’s translation and the device shifts it by a fixed integer, so the new distance is
X =|D + 06| with ¢ uniform, and the slot is still uniform. The source pair at distance X
has rank j = X — %; its 2m;_1 units have ranks 2jm;_1 + 2k + s (slot k, point s € {0,1}),
and target pair i holds the ranks [2myi,2my(i + 1)). A unit of slot k goes below target pair
j if and only if 2k + s < 2j(my — my—1), that is, if and only if & < j(m; — my—_1), for both
points. So if jy; < 1 a fraction exactly jv; of the slots goes to pair j — 1 and the rest to pair
J, since pair j ends at 2my(j + 1) > 2jmy—1 + 2my_1; and if j; > 1 all units go below pair j.

(b) Put A = \/YL/2/0max < 1/(262,) < & and Dy = dax + 5 + 2X62, /7. For D > Dy,
X =D+ 06 and ¢ := min(1, (X — 3)v) > min(1, (D — dmax — 3)7) > 2A02,,, and in both
cases of (a) E[e*? | X] < e’ (1 — q(1 — e*)). With 1 — e > A/2 and cosh(A\d) < e9°/2,
E[e*P" | D] < e*P exp(A262,,./2 — q)\/2) < e’Pe N 0max/2 < (1 — 0)e*P with 6 = A262, /4,
as \262,./2 < 1. For D < Dy, D' < X < Dj + 6max, SO AP < K = eMD1+0max) | Hence
V; = EerPt satisfies Vip1 < (1 —0)V; + K and V; < Mo + K/0. By Markov’s inequality and
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a union over t < n, Pr(3t : Dy > y) < n(e*0 + K/0)e ™. At y = Ry + 26max + 5 + 2L/ X:
L/ = SmaxV/2L/y = 2082/, 50 Yy — D1 — dmax = Ro + L/, and the bound is at most
ne 2t +n(8/(vL))e ™t < ne (14 8/(yL)) < 7, because ne™* = n/(1+8/7) and L > 1.
Finally 2L/ = 20max /2L /7. O

Proof of Theorem H.15. The device. The memory holds the points of Qyy, k slot registers, one
per coordinate, with mgl) slots in use at time t, mg > max(n,1/vy) and m; = [(1 + v)m—1],
an ancilla C™ with a port, and a garbage flag. The windows € are the units (a point of
71 (W,) and slots) at time ¢, and €2 is one pair in each coordinate (Ro = ) times the fibre
times the slots. The classes are the products of the coordinate pairs {¢; + D;}, the fibre and
the slots. Round ¢ applies an independent uniformly random permutation of each class, fixed
once and for all before any observer; Haar unitaries on the point blocks {unit} ® C™; the
round, the gadget unitary of the regular action on Qyy completed to a unitary of the memory;
the shift by —rg and, in each coordinate, the re-folding injection of Lemma H.14 by distance,
with a fixed bijection between the fibres over the old and the new coordinates; sends units
without a target to garbage; and applies Haar unitaries on the new point blocks and exports.
Every operation other than the round acts on the memory alone, and on the window the
round is the gadget unitary of the regular action tensored with the identity on slots and
ancillas.

Ezactness and the class chain. Every point of the window is triangle-good and collision-
free, since the action is the regular action of a group in which the relations hold and the labels
are distinct; so the round is a free permutation round on the window. By the fibre hypothesis
a uniform point of the fibre over v is mapped to a uniform point of the fibre over v — m(g);
the class permutation makes the signs and slots of the coordinates independent and uniform;
so the class-uniformized chain is the product of k independent chains of Lemma H.14(a),
with steps m;(g¢) — r0;. Lemma H.14(b) with n/k per coordinate gives maxy Kelass(y) < 7; a
coordinate with §; = 0 never moves out.

Discarded weight and error. Put z = min(e2/(64n),1/(4n%)) and choose |Qg|, through my,
with [Qo| > n(nlnr + In2)/(222), so that logmo = O(log(n/¢€)). By Lemma H.8 there are
class permutations, fixed from then on, with max, kg(y) < n+z. Theorem H.7 with ¢ = z, its
Haar choices made after the permutations, gives for every observer wigeal < 7+ 2z < €2/(32n)
and w < 1+ 2z < 3/(4n3). So the error is at most (1 + /n)\/€2/(32n) + €2/(16n) < 0.53¢
for n > 2, and the memory mass outside the window at the start of every round is at most
nw < 3/(4n?).

Memory. Q <log |Qw|+ >, logmg) +logm’ + O(1), with logmg) < logmgy + nlog(l +
v+ 1/mp) < logmg + nlog(l + ) + 1/In2 since mg > n, logmy = O(log(n/¢)), and
logm’ = O,(log(n/e) + loglog |Qw|) by Theorem H.7.

For Z* the fibres are trivial and the slot words move each coordinate by a bounded
amount, so |Qw| < [[;(27; + O(1)); with v = 1/n the condition vL < 1/(262,,) holds for

max

n > ng, ; = O(6;v/nL), and Q = Oy, (log(n/e)). O

Proof of Proposition H.16. (a) € L; C F; gives f(g)x € Fjy1, and ¢ Fj_; with
fl9)"'Fj_o C Fj_; gives f(g)x ¢ Fj_2. The points of F; sent outside F; all lie in L;,
since f(g)Fj—1 C Fj, and there are |f(g)F; \ Fj| = ®4(j) of them. For the down moves,
F;_1n f(g)L] = F; \ f(g)Fj,lz a point y of Fj_; outside f(g)Fj,1 has f(g)_ly S
F; \ Fj_1 = Lj, and conversely; and |Fj_1 \ f(9)Fj—1| = |f(9)Fj—1 \ Fj—1] = ®4(j — 1)
since | f(g)Fj1| = |Fj-1|. So s;p1(j) = ®g(j) = sj41p-(J +1).

(b) Re-fold. Ranks are kept and capacities grow (Vymy > Vjm;_1), so no unit moves
outward. A unit of shell X > 1 with slot k£ and index idx < sx goes to a shell at most
X — 1if and only if ksx + idx < Vx_1(my — my—1); the fraction of slots doing so is at least
min(1, Vx_17/sx) — 1/my—1 > T := min(1, | Fp|/(2s)) — 1/my, since Vx_1 > |Fyl, sx < 2s,
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v¢ > v and my_1 > mg. Slots are uniform and independent of the point, so, given the past,
the unit drops by at least one shell with probability at least I'V. Reaching the garbage needs
shell K + 1 after a round, hence shell K before it.

Drift. Let A := min(1,I"/2 — (). For D > 2 the move X — D € {—1,0,1} has mean
(,(D) —®4(D—1))/sp < ¢ by (a), so EeXX~P) < exp(A +A?/2) (Hoeffding’s lemma), and
E[e? | X] <M1 -T'(1—e ) < eMexp(—TV(A—\2/2)). Since A < 1and A <T"/2 -,
I'(1—A/2) >T"/2 > ¢ + ), so the exponent A + A\2/2 — TVA(1 — \/2) is at most —A\?/2 and
E[e*P | past] < (1 — A2/4)erP. For D < 1, eMP' < e,

Kill. With U := E[e**1{7 > t}], T the first visit to shell K: U; < (1—\2/4)U;_1 +e?*}, so
Up < 1+4e* /A2 <1430/X2, and Pr(7 < n) < X,c,, Pr(7 > t, Dy > K) < n(1+30/\2)e K.

Scales. |Fi \ Fo| = Y1<j<kx 85 > Ks, so |Fy| > Ks. With v as stated, v|Fy|/(2s) =
20 +4Lc/K +1/mg <6L./K + 1 <1,s0 " =2( +4L./K and A = 2L./K < ;. The kil is
at most n(1 + 30K2/(4L?))e 2L < n(1 + 8K?)e e = ne~le <, since L. > 1. And ny <
(2n/K)(2L./K +4L./K + 1/mg) < 12nL./K? 4+ 2/K, as mg > n, so the slot register costs
logmo+nvy/In2+0(1) < logmg+17.4nL./K?+0O(1). The rest is the proof of Theorem H.15,
with the core Fy times the initial slots as Qo and n = min(e?/(64n), 1/(4n?)). O

Proof of Theorem H.17. Put v := 225%4 and take the collar of (a), of depth K. If K > 8L,
with L. at this depth, Proposition H.16(b) applies, since ¢ < 1/K < L./K, and gives
log max; || < k(25 4 5)(log(2S + 6))* + 17.4nLcr(log(2S + 6))°A(2254) 4 O, (log(n/€) +
loglog |Fx+1]), and Theorem H.12(ii) gives nA(22574) < 8C, na. Otherwise let Ky > 16 be
the least integer with Ko > 81n(n(1+8K2)/n), and take the collar of (b) for this Ko, of depth
K' > Ky. The function K + K — 8In(n(1 + 8K?)/n) increases for K > 16, so K’ > 8L.(K')
and Proposition H.16(b) applies: its size term is at most kKj = polylog(n/e), and its y-term
is 17.4nL./K" <17.4nL./K? < 17.4nL.x(log(2S +6))"A(22574), since K’ > Ky > K, which
is bounded as before. In both cases L. = O(log(n/e€) + log K') and log K’ < log |Fk11|, so
all factors are polylogarithmic in n/e and 2 + S; (B1) and (B3) hold by the construction
of Proposition H.16(b). For the regular action of a group of exponential growth, step 2 of
the proof of Proposition H.13 gives A(v) > ¢/(logv)?; at K < logv/loglogv a collar of size
eOK10e K) has log |Fi 41| = O(logv) and K~2 < C(loglogv)?A(v), which is (a), and (b) is
immediate. O

Houghton groups. For ¢ > 3, H; acts on X, = {1,...,q} x {1,2,...} by permutations
that are eventually translations on each ray; t(g) € Z9, with >, t;(g) = 0, is the eventual
translation of g on the rays, a homomorphism with kernel the finitary symmetric group
FSym(X,). The generators g; (2 < j < ¢) have t(g;) = e; — e1: g; moves ray 1 one
step towards the origin, sends (1,1) to (j,1), and moves ray j one step outwards. Put
s(m) = gy o---0gq for m € Z971; every element is uniquely o o (1) with o € FSym(X,),
since z o s(m)~! has zero translation for the 1 read off t(x). The defect radius of g is
o(g) =min{R >1:¢(i,k) = (i,k + ti(g)) for all 7 and all k£ > R}.

Lemma M.1 (Cocycles of Houghton groups). (a) o(g o h) < max(o(h),0(g) + [|t(h)|lec)
and o(g7') < 0(g) + [|t(9)|leo, and t(c) = 0 implies c € Sym(X<p(c)), where X< =
{(i,k) : k < R} has q(R — 1) points.

(b) Let w be an element with ||[t(w)||ec < £ and o(w™') < o, and let w(w) be the ZI 1 -part
of t(w). For z = oo s(m) with |mj — 1| < xo for all j, zow™ = (0 0c)os(im — m(w))
with ¢ € Sym(X<pg,), Re =00+ +4+7(q—1)(xo+ 14 £), and ¢ depends only on m
and w.

Proof. (a) For k > max(o(h), 0(g) + |[t(h)||e), h(i, k) = (i, k + t;(h)) with k + t;(h) > o(g),
so g(h(i,k)) = (i,k +ti(h) +ti(g)). For k > o(g) + [[t(9)[lec Put &' :=k —t;(g) > 0(g): then
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g(i, k') = (i,k), so g 1(i, k) = (i,k — t;(g)). If t(c) = 0, c fixes every (i, k) with k > o(c),
hence permutes the finite complement X ).

(b) zow™! = gos(m)ow ™! = gocos(ni’) with 1’ := m—n(w) and ¢ := s(m)ow tos(m/) 1,
which has zero translation and depends only on m and w. Since Q(gj-d) = 2 and each factor
changes each coordinate of ¢ by at most one, (a) gives o(s(1)) < 2 + || and o(s(m) 1) <
2+ 2|1’7L|1 With hy := S(’I’?L/)_l and hg := wlo hi: Q(hl) <2+ 2‘T?L,|1, Ht(hl)Hoo < ’T?Llh,
o(h2) < max(o(h1), 00+('[1), [[t(he)llec < €+[m[1, and o(c) = o(s(11i)ohe) < max(o(h2), 2+
|m)1 + £+ |m/|1). In the box, |m|; < (¢ — 1)(xzg+ 1) and |m'|; < (¢ —1)(zo + 1+ £), so
o(c) < R, and ¢ € Sym(X<g,) by (a). O

Proof of Theorem H.18. Use the right regular action f(g)r = z o ¢g~!, a homomorphism,

with every point triangle-good and collision-free. Let ¢ bound |[|t(w)|/c and gy bound
o(w™!) over the slot words. Given the window half-width zg, put Qp = {0 o s(1) :
o € Sym(Xcpr,), m € Bout} with Boy the box of half-width zy + ¢ around % -1, and
(o o s(m)) := m. The fibres have the common size (¢(R, — 1))!, and by Lemma M.1(b)
every slot word maps the fibre over m, for 1 in the box B of half-width xg, bijectively onto
the fibre over m — m(w), by ¢ — o o ¢. So Theorem H.15 applies with k = ¢— 1, 79 = 0
and §; < /, at the window half-width xop = 1 + 2¢ + 2¢\/2L /v, that is v = 8¢*L/(xo —
1 — 2¢)2; its condition vL < 1/(2¢?) holds as soon as x¢g > 1 + 2¢ + 4¢%2L. Its memory is
log((g(Rx —1))!) + (¢ — 1)O(log o) + (g — 1)nlog(1 + ) + O(log(n/¢)) = O(g*xq log(gzo) +
qnl*L/x3) + O(log(n/e)). Take xo = max((nf?L/(qlogn))/3, 1+ 26+ 4¢>L): the memory is
O(¢°3(F2L)Y3n1/3(log n)?/3 + ¢*0?L1og(qlL)) + O(log(n/e)).

H, is elementary amenable, being an extension of FSym(X,) by Z4~' and so is the
subgroup generated by the labels. By Chou’s theorem [17, Theorem 3.2] that subgroup has
polynomial or exponential growth. In the first case it is virtually nilpotent, hence residually
finite, and its finite quotients give a finite-dimensional representation of Py that separates the
labels, so Corollary 7.8 applies. In the second case Proposition H.13, on the regular action,
gives S +na > c,n'/3 — O, for every bath; since L = O(log(n/¢)), both terms of the memory
are at most K log?(n/e)(1 + S +na) for n > ny. O

Proof of Proposition H.19. (a) With point classes no permutation is needed, and the branch
of a label sequence at time ¢ is a point f(w)zg with |w| < ¢, inside y; so the ideal killed
chain is never killed, and Theorem H.7 gives error at most (1 + y/n)/€%/(16n) < 0.43¢ and
memory log |y, | + O (log(n/€)). The ball of radius n in the labels and their inverses has at
most (2r + 1)™ points.

(b) Let A be finite and r4 := 12(|loglog|A|| + 2), so that |[A] < g2lra/ta=t, By [28,
Proposition 7.3], some generator s € {p,q,t,c,a} of I has |As \ A| > |A|/ra; the generators
are labels of the lamp channel, and for the right regular action f(s)A = As™! with |[As~!\
Al = |[A\ As| = |As \ A|. So the label boundary [0A| = > .cq.[f(s)A\ A| exceeds
|A|/P(]A]) with U(v) := 12(loglogv + 2) > r4. The co-area and Cauchy—Schwarz steps of
the proof of Proposition H.13, with |0A;| > |A¢|/¥(v) for the level sets of 2, give Es. () >
lell?/(1Sc|¥ (v)?) and A(v) > 1/(4r¥(v)?). By Theorem H.12(ii), a > ¢/(log(2S + 4))? for
every bath on the regular action, so S+na > ¢/n/(logn)?: if S > n/(logn)? this is immediate,
and otherwise log(2S + 4) = O(logn). So the window of (a), of at most nlog(2r + 1) bits, is
at most (log(n/€))3(1 + S + na) for n > ny. O

M.6 Leaky biased rounds
Proof of Theorem H.20. 1. By Lemma 2.3, 11 := p(bad) < 4d¢ < 4dCy/n < %6.
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2. At a triangle-good w, Uy (§ ® |w)) = -, Ag§ ® |f(g)w). Lemma H.3 on the good points,
a diagonal projection that commutes with p, gives a bath p; with leakage 0, distance at
most (£ + =)/ = &, 51 < S/(1 —11) and a1 < (a+ ha(11))/(1 — 11).

3. By Lemma 2.3, pi{w: f(g)w = f(h)w} < 2- % = % for g # h.

4. Lemma H.1 applied to the round of step 2: on tuples of good points Uyx: has Kraus
form with the product model, the bath is p?t, S =151, a < tap, and two labels collide
at a tuple if and only if they collide in every coordinate, so the collision mass is at most
(r2/2)(4/15)t < 1/n? for t = [log15/4(r2n2/2ﬂ.

5. Lemma H.3 again removes the colliding tuples, a diagonal projection with vy < 1/n2.
The result is a free exact permutation round, whose weighted Gram is the identity,
so its distance is 0 (Lemma 2.10); S" <tS1/(1 — 1») and a’ < (tay + ha(v2))/(1 — va).
Then na’ < (1+0(1))tna+tnhy(4dCo/n)(14+O0(n=2))+O(1), and n ha(4dCy/n) <
4dCylog(en/(4dCy)) = O(dCylogn).

Theorem H.7 and Lemma H.8 need freeness and exactness only at the points that the

windows contain, so for the output the windows of the balance condition must lie inside the
good, collision-free tuples, an exit into a bad or colliding tuple counting as a kill. O

Proof of Lemma H.21. Let ®; be maximally entangled on the input and a reference Rj,, and
Q:=UI(|®) @ |1Ys)), a pure state of the output, CM, Ry, and R. Its CM-marginal is
T(o) and its R-marginal has the spectrum of . As § is pure, S(CR) = S(CM) = S(T(0)),
so H(C|R) = S(CR) — S(R) = a(o). If the round is exact on K, then W = > A, ® B,
there and Tr(A;Ag) = dpgdgn, so T(0) = X, igBgo By = X X* with X := ¥, \/ligBgv/o(g| -
C"® K — CM. Then X*X = > g V/Balnlg)(h| ® /o By Bpy/o has the nonzero spectrum of
T(0) and K-marginal 3 j11/0 B; Byy/o = 0, so its conditional entropy given K is a(c). O

We also use the leaky form of this identity. For a state o on K with leakage ¢, = Tr(cA)/d
put w® =3, \/ghnlg) (h| ® o X Xp\/0, of trace 1 — £,. Then

(1—4o) H(LIR) o 10,y < a(o) + ha(ly) + s log(d® — ). (27)

Indeed, write [1y) = (Vo ® I)|T') with |T') = >, |kk), and W = G + L. The part of Q
coming from G is 3_, d=12|A,) ® (X44/0 @ I)|T), and the part coming from L lies in the
range of II+ ® I, TI := Ilp ® Ig, by Hilbert-Schmidt orthogonality. Let occr be the CR-
marginal of Q. Since Try[(A ® I)|T)T|(B ® I)*] = (B*A)T, the block (g,h) of Tlocrll
in the orthonormal basis |4,))/+/du, is the entrywise conjugate of the block (g,h) of w?;
conjugation preserves spectra and commutes with partial traces, and Tr(Ilocgll) =1 —4,, so
H(C|R)HUCRH/(1—ZU) = H(L|R)w0/(1,ga) =: Hy. The pinched state 6 := HO’CRH—I—HJ‘UCRHJ‘
has the R-marginal of ocr. With A :=II,/o¢cg, llocrll = AA* has the nonzero spectrum of
Vocrlly/ocr, and ocr = \/ocrll\/ocr + MHL \V/OCR, S0 concavity gives the inequality
of Groenewold and Lindblad [61], S(ocr) > (1—£,)S(MocrIl/(1—£y)) + £, STt oo pIlt /4,),
while S(¢) is ha(¢,) plus the same average; so H(C|R)s < a(o) + ha2({4,). Finally & is block
diagonal for TIGTI+ on C, so with the flag F of the block, H(C|R)s = H(F|R)+ H(C|FR) >
(1 — £,)Hy — €4 log(d? — ), since the I+ block lives on a space of dimension d? — 7.

Proof of Lemma H.22. From W*W =1, H .= G*G -1 = —(G*L + L*G + L*L). From
(VtG £ L/Vt)*(VtG £ L/Vt) > 0, F(G*L + L*G) < tG*G + L*L/t. Hence H < tG*G +
L*L/t and —H < tG*G + (1 + 1/t)L*L. The first gives (1 — t)G*G < I + L*L/t, so
tG*G < (tI + L*L)/(1 — t), and inserting it, £H < [tI + (1 + 1/t — t)L*L]/(1 —t) <
B = (tI + (1 + 1/t)L*L)/(1 — t). For |p) € C¢ write Y,y = ((p| ® )Y (|g) ® I). Then
By = (tI + (1 4+ 1/t)(L*L),,)/(1 — t) < By, because (L*L),, > 0 and > p(L*L)ppy = A. By
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(F1), G(|zg) ® k) = |24) @ Xygr, s0 H, ., = X; Xy — I, and —f < H,,., < f3;. Compress
B+ H >0and B~ H > 0 to two slots p, g, conjugate the second by diag(/, —I) and add:
(B"" Iipq) > 0. For the two columns p, ¢ of a triangle block, (G*G)py = %Rt and I, = 0;

HQP Bql]

raising the diagonal blocks to 5; keeps positivity, and multiplying by 2 gives the claim. [

Conjugating the last matrix by diag(l, e’®) or by diag(I, —I), or swapping its blocks, and
o skl
Hermitian on C" ® K with zero diagonal blocks and E,; = ), ¢pg,eDe with every D, a triangle
defect or its adjoint up to a phase, then £ + I ® 2¢4; > 0 with ¢ := max, 37, >, |cpgel:
embed one such 2 x 2 block matrix at the positions (p, q) and (g, p) for every p < q and every
term, sum, and add €, (2¢ — 3,2, >-¢ 2|¢pg.el) Bt > 0. For the correction E that projects the
off-diagonal blocks of Y = [X ;Xn] onto the identities (the average over each class of linked
label pairs, as in the proof of Theorem G.9), each block difference telescopes along at most
r(r—1)—1edges,soc < (r—1)(r(r—1)—1) < (r —1)(r? - 1).

scaling, shows ( ) > 0 for every triangle defect or adjoint D and ¢ € C. Hence, if F is

Proof of Theorem H.23. Facts. For every state o on K, ¢, = Tr(ocA)/d, as in (fl) of the
proof of Theorem G.9. Applying Try to W*W = I, the cross terms vanish and Try(G*G) =
Dogdug Xy Xg, 50 35 ugXgXg=1—A/dand 3, puy Tr(0 X;Xy) =1~ L;. For g # h and any
state o on K with distance u,,

| Tr(0 Xy Xp)| < 2uys +2VTroA + TroA : (28)

the anchor block of W is W, . = X, + Ay with Ay = >°,(Fa)z,z,La and AjAg < A by
Cauchy-Schwarz; |Tr(cW} ., W, . )| < 2u, by (F1) and (F2); [|[W,,.,\/ollr < 1 since

WiW., < (W*W),. = I; |A\gv/7||% < TroA; expand X = W, — A and use Cauchy—Schwarz.

1. Commuting restriction. Write p = Y, pilei)(ei| (pi > 0) and \; := (e;|Ale;), so >, pidi =
dl = s%. Put 0 := s/c,, J = {i: N\ <0}, Py := Y ,c/lei){e;| and Ky := ran B.
Markov’s inequality gives v := } ;47 pi < s2/0 = cp5 < %. Py commutes with p, so
Lemma H.3 gives po := PopFPy/(1 — v) with Sy < S/(1 —v), ap < (a+ ha(v))/(1 —v),
uy < (u+v)/(1—v)and o < /(1 —v). On Ky, Wy = Go + Lo with the X restricted
and Ao = PyAPy. In the basis {e;}ics, polog(1/po) is diagonal with nonnegative entries,
so Jo 1= Tr(Agpo log(1/po)) = > scs Nipo,ilog(1/po,i) < 0Sp. From now on everything is
on Ky, where py is invertible; £ := /po.

2. Domination. Y° := [X;Xp]gn > 0 on C" ® Ko, and 8 := (sI + (1+1/s)Ag)/(1 — s);
Lemma H.22 applies to Wy with ¢t = s.

3. Projection. Let E be the class-average correction, so that the off-diagonal blocks of
Y+ E satisfy every identity, and Zg := 2(r—1)(r?—1)8 > 2¢8. Then +E+1,® Zg > 0.

4. Fill. Zp =B, Z :=Zp+ Zg =c.3, F := @Q(I—i— Zp — X;Xg) > 0 by Lemma H.22,
and Y} == Y+ F +(E+ I, ® Zg) > 0. Then (Y1)yy = I + Z for every g and
(Y1)gn = Yg(}l + Egp, for g # h, and every identity holds: the off-diagonal ones by step 3,
the diagonal ones because all diagonal blocks are equal.

5. Absorber in the bath. z = Tr(poZ) and p' = (po + £Z&)/(1 + z), a state on K
with o/ > po/(142). Put Y := (14 2) ' (I @ p~V2OY1(I @ £p/~1/?). Then Y > 0,
Yy = 02 (po + €2€)p' Y2 /(1 + 2) = I, and every identity survives the common
congruence. X, := Y2(lg) @ I) : Ky — C" ® K, are isometries with XX, = Yy
With the embedding ¢ := X, the bath X{p'X{* and the family X;X{* on ran X7,
Lemma 2.9(c) extends Y7, A, ® X;X{* to a unitary. The new round has channel
> Tr(p' X3 X () Ay (-) A, hence leakage 0, bath entropy S’ := S(p), and bath map
with the spectrum of 3 u, Xpp' X7,
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6. Entropy production. (I © /)Y (I @p) = YE/(1+ 2) with Y := (1@ 6)Yi(I ®¢).
By Lemma H.21, o’ = H(L|R), with ' := DY*D/(1 + 2), D := diag(,/ftg) ® I. Let
W= DI ® &Y I ®E)D, of trace 1 — £y, @° := w?/(1 — £y), and A := D(I ® &)(F +
E+1®Zg)(I®&)D > 0. As E has zero diagonal blocks, Tr A = 3= 15 Tr(po(I + Zp —
X;Xg)) +Tr(poZE) = o + 2. Hence

Ww=01-pa+pr, pi=Uo+2)/1+2), T:=A7A/C+2):

a mixture with a positive correction. The mixture bound (H(L|R) < H(LX|R) <
ha(p)+(1—p)H(L|R)z0+p H(L|R), for an adjoined index X) and H(L|R), < logr give
a' < (1—p)Hy+plogr+ ha(p) < Ho+ 2plogr+ he(p) with Hy := H(L|R)z0 > —logr.
By (27) for (U, po), (1 — £o)Ho < ag + h2(fo) + £olog(d? — r); with step 1 this is item 3.

7. Bath entropy. log is operator monotone and p’ > po/(1 + z), so S(p') < —Trp'log po +
log(1 4 2) = (So + Tr(§Z&1log(1/po)))/(1 + z) + log(1 + z). Since £ commutes with
log po, Tr(§Z€log(L/pn)) = Tr(Zpolog(1/po)) = 1%5(sS0 + (1 +1/s) Jp) < (==ER
by step 1, as @ = s/¢,. So 8" < Sp(1+ (1+ (¢ +1)s)/(1 —5s)) +2/In2.

8. Gram. For g # h, Te(p/ X1 X)) = Te(YE)n)/ (1 + 2) = [Te(poX; Xn) + Tr(€Ep)] /(1 +
z). Compressing £F + I ® Zg > 0 to the blocks g, h and conjugating by £ gives

§Zp TEEGE . .
(igEigg 5252 ) > 0; a matrix (& %) > 0 has X = AY2CAY2 with ||C|| < 1, so

[€EgrEllL < Tr(poZE). With (28) for po, | Tr(p' X" X})| < 2uo+2v/dlo+dlo+Tr(poZ k).

9. Constants. ¢, > 7, so s < 1/322 and v < ¢5 < %; dly < s%/(1 —v). Then
z=cr(s+(1+1/s)dly)/(1—3s) < crs(14+(145)/(1—v))/(1—5) < 2.05¢,s, Tr(poZE) =
(¢r —1)z/cr <2.05(c, —1)s and p < £y + z < 2.2¢,s. For the Gram, 2(u + v)/(1 —
v) < 2u(l + 1.05¢,5) + 2.05¢,5 and 2v/dly + dly < 2.1s, so the bound is at most
2u(1 + 1.05¢,s) + 4.2¢,s, which at u < % and c,s < % is at most 0.128 + 0.092 < %.
For the bath, (1 4+ (¢, + 1)s)/(1 —s) < 1 + 1.3¢,s and Sy < S(1 + 1.03¢,s), so
S" < (24 1.3¢,8)(1 4 1.03¢,5)S + 2.05¢,8/ In2 < (24 3.4¢,5)S + 3.1¢rs. At the scale of
the law, s = Vdl < Vdei/n < 1/(46¢,) when n > 21160%(101, and then c,s < 4—16 gives
S <2.074S + 0.068 < 2.085 4 0.07. In item 3, 1/((1 —v)(1 —4p)) < 1+ 1.1¢ps, hy is
increasing on [0, 3], n - 2plogr < 4.4e,v/deynlogr, nha(€y)/(1 — £o) < 1.1cq log(en/cr)
and nfglog(d? —r)/(1 — £y) < 2.2¢c1 logd; and n ha(z) < nxlog(e/z) = O(y/nlogn) for
z = O(n~Y2). This gives na’ < (1+O0(n~Y2))na+ Ogyc, (v/nlogn). O

Proof of Corollary H.2/. The lower inequality, with these constants, is Theorem J.1. For the
upper one take a round with u < %, l < % and S+na < L*(n)+1. Theorem H.23 with ¢; =
% gives a zero-leakage round with weighted Gram off-diagonals at most i, S’ < 2.085 +0.07
and na’ < (14+O0(n?))na+ O(y/nlogn), so ' +na' < 2.1(S +na) + O(y/nlogn) for
large n. Apply Theorem 6.3, which gives the displayed squared-log upper with flat imports
and charged initial purity. O

N Proofs for Section 8

We use the rules of [28, Appendix C.1], numbered as there, for unitaries u,v and ||[W| < 1:
(W2) x(uwv) < x(u) + x(v) and x(u*) = x(u); (W4) |E(uWu®) — E(W)| < 2x(u). Work in
the Hilbert—Schmidt space of operators on the Hilbert space H, where left multiplication
acts on the system and right multiplication on the reference; p has finite rank, so £ = /p is
Hilbert—Schmidt and purifies p, the reference has entropy S(p), and (W2), (W4) and every
step below hold verbatim.
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Proof of Lemma 8.5. Write ¢; = 3 jcz/3 wh PF with wy = €2™/3 and Qa = P{"7" --- P{°. The
¢, with k£ < i commute, so >, Q%Qa = I, and ¢;, x; commute with Q5. Measure cg,...,cy_1

one after another on the system, with outcomes A;: Pr(A<; = a, 4; = k) = ||PFQa€|% =:
p(a,k).

1. The reference is untouched, so S(p) > I(A;--- An : Ref) =3, I(A; : Ref | A).

2. By [[(c=D)Y [} = 3 40/ P*Y || and [¢c;, Qa] = 0, Pr(A; # 0) = 3 XallQa(ei—1)E[F =
A2?/3, an equality.

3. mzPZ T, = Pik, x; commutes with Q,, and right multiplication by x; is unitary,
so \/pla, —k) = |PfQazi|lr and /p(a, k) = [|PFQa&xil|r; hence o 4(v/p(a, k) —
p(a, —k))? < Y.llQalzi, &]|I% = n?, and the terms k = 1 and k = 2 are equal.
The inequality H(ro,ri,r2) > s — (/1 — \/772)2/11(12, s = r1 + 1o, of [28, equa-
tion (16)] is homogeneous, so it applies to the unnormalized weights given each a,
and H(A; | A;) > A?/3 —n?/(2In2).

4. Let the reference measure ¢; from the right, with outcome B;. Left and right mul-
tiplications commute, and by ||[c, Y]||% = 3Zk¢l\|PkYPl||% and [c;, Qa&] = Qalci, &,
Pr(A; # B;) = 02/3, an equality.

5. By data processing and Fano’s inequality for three values, with the concavity of hy over

a, [(A; : Ref | Ac;) > I(A; : Bi | A;) > H(A; | Ac;) — ho(67/3) — 62/3.

Summing over ¢ proves the bound. On the flat state of a tensor product of standard
representations, A? = 3 and ; = 7; = 0, so the bound is N = S. O

Proof of Lemma 8.4. U agrees with U, on C? ® K and distinct slots occupy distinct matrix
positions, so T(p) = > ,(|cal?/d)pa With p, = 7(ws)p7(ws)*, the weights summing to 1.
Every p, has the spectrum of p, so a = S(p) — 3, (|cal?/d)S(pa) = Y u(|cal?/d)D(pal|p) with
p=T(p) (Holevo’s identity). The anchor slot of a symbol w, and that of the empty word,
have coefficient 1 and hence weight 1/d, so D(py|p) < da and D(p||p) < da. For states,
|vo — VTl|% =2 —2Tryo7 < —2InTr(y/o/7) < D(co||7) in nats, since the Petz—Rényi
divergences increase with the order. So ||\/pw —+/p||F and ||\/p —+/p||F are at most v/daln2,
and since m(w){m(w)* = /pp and right multiplication by a unitary preserves the norm,

x(m(w)) = |lyAw — v/llr < 2vVdaTn2. =

Theorem N.1 (Explicit genuine-round constants). Let (U, p) be a representation round of
O with distance at most % and entropy production a, with any leakage, and let Nex be the
largest N for which (c;, z;)i<nN satisfy the hypotheses of Lemma 8.3. Then

. 1 2
S(p) > 0.375 mm(NeX, 606 3)’ dcent = max(x(m(a)), x(7(a))) < 16.981/a.

For a genuine round Ngxy = 00, S0

-1/2 1 1
S(p) > 6;717 ~1 and S+na20.0097n1/371 for every n > 1.

Proof of Theorems 8.5 and N.1. Displacement. ~ is a symbol, a prefix of (caca™ 1)3, it
an anchor z.,, and the empty word has an anchor 0. By (F1), (z,|%¥(]2,)(0])|0) = Tr(pm (7)),
while for @y it is 7(A(7)) = 0, since v # 1 in H3. By (F2), |Trpm(y)| < 2u < 1, so
E(n(7))* = 2 = 2Re Tr(p(v)) > 3.

Transport. c¢; = w(a)%iw(y)w(a)~%, so by (W4) and (W2), A; > /1.5 — 2x(n(a)?) >
V1.5 — 6i8cent. The words of ¢; and z; have lengths 6i + 4 and 6i + 1 in a*! and «, so by
(W2) 0; < (60 + 4)0cent and 7; < (67 + 1)dcent-
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Copies. Let N = min(Nex, | (0.1/6cent + 2)/6]). For i < N, 6;,m; < (6N — 2)¢ent < 0.1
and 6idcent < 0.1. Lemma 8.3, which holds on any Hilbert space for states of finite rank,
applies directly with these A;, 0;,m;. Each term is at least (v/1.5 — 0.1)2/3 — 0.01/(21In2) —
ho(555) — 555 = 0.37891 > 0.375, so S(p) > 0.375N > 0.375 min(Nex, 1/(608cent) — 2).

Centrality. a and « are symbols, so Lemma 8.4 gives dcent < 2v/1041In2+/a = 16.981/a.

Genuine rounds. In Hs, a®ya™>" is a three-cycle and a*«a™>! a transposition on a triple
of consecutive points of the line through the first two rays, shifted by 34, with arya = v~ [27,
Section 4]; triples for different ¢ are disjoint. So the relations of Lemma 8.3 hold in every
representation of Hs, Nex = 0o, and S > 0.375(a/2/(60 - 16.981) — 2) > a=1/2/2717 — 1.
Finally ming~o(Az="2 + nz) = (21/3 + 272/3)A%/3p1/3 which is at least 0.0097n'/3 for
A=1/2717. O

Theorem N.2 (Explicit genuine-service constants). For n > ng, every genuine service of
Oy with error € < 1/16 and J < nlog26/2 has Q > n'/3/385 if its discard is zero, and
Q > n'/3/420 if its discard is at most 1/n>. Consequently the lower constant in Theorem 8.7
may be taken as 1/420. The nongenuine-round threshold in Theorem 8.12(c) may be taken as
S 4 na < 0.0097n'/% — 1/4.

Proof of Theorems 8.6 and N.2. If U is genuine on V and p is supported in V, the round
(U, p) has the channel of the representation round (U, JpJ*), since the partial trace over the
memory ignores the isometry R; Ty (p) = RT:(JpJ*)R* has the spectrum of T (JpJ*), and
S(JpJ*) = S(p). So Theorem N.1 applies to (U, p).

Discard 0. By Theorem J.1 some round ¢ of the service has distance at most 7=, S(p;) < @
and na; < 6.4Q + 13.52 + 0.1341logn, and the conditioned memory state p; is supported in
V4, since conditioning only shrinks supports. Theorem N.1 gives @ + % > a; 1/2 /2717, If
@ > 14+ 0.14logn, then na; < 7.4Q, so (Q + )QY?2 > n'/2/(2717/7.4) > n'/?2/7392, and
with @+ 1 < (1+ £)Q, Q > n/3/384. If Q < 14 + 0.14logn, then a; = O(logn/n) and
Theorem N.1 gives @ + % > ¢(n/logn)'/?, which is impossible for n > ng.

Discard at most 1/n?. Let t be the round of Theorem J.1 and p = p;. The test observer’s
memory state at the start of round ¢, conditioned on passing, an event of probability at least
1 — ¢, puts mass ¢’ < § outside V := V;. Let P project onto V and p = PpP/Tr(Pp). If ¢
purifies p, then (P ® I)y/v/1 — ¢’ purifies p and has overlap v/1 — ¢’ with v, so |[p — pl1 <
21/0' < 21/5, by the pure-state trace-distance formula and contraction under partial trace.
The round (U, p) is genuine, and: its distance is at most € + [lp — pll; < 15 + 2 <
% for n > 16, since the channel is linear in the bath; T is a channel on the @-qubit
memory, so 5[ T(p) — T(p)||1 < Vo < 1, and Audenaert’s sharp form of Fannes’ inequality [4,
Theorem 1] gives |S(T(p)) — S(T(p))| < V6 Q + ha(v/5), and likewise for S(p) — S(p), so
a(p) < alp) +2V6 Q +2ha(V/6); and S(p) < Q. With § < 1/n? and nhe(1/n) < logn +loge,
na(p) < 8.4Q + 16.41 4 2.134logn. If Q > 16.41 + 2.134logn then na(p) < 9.4Q, and
Theorem N.1 gives (Q + 1)QY2? > n'/2/(2717/9.4) > n'/2/8331, so Q > n'/3/415.2 >
n'/3/420. Otherwise a(p) = O(logn/n) and Theorem N.1 gives a contradiction for n > ng. [

With discard of order €2/n the term 2v/6Q is of order eQ/y/n, which dominates the
budget @/n, and the same argument gives only @ 2> nt/6.

Proof of Theorem 8.7. The lower bound is Theorem 8.6. For the upper bound take the service
of Theorem H.18 with ¢ = 3; for n > ng(e) its memory is O(n'/3(logn)?/3(log(n/€))'/3). Its
round unitary is Uy = R"W_.R', where R’ (class permutation and twirls) and R” (re-fold with
its completion, twirls) act on the memory alone and W, is the round. R’ maps the window
subspace V (window units, slots and ancilla) onto itself, and on C? ® V' the round is the
gadget unitary of the right regular representation m of Hj, tensored with the identity on
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slots and ancilla. So U; is genuine on V| with J the identification of V' with a subspace of
?%(H3) ®slots ® ancilla composed with R’, and R = R” on the images of window points under
slot words, which lie in Qy,. By Theorem H.15, for every observer the memory has mass at
most 3/(4n?) < (1 — €)/n? outside V at the start of every round. So the service is genuine
with discard at most 1/n2. O

Proof of Corollary 8.8. The labels of &y generate Hs, which is elementary amenable. It
is not residually finite, since every finite-dimensional representation kills its three-cycles
(Remark 8.1), so it is not virtually nilpotent, and by Chou’s theorem [17, Theorem 3.2] it
has exponential growth. The regular action is free, so the words w, of Proposition H.13 give
distinct points, and the proposition applies to every finitely supported bath. ]

Proof of Proposition 8.9. By Theorem N.1, a genuine round at distance at most % has

1+ 8 +mna> 0009703 + %. For n > nq the service of Theorem H.18 with ¢ = 3 has
memory O(n'/3(logn)?/3L'/3 + Llog L)+ O(log(n/€)) with L = O(log(n/e)), which is at most
K log?(n/e)n'/3, hence at most K’log?(n/e)(1 + S + na). For 2 < n < n;, Proposition 2.7
gives Q*(n, e) < ny[log26]. O

Proof of Proposition 8.10. By [27, Proposition 4.14], for every ug > 0 there is C(ug) with
log DG (ug, v) < Cug)v™/3 for 0 < v < 1, where D is the least bath dimension of a
round with distance at most ug and £ + a < v; the rounds of its proof have flat baths, so
a =0 and £ <w, and S is at most the logarithm of the bath dimension. With uy = € and

v = %le/n they are admissible in Lg,, (n,€), so L, (n,€) < C(e)(15n/(32¢))/3, and with

6 V= 15% the same gives L (n) < Cnl/3, O

ug =
The single budget (Remark 8.11). At the rank rate, [27, Theorem 5.2] with Propo-
sition 7.2 reads a round with £+ a < t,, < 12(3Q + 8 + logn)/n. A lower bound Q* > Qo
by this method requires that the least bath entropy of a round with distance €¢/(1 — €) and
(4 a < t,(Q) exceed @ for all Q < Q. By the proof of Proposition 8.10 that bath entropy is
at most C't,(Q)~1/3, so the requirement fails as soon as C(E(3Q +8+1log n)/n)~13 < Q,
which holds for Q > C'nl/4,

Proof of Theorem 8.12. (a) Let Lg  (n) > n'/3 /p(n). As in the proof of Proposition 8.9,
Q3 (n,e) < K log%(n/e)n'/3 for all n > 2 (for small n by Proposition 2.7), so Ry, (n,e) <
Kp(n)log?(n/e)(1+ L3, (n)), the upper half of the law; the lower half is Theorem J.1, and it
gives Q% (n,€) > (n'/3/p(n) —13.6 — 0.14logn)/7.4. So Q3 (n,€) = n'/3 . polylog(n/e).
(b) If the law holds, L3, (n) > Q% (n,€)/(K (log(n/€))") — 1, and under Conjecture 8.13
the right side is n!/3—0(),
(¢) This is Theorem N.1. O

N.1 Constant-field geometry and sector-isotropic sources

We give a direct proof of Corollary O.2. The geometric input is the existing construction
of [26, Section 6.2]: 7 is exactly a three-cycle at every clock; the r4 holonomy is a product
of disjoint rank-one phase rotations with angles Fr = sgm/|R|. There are M regions, each
of area between my; = 1+ (M — 1)(M — 2)/2 and M?. These are model identities, not
conclusions for an arbitrary round.

99



Sector characters force entropy. Initially suppose the source is clock diagonal. Set
vj = j(L —j)/[L(L —1)] and Vj = >7; vj,. The normalized three-cycle character in degree j is

X5 = 1—3Uj.

Indeed its eigenvalues are 1 repeated L — 2 times and w,w?; the generating polynomial is
(1+6)E2(1—t+t?) = (1+t)X —3t(14t)L 2. These characters are nonnegative for L = 4M +4.
Conditional sector flatness removes conjugations of the cycle and gives x, = E, [[;(1 — 3v;,).
The identity and v singleton anchors imply 0 < x, < 2u < 1/8. In the rest of the lower proof
it suffices to assume x, < 1/4. The product is at least 1 — 3V, so EV > 1/4; on V < 1/12
it is greater than 3/4, giving Pr(V > 1/12) > 2/3. For m = min(j, L — j), (]) > 2™ and
Lvj < m. The first inequality follows termwise from (L —)/(m —1i) > 2 for 0 < i < m.
Consequently, with Dj = [T, (le),

S=H(p)+Elogy D; > LEV > L/4=M + 1. (29)

Source entropy, rather than logarithmic source rank, pays this bound.

Clock bias costs actual production. Every literal slot translates the clock and applies a
degree-preserving one-particle unitary. It preserves each ), 7;,. The actual Choi bath map is
therefore classical clock convolution, Kp = >, wsps, leaving degrees fixed. Identity and both
coordinate steps have weights at least 1/d from their singleton slots, with d = 104. Thus

= H(Kp) — H(p) = wsDa(ps| Kp).

The unchanged average log D; cancels exactly. Root relative entropy and the triangle
inequality bound each coordinate root displacement by 4d(In2)a. The M-torus Fourier
Poincaré constant is 4sin?(w/M) > 16/M?. Applied separately to each degree block and

then summed, it gives
\/ (c,j) — mean. \/p(c,j)) (dln2)M3a/2.

Put w(j) = Y..p(c,j) and q(c,j) = w(j)/M?. 1In a nonzero degree block let » =
M mean, \/p//w € [0,1]. Its variance is w(1 — 2?), whereas its squared root distance from
the uniform clock law is 2w(1 — x) < 2w(1 — 2?). Cauchy-Schwarz therefore proves

TV(p.q) < |V — vallr < My/d(n2)a. (30)

This argument retains all clock—degree and flavour correlations.

A protected region forces leakage. Let By = {0,...,|M/4]|}?. It has at least M?/16
clocks and is contained in all M regions. To check containment, the M —1 bulk regions indexed
by 5 <t < M+3 have source (M —1, M —1), the column (M —1,j) for 1 < j < M —2, and bulk
points 0 <i < M—3,0<j < M~—2,i+j <t+M—8. Their areas are (M —1)2—h(h+1)/2,
h = M + 3 —t. The last region contains 7,7 > 0, i + j < M — 3, as well as (0, M — 2). The
inequality 2| M /4] < M — 3 proves the claim. At a clock in By, > F% > n2/M3. There are
at most M < L/4 nonzero phase modes and >_p |Fr| < Mm/my < .

For a uniformly sampled degree-j subset of the L modes set X = > p Frlr. Sampling
without replacement gives

VarX =v; | Fa— () _Fr)*/L| > 3v; > Fp.
R R R
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For independent copies, |X — X’| < 7 and 1 — |Ee*X|? = E[1 — cos(X — X')] > 4 Var X/72.
Hence |Ee*X| < exp[—3v; > F2/(27%)]. Multiplication across conditionally flat flavours
shows that on Byp N {V > 1/12} the sector relator squared defect obeys

e2; > 2(1— e VM) > 1/(80M°).

No bound on the total phase across flavours is needed.

Project the physical round onto the canonical coefficients and let A be its bath leakage
operator as in Proposition F.3. Its identity singleton and closing r4 triangle have the same
target label and squared weights 1,1/2. A common projected endpoint z must therefore pay

inf{[[y — z[* + 3w (ra)y — 2} = /(7 (ra) — D>

Every other slot contributes nonnegative error, so A > (w(r4) — I)*(w(r4) — I)/3. Leakage
on the protected event is at least 1/(24dM?3). Tts g-mass is at least (1/16)(2/3) = 1/24. Set
A =1/(2304d1n2), B =1/(1152d). Equation (30) gives

a<A/M?* = (>B/M>, (31)

because its total-variation error is at most 1/48. At leakage £ < ¢/n, either M > (Bn/c)'/3
or S+ na > M +nA/M? > 3A'/3p1/3/22/3 This proves the diagonal-source lower with
constant min{(B/c)'/3,3A1/3/22/3},

Coherent clocks and flags. Clock pinching commutes with the physical bath map: each
slot has one fixed clock translation. Data processing of Da(p||Acp) = S(Acp) — S(p) gives
a(Acp) < a(p). Every literal slot assigned a target label has that label’s clock translation. Its
projected coefficient and residual have the same translation; each residual square preserves
the clock. Thus A is clock block diagonal, and pinching preserves leakage. The « character
has zero translation and is preserved as well. To retain the entropy floor directly, coherently
copy the clock to an analytical register. Its marginals have entropies S(A.p) and H(p.), so
Araki-Lieb gives S(p) > Y. peS(pe), where p. is the normalized clock-diagonal block. Each
pec is an orthogonal degree-sector mixture, hence

S(p) > plc,j)logy Dy > LEV > L/4= M + 1.

C7j

There is no clock-entropy subtraction or free pinching assumption. If a(p) < A/M?, the
pinched source satisfies (31); otherwise optimize M +nA/M?. This proves the coherent-source
lower with the same constant as the clock-diagonal case.

For a finite block-diagonal round with coherent flag source, let b; = Tr P;p and p; =
P;pP;/b;. Channel and leakage depend only on diagonal flag blocks. All y; > 0, and the
overall anchor test gives >, b;x; < 1/8. Components with x; < 1/4 have mass at least
1/2; those with ¢; < 8/(15n) have mass at least 3/4 by Markov. Their intersection has
mass at least 1/4. Flag pinching commutes with the bath map, so data processing gives
a(p) > >, bia(p;). Coherently copying the flag is an analytical isometry. Its marginals
have entropies H(b) + >, b;S(p;) and H(b); Araki-Lieb gives S(p) > >, b;S(pi). Apply the
coherent clock bound to the good intersection. These comparisons charge the original source;
no physical pinching, purifier or flag supply is introduced.

Replacement and upper bound. The triangle-good corner families of [27, Proposi-

tion 4.10] have source entropy O(m), room O(m~2) and scalar gap at most 1/2. Their actual
gain is bounded by that room. Fixed untwisted tensor amplification gives target error at

101



most 1/16, zero leakage and cost O(m + nm~2). Choose m =< n'/?; small n use the pure

exact baseline. The source lies entirely in the new round’s exact leak kernel. This different
round need not stay close to the smoothed source or belong to its geometry. Finally the
fully flat smoothed models themselves, with fixed flavour count selected for coarse error 1/16,
have a = 0, leakage O(M~3) and entropy O(M) [27, Proposition 4.14]. Taking M =< n'/3
proves the class’s matching static upper. Neither lower is an all-family operational memory
statement.

N.2 Collective orbital invariance

We prove Theorem O.1, retaining precisely the geometry above but dropping product-sector
flatness. For an invariant internal state 7, let @@ project onto the nontrivial part of the
restriction to SU(2) acting on a two-dimensional one-particle plane, and put p, = TrnQ. All
planes are conjugate in U(L), so this number does not depend on the plane.

Entropy without flattening multiplicities. The three-cycle is a product of two SU(2)
quarter turns on planes (1,2) and (2, 3): each sends its first basis vector to the second and
the second to minus the first. The product sends ey to es, es to ez and eg to e;. For either
turn, (II(A) — I)*(II(A) — I) < 4Q. The Hilbert-Schmidt triangle inequality and invariance
give

2(1 — Re TrpIl(y)) = [|(TI(v) — I)y/1ll% < 16p,,.

Choose t = | L/2] disjoint planes. The restriction to their commuting SU(2) groups decom-
poses into tensor products of irreducibles, with arbitrary multiplicity spaces. Schur’s lemma
makes an invariant state flat only on the irreducible factors:

t
I,
n:@wm [®%®0m

m =1

Here the multiplicity states om need not be flat or separable. Every nontrivial factor costs at
least one bit, hence S(n) > >, Pr(m; > 0) = tp,. For completeness, the finite-dimensional

unitary SU(2) irreducibles have weights m,m — 2,...,—m and dimension m + 1. With
Lie algebra generators E, F, H, a maximal-weight vector obeys EFJv = j(m — j + 1)F/ 1o,
Positivity of the unitary norm and termination force an integer m > 0 and a chain j =0, ..., m;

invariant orthogonal complements complete the decomposition.

Set 7 =>".¢cpc and x = Tryll(y). The clock blocks of v are conjugate three-cycles, so
invariance makes this their common trace test. It is real, and the anchors give |x| < 2u < 1/8.
The direct conditional-entropy argument above gives

S(p) > ZQCS(/)C) > lps.
Even the weaker x < 1/4 therefore implies p; > 3/32 and S(p) > bM, b = 3/16.
An operator-valued clock law. Put p = A.p = @, R, R. = qcp.. Invariance makes

every internal literal unitary act trivially on these blocks; the bath map is clock convolution
Kp =73, wsps. The translated states have the same spectrum, so the Holevo identity gives

a=S(Kp)—S(p) =Y wsDa(ps| Kp)-

The inequality ||V X — VY ||% < Duat(X|Y) follows by diagonalizing both states: their
overlap-weighted eigenvalue arrays give exactly the quantum relative entropy and affinity, and
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Jensen gives D,y > —21InTr VXVY > 2(1 —Tr VXVY ). Identity and coordinate weights
at least 1/d bound each root shift energy by 4d(In2)a. Apply the torus Poincaré inequality
to the Hilbert-space field X, = /R,, not to simultaneously diagonalized densities. With
Ao = M Zc X,

V=YX~ M 23 X[} =1 - Tr A2 < J(dIn2)M?%a.
c b

Operator Jensen gives A2 < 3. R. = 7; square-root monotonicity gives Ay < /5. Thus
Tr Agy/7 > Tr A3, without commutation. For ¢ = (I/M?) ® i} the root distance is at most
2V. The square-root trace-distance inequality yields

17 —qllh < My/d(In2)a < M,/d(In2)a. (32)

The final inequality, and preservation of leakage and y, follow from clock-pinching covariance
and data processing exactly as above. No internal twirl or commuting-density assumption is
used.

A spin-uniform flux estimate. For a nontrivial SU(2) irrep, m > 1, and |0] < 7/4, its
normalized character satisfies

sin((m + 1)9)‘ < o032
(m+1)sinf | —

(33)

To verify this uniformly, set N = m + 1. If N|§| < 1, the character is the mean of ¢X for
weights X = (N —1—25)6. Its variance is (N2 —1)62/3 > 6%, and | X —X'| < 2 < 7. The cosine
inequality gives the stronger modulus bound e~2¢*/7If N|f| > 1, then |sinz|/z < sin1 for
x > 1, by monotonicity up to 7 and 1/ thereafter. Also 6/sinf < 9/8 and sin1 < 101/120.
Hence the modulus is at most 909/960, smaller than e /32 > 1 — 72/512. The value at zero
is understood by continuity.

Let a one-particle holonomy W have angles F; on at most M disjoint phase modes. Pair
each with an unused mode, and let C' swap the partners. Then h = WCW*C* is a product
of disjoint SU(2) rotations of angles Fj. Restriction of 7 to their product gives a weighted
sum of products of characters. Using (33), the triangle inequality and 2(1 — e™*) > x for
0<x<1,when >, F? <1,

I(IL(h) — D)\/mll7 > py Y F7/32.

J

Invariance under C' and W bounds the left root norm by 2||(II(W) — I),/7||r. Consequently

I(II(W) — 1) y/ill% anZFf/l%- (34)
J

This estimate is independent of all spin, flavour and multiplicity dimensions; it does not
assume nonnegative three-cycle characters.

Optimization and coherent flags. The existing fields have >°; F7 < 1 and |Fj| < /4
for M > 12. On By, 3, Fj2 > 72 /M?3. The same two-slot leakage lower and (34) give, for
any fixed plane projection @,

2

(>
384dM3

Ty E(PBO [ Q)
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Invariance makes ’s conditional expectation plane-independent. For ¢ in (32), this probability
is at least p;/16 > 3/512. Set A =9/(1048576d1n2) and B = n%/(131072d). If a < A/M?,
the comparison changes it by at most 3/1024, so £ > B/M3. With £ < ¢/n and S > bM,
optimization gives

2 A\1/3
S 4+ na > cH(c)nl/?’, cy(c) = min {b(B/C)1/37 3(62;4/:2} :

For coherent model flags the conditional entropy/gain inequalities above still hold. Here
each x; € [—1/2,1], because the three-cycle has order three and is conjugate to its inverse.
The overall anchor bound >, b;x; < 1/8 gives mass at least 1/6, not 1/2, on x; < 1/4.
Markov gives mass at least 11/12 on ¢; < 8/(5n); the intersection has mass at least 1/12.
The lower is therefore ¢z (8/5)n'/3/12. The fully flat diffuse upper and different exact corner
replacement already proved above finish the theorem.

The lower bound of Remark 8.14. By Theorem 7.1 with A = 2 and Proposition 7.2, some
round of a rank-rate service with e < - has distance at most = and ¢4+a < 32(3Q+7+logn)/n.
The one-round theorem [27, Theorem 5.5] gives Q + & > S(p) + § > cu(€ + a)PH. If
Q > 7+logn, then £ +a < 22Q/n and Q7Fr > cnfr. If Q < 7+ logn, then Q + 3 >
c«(151/(128(7 + logn)))P# , which is impossible for large n. So Qs (n,€) > cnPu/(+8u) for
n > ng.

O Source conditions in the Houghton smoothed family

The main text’s cube-root service theorem concerns genuine group devices. This appendix
records the separate static results for sources in the fixed smoothed geometry. Their full
proofs are in Appendices N, P, Q and R.

O.1 The smoothed geometry with symmetric sources

Genuine actions are not the only class for which the static exponent can be fixed. Consider
the existing constant-field smoothed corner models of [27, Section 4.2], with an M x M clock
and k exterior-algebra flavours on L = 4M + 4 one-particle modes. Write II(W) = (A W)®*
for the collective action of U(L) on all flavours. This symmetry is a source hypothesis, not a
twirl that may be imposed without cost.

Theorem O.1 (Collectively invariant smoothed sources). Let M > 12, k > 1. Suppose
every normalized clock-diagonal source block p. commutes with IL{W) for every W € U(L).
Flavours and multiplicity spaces may be arbitrarily entangled; off-diagonal clock blocks are
arbitrary. Finite direct sums of these models with arbitrary coherence between flags are also
allowed. For the resulting round, uw < 1/16 and £ < 2/(15n) imply
S(p) + na(p) > cyn'/?.

A different zero-leakage exact-support round has target error at most 1/16 and cost at most
Cyn'/3. The optimized leaky cost in this class is @(nl/?’), and concentrated replacement costs
at most a constant factor.

The number-sector sources give a useful concrete subclass. Write 7; = I;cr)/ (?)
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Corollary 0.2 (Sector-isotropic smoothed sources). Let M > 12, k > 1 and let a source’s
clock pinching have the form

k
Acp = p(c,i)le) el ® @,
c7j l:1

The law p may correlate clocks and all flavour degrees; off-diagonal clock blocks and finite
model-flag coherence are arbitrary. These sources satisfy Theorem O.1.

This is a static class comparison, not a lower bound on arbitrary services. Entropy and
production are measured before pinching. Arbitrary noninvariant internal states, including
diagonal ones, and different round geometries remain unexcluded. The arbitrary-field flux
theorem for the fully flat fixed-region model already appears in [26, Section 6.2]; this theorem
concerns the source extension of its constant-field geometry. Appendix N gives both the
concrete sector proof and the symmetry extension.

Full orbital invariance can be weakened, and the exponent is stable under a small trace-
distance perturbation without any lower bound on source eigenvalues. Every one-particle
link in this geometry fixes e; = (1,...,1)/V/L. Let Gy = U(et), acting trivially on e, and
let & twirl each clock-diagonal block over its collective action. Put

Jorb(p) = 5l1Acp — Eo(Acp) 1.
Clock coherence is not constrained by this definition.

Theorem 0.3 (Trace-stable symmetric-source exponent). In the same constant-field model,
let M > 48 and k > 1. For every source, possibly singular, the conditions

7.‘_2

< < = 65536 - 288
u<1/16, £<2/(15n), dom(p) < geeaeaog

imply S(p) + na(p) > 4-10~6p1/3,

Appendix P proves the entropy transfer and the capped flux estimate needed here. The
smaller group leaves an inert mode in which pure-state coherence is allowed, so the class
is genuinely larger than full U(L) invariance. The bound concerns this fixed geometry, not
arbitrary rounds. In particular low production has not been shown to imply the required
proximity uniformly as M grows.

0.2 Literal constant-field sources without imposed symmetry

For the literal rational constant-field round, source entropy and leakage can also be bounded
without imposing orbital symmetry. Every source below may be singular, coherent across
clocks and entangled across flavours. Entropy production is always the actual gain a =
S(Tp) — S(p) of the physical round, with Tp = Y, wsVspV; . Proposition Q.1 compares this
gain with the Frobenius root energy of the actual slots.

The entropy estimate is uniform in flavour count:

S+1>cmin{M,a 2}, S +na+1> cmin{M,n'/3}.

It follows from exact chains of interior adjacent transpositions (Theorem Q.3). The estimate
saturates at the clock size; a leakage lower bound must also force that size to grow. The
available conclusions are summarized in Table 3.

The all-flavour bound uses a rational power O(M?) to expose a fixed local SU(4) group.
With moderately many flavours, many disjoint blocks and a small-angle contraction reduce
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Source or flavour condition Bound in the literal family

Arbitrary k> 1 M?a + M*0 > cy; cost at least crnt/4
(Theorem Q.4)

k<civVM M?2a + M30 > ¢g; cost at least cxnt/3
(Theorem R.1)

Actual a = 0, arbitrary k ¢>cM~3, S+1>cM (Corollary Q.5)

Fixed trace neighbourhood of the actual 0> cM~3; cost at least cxn'/3 (Corollary Q.5)

stationary algebra, arbitrary k

Table 3: All rows assume M > 48 and u < 1/16. The displayed horizon costs mean S+ na+ 1
at ¢ < K/n, with fixed K > 0. Constants are independent of M,k within each row. The
moderate-flavour row is asymptotic with an extremely small cy; the stationary tolerance is
also small.

that power to O(M 3/ 2). Fixed and polylogarithmically growing k meet the moderate-flavour
condition eventually, including the usual k = 2 approximation family. At zero actual
production, exact invariance under round words allows the overlapping local groups to
generate a larger symmetry, with no bandwidth restriction. A bounded capped flux then
survives a fixed trace perturbation. Small gain alone has not been shown to imply the required
trace proximity.

The complete statements and proofs are in Appendices Q and R. At each fixed rational
clock the cost is in fact Qps(n) (Theorem Q.2); that argument alone gives no uniform rate in
M. For unrestricted flavours the growing-clock cost remains between powers 1/4 and 1/3, up
to logarithms. Optimized real fields, alternative realizations and positive-production mixtures
over clock sizes are outside these conclusions. They are static source bounds, not operational
memory lower bounds over every device.

P Stability near the symmetry that fixes the inert mode

We prove Theorem O.3. The round, clock torus, constant fields and exterior-algebra represen-
tation are exactly those of Appendix N; no change of geometry is made. Write I1(g) = (A g)®¥,
L =4M +4 and Gy = U(ey) 2 U(L — 1). All link permutations fix e4, as do the phase
rotations on (e, —e,)/+v/2. Thus every literal slot is a clock translation followed by a collective
Gy unitary.

Put 0 = Acp, n = o and § = L|jo — n]|;. For clock-diagonal states, & commutes with
each literal conjugation: Haar twirling is unchanged by the internal link on either side, and
the same twirl is used at every clock. Clock pinching also commutes with these conjugations.
The actual bath map is their weighted mixture. Applying Holevo data processing to the
ensemble of translated sources therefore gives

a(n) < afo) < a(p). (35)

This comparison does not assert that n implements the full target channel. We transfer only
its order-three anchor charge.

P.1 Entropy transferred from large irreducible sectors

The one-particle three-cycle v fixes the orthogonal complement of a complex two-plane in ei

and has eigenvalues e27/3 ¢=27/3 on that plane. It is consequently an element of the plane’s
SU(2). In every representation, the projection ()., onto its nontrivial eigenvalues is bounded
above by the projection onto nontrivial SU(2) summands.

e
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For an irreducible Gg representation A, let p) be the flat-state mass of these nontrivial
SU(2) summands and gy the flat-state mass of @),. Planes are conjugate in G, so py is
common to every plane and gy < py. Restrict to ¢t = |(L —1)/2| = 2M + 1 disjoint two-
planes. Their commuting SU(2) groups decompose the flat irrep into flat tensor-product
irreducibles and multiplicities. A nontrivial spin factor has dimension at least two. The
entropy decomposition, including its nonnegative mixing and multiplicity terms, gives

t
log, dim A > ZPr(mj > 0) = tpy > tqn. (36)
j=1

This is the same disjoint-plane argument as in Appendix N, applied inside the smaller group.

The anchor calculation (40) gives Tr pQ. > 7/12. It is unchanged by clock pinching.
Since @) is a projection, trace distance implies TrnQ~ > 7/12 -3 > 1/2 when § < 1/32. The
clock-dependent three-cycles are conjugate in Gp, so this is the average of the same charges
gx over the clock and irrep weights of 7. Irreps with ¢\ > 1/4 carry total mass w > 1/3, since
the total charge is at most w + (1 — w)/4. By (36), each such irrep has dimension at least
2M/2,

We use a dimension-free entropy transfer rather than continuity in the ambient bath
dimension.

Lemma P.1 (A large flat subdensity survives trace proximity). Let (,§ be states, %HC =& <
e, and 0 <&y <& with Trég = w and €g < 2-BJ. For every s > 0,

S(¢) > s(w—e—2°78).

Proof. Let P be the spectral projection of ¢ for eigenvalues at least 27°. Its rank is at most 2°.
Hence Trég P < 2578 and Tr (I — P) > Tr&(I — P) —e > w — 2578 —e. Every eigenvalue of
¢ on I — P contributes at least s times its mass to the entropy. This also proves the inequality
when the right side is negative. O

Write 0 = @_.pco. and n = @ pcne. Twirling preserves p.. Schur decomposition of a
normalized invariant block gives

Idim)\
Ne = @ dim \ ® Ac,)u Ac)\ = 0, ;TI‘AC,)\ =1L

The high-charge subdensity is bounded above by 2~M/2T even when multiplicities are entangled

or singular. Apply the lemma with B = M/2, s = M/4 to each block, and average. The

average high-charge mass is w > 1/3 and the average block trace distance is 6. Coherently

copying the clock and applying Araki—Lieb, as in Appendix N, gives

(M >48, §<1/32).  (37)

S(0) = Y peS(o0) = (/33— 2740 = o

No physical clock measurement, full-rank hypothesis or eigenvalue domination was used.

P.2 Capped flux at its natural scale

For an invariant internal state £, let p¢ be its common nontrivial SU(2)-plane mass. The
following estimate applies in G as well as in the full orbital group.
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Lemma P.2 (Capped invariant flux). Let W have phases §; on disjoint one-particle modes
n ei, and suppose these can be paired with distinct unused modes in that space. If |6;| < 7 /4
and 3 ; (9]2 < h <1, then a collectively Go-invariant state satisfies

. 2 >
Tr & min(|IL(W) — I}, hl) 204827

The minimum denotes spectral functional calculus.

Proof. Let C' € Gy swap the paired modes and set H = WCW?*C*. Its paired rotations
belong to commuting SU(2) groups. Conditional on irreducible spins m; > 0, invariance
makes their weights independent and uniform:

Xj=(m;—2r))0;, 0<r;<m;,  v;=EX;=m;(m;+2)07/3.

They are symmetric, and their fourth moments are m;(m; + 2)(3m + 6m; — 4)94/15 < 3v .
For Z =3%_; Xj and v = }_; v;, independence gives EZ* < 302.

fo<ov< 1 Paley— Zygmund gives Pr(Z2% > v/2) > 1/12, while Pr(|Z| > m) < 3/7*.
the remaining event, 4sin?(Z/2) > 2v/72. Thus

E min(4sin?(Z/2),h) > (1/12 — 3/7*)(2/72) min(v, h) > min(v, h)/256.

If v > 1, each character p; = Ee™Xi satisfies |¢;| < exp[—min(v;,1)/64]. Indeed when
(mj +1)|0;] <1, |X;] <1 and the cosine inequality gives 0 < ¢; < e~20/™  Otherwise the
spin character formula gives

_|sin((m; 4+ 1)0;)

93] ’;
P iy + 1),

sin 0;

< (101/120)(9/8) = 909/960 < e~ /64,

Here |sinz|/z < sinl < 101/120 for z > 1, and |6/siné| < 9/8 for |#| < w/4; zero
angles follow by continuity. Since 37, min(v;,1) > 1, the variable Y = 4sin%(Z/2) < 4 has
EY > 2(1 — e~ 1/6%). The inequality min(Y, h) > hY/4 gives Emin(Y, h) > h/256. The case
v =0 is immediate. In all cases the lower is min(v, h)/256. Asv >3, <o 9? and this sum is
at most h, averaging the spin sectors yields

Tr & min([II(H) — I|?, hI) > pe Y 67/256.
J

On the finite algebra generated by II(W), II(C), w(A) = Tr{A is tracial. For singular-value
counting N (A;s) = w(1(s,00)(|A])), the intersection/min-max argument gives N(A + B;s) <
N(A;s/2)+N(B;s/2). One can first remove zero-weight blocks if w is not faithful. Integration
of this inequality gives

wmin(|A + B[? hl) < 4[wmin(|A]*, hI) + wmin(| B, hI)].

Use
I(H) — I = [(IL(W) — DIKC) — II(C)ILW) — I) JIL(W)"TI(C)".

Tracial unitary invariance makes each summand’s capped flux equal to that of II(W) — I,
giving a factor eight. Combining the two bounds proves the lemma, including arbitrary
multiplicity states. O
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In the actual geometry there are at most M active modes. They lie in ei and are
orthogonal because their label pairs are disjoint. Its dimension 4M + 3 leaves room for M
partners. With mpy; =1+ (M — 1)(M — 2)/2, their constant-field angles satisfy

0;| < 7/mar <w/4, D05 < Mr®/miy, < T2/MP =t hy < 1.
i

The last estimate holds at M = 12 and improves thereafter. On By = {0,..., [M/4]}?, all
M regions occur, with areas at most M?, so > 6]2- > 12 /M?3; By occupies at least 1/16 of
the clock torus.

Write ng = (I/M?) ® 7 for the uniform-clock state with the same internal marginal as 7.
Its plane mass satisfies p; > TrnQ, > 1/2. Set

X =|0(W) - I, Fy=min(X,hyl), Co=n>/65536,

where the clock-diagonal word W = ry uses the holonomy at each clock. The capped lemma
gives TrngFy > Co/M?3. The operator-valued clock law (32) uses only invariance under the
literal internal slots. It therefore applies to n with Go in place of U(L), and (35) gives

Lln = nolly < My/104(In 2)a(p).

Since 0 < Fyr < hprI and its clock pinching is unchanged, positivity and trace distance imply

TrpX > TrpFy > M3 |:C(] — 726 — 72M/104(In 2)a(p)] . (38)

Capping is important: the unbounded relative spectral contrast of p does not multiply the
error by the ambient bath dimension.

P.3 The cost bound and its limitation

Put 6, = Cp/288 and Ag = 62/(1041n2). Assume § < 6, which is smaller than 1/32. If
a> Ag/M?, (37) gives

3 — e 1)
S +na > M/16 +nAg/M? > W(Ao/uﬁ)l“nl/*3 > 4.64-1075n1/3,

Otherwise (38) gives Tr pX > Cy/(2M3). The weaker consequence ¢ > Tr pX/(3 - 104) of
(39), together with ¢ < 2/(15n), implies

15C 1 / 150 \/3
M3 > 0 S +na > ( 0 ) nl/3 > 7.61-10"4nt/3,

= 12.104" =16 \12- 104

Both branches prove the stated 4 - 1075 constant.

The hypothesis is not density domination in disguise. Under the canonical exterior-algebra
splitting A(CL) ~ A(Ce) ® A(et), the first factor is inert for every literal slot. It can be in
a pure coherent state while the second carries an invariant charged source. Such states can
satisfy the theorem’s round tests, have zero eigenvalues, and fail full U(L) invariance. For
example, a flat state on A(eJJ;)@k has the same holonomy characters as the flat full-orbital
source; replacing its inert factor by a pure coherent state changes no channel or leakage test.

More generally let 7 have invariant clock-diagonal blocks and let p = P7P/ Tr(P7), where
Tr(Pr) = 1 — r. The purification proof of gentle filtering gives 3||p — ||1 < \/r. Pinching
and twirling are trace-distance contractions, so do1,(p) < 24/7. Whenever the original round
tests still hold, a vanishing filtering perturbation cannot beat the exponent in this geometry.
The missing all-source step is to deduce a suitably uniform symmetry proximity from low
actual production as M grows. No such deduction, or comparison with all round geometries,
is proved here.
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Q Actual production and Houghton coercivity

Q.1 The root-energy dictionary

Proposition Q.1 (Actual-production dictionary). For the literal smoothed slots Tp =
S wsVepVe, with m < 174, Vo = I and wo > 1/d, put ® = 3, w||Vs/pVy — \/pll%. For
every source, with a = S(Tp) — S(p),

D<(d+1)ln2a, a < ha(t) +tlogy(m —1), t=min{D,(m —1)/m}.

On the same feasible physical rounds, optimizing S + n® and S + na gives equivalent costs up
to O(log(en)) and an additive constant. Error and leakage constraints are unchanged.

Proof of Proposition Q.1. Put § = \/p, §& = V5§V, £ = Y s ws€s, and o = T'p. The Holevo
identity gives a = Y, wsDa(ps||o). For states P, Q,

Duat(P||Q) = VP — Q|3

Indeed spectral overlap probabilities reduce the left side to a classical relative entropy, and
Jensen gives Dyat > —2InTrv/Py/Q > 2 — 2Tr v/ P+/Q; zero eigenvalues follow by limits.
The variance identity and minimization over a common centre give

vi= ) wllé —€lF =1~ €] < (In2)a.

The identity slot implies wpl|¢ — £||2 < v, hence ® = v + ||€ — ¢]|% < (d + 1)(In2)a.

For the converse, form the pure-state ensemble 2 = Y w;| vec ;) (vecs|. Partial trace
maps it to the ensemble ps, so Holevo data processing gives a < S(£2). Its rank is at most m
and Q > | vec &) (vec |, 50 Amax(Q) > 1 —v > 1 — . Maximizing entropy with this eigenvalue
constraint gives the stated binary-entropy bound. Zero weights can be omitted; m =1 is
trivial.

For completeness put y = log,(en) and Cy = (d+1) In 2. The first inequality gives S+n®D <
max(1,Cp)(S + na). The second, using ha(t) < tlogy(e/t), gives S+ na < Cry(1 + S + nD)
for a fixed Cp,. If ® < 1/n, set £ = n® < 1 and use zlogy(en/z) < y+ 1/(eln2). If
1/n <® < (m—1)/m, use logy(e/D) < y; above this threshold use a < log, m < 2(logy m)D.
Taking infima over the same feasible family proves the profile claim. O

Q.2 The exact leakage coefficient

Here and below II; denotes the smoothed model’s bath representation, W = ry, and X =
(IT(W) — I)*(I1x (W) — I). Inspecting the canonical slots gives, for every source,
488
L= —="TrpX. 39
225d " (39)
The calculation is weighted least squares, not a defect inequality. The identity class has total
squared coefficient 45/2: one exceptional closing slot of weight 1/2 versus weight 22 with the
usual endpoint. The « class has total 25/2: exceptional weight 2 versus usual weight 21/2.
The other exceptional word aba™! = r4ab is alone in its target label class and contributes no
residual. The flux phases act on coordinates numbered at least five, so they commute with «.
Thus the two variances multiply the same X:
1/2)22  2(21/2 4
(U ey sy
45/2 25/2
All other slot classes are consistent. Let (), be the projection onto the nontrivial eigenvalues
of the order-three operator II;(y). The anchor gives | Tr pIIx(7y)| < 2u < 1/8, so

TrpQ., > 7/12, (40)

since Re Tr pIlx(7) = 1 — 3 Tr pQ.,.
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Q.3 A representation-uniform gap at fixed clock size

Theorem Q.2 (Fixed-clock coercivity). For each fized M > 48 in the literal rational constant-
field smoothed model there is cpr > 0, independent of the flavour count k, such that every
source with w < 1/16 satisfies a + £ > cpr. Consequently £ = O(1/n) forces S + na = Qpr(n).

We give the compact-group argument for Theorem Q.2. Its only geometric inputs are the
actual unitary model of [26, Section 6], specialized to its rational constant fields. At fixed
M > 48, put L = 4M + 4. The one-particle generators lie in

2

G=ULM x73, cUC™ gch).

Their links are permutations times e/#@rair, The tree curl construction with fields +7/|R)|
makes ¢ a rational multiple of 7, so all their entries are algebraic. The words r1, 719,73, 75 are
exact, v is a three-cycle, and W = ry has disjoint-plane phases. In particular

Wi=1, ¢q=2Ilempg|R|, W —I|lop < m/mpn <1/2, mpy=1+(M—1)(M—2)/2.

For each k, the model on CM* @ A(CE)®k is a continuous unitary representation of this same
G. It is not the exterior power of the full one-particle clock space.
Let I' = (a,b,a), K =T, and let I'y be the abstract normal closure of W in I'. Then
N =Ty is a closed normal subgroup of K. We first prove that N is semisimple. The torus
7 = Z(N°)Y is characteristic and hence K-invariant. Every K-conjugate of W acts on its Lie
algebra with
[AA(W) = I||pr < 2|W = I[|op < 1.

This is an order-q torus-lattice automorphism. A nonidentity finite-order integral automor-
phism cannot have every eigenvalue within distance strictly less than one from 1: a nontrivial
root of unity ¢ brings all its Galois conjugates in the integer characteristic polynomial, while
the nonzero integer Hcl(l — (') would then have absolute value less than one. Thus every
conjugate centralizes Z, and density shows that N does too.

The compact abelian Lie quotient N/[N, N] has exponent dividing g, since it is generated
densely by these order-q conjugates; it is therefore finite. Put D = [N° NY], a closed
semisimple subgroup. In N/D, the connected component is the image of Z, hence is
central and has finite index. Schur’s theorem gives a finite commutator subgroup [87]. Its
abelianization is also finite, as a quotient of the preceding exponent-q abelian group. Thus
N/D is finite, and its connected component is trivial. This proves N° = D.

Next v € N. The quotient K/N satisfies the H3 presentation. Every finite-dimensional
unitary representation of Hg kills its subgroup Altg,: simplicity would otherwise give an
injection, whereas this group contains elementary abelian 2-groups of arbitrarily large rank
and commuting involutions in U(p) have rank at most p. Continuous finite-dimensional
representations of a compact group separate its points. They therefore kill the image of ~y in
K/N, proving the assertion.

The dense subgroup I'y N N? consists of algebraic matrices; N is open in N. If N° is
nontrivial, Breuillard—Gelander’s theorem supplies two elements of this subgroup generating
a dense subgroup of N [12, Theorem 1.1]. Their adjoint matrices have algebraic entries
in an algebraic Lie-algebra basis. Here is the basis justification, to exclude an implicit
rationality assumption on a closed subgroup. A compact matrix group is real Zariski closed:
polynomial approximation followed by averaging over the group separates any exterior point
from the group by an invariant polynomial. At each bounded degree its vanishing polynomials
are the kernel of evaluations on the dense algebraic subgroup. Finite-rank linear algebra
selects finitely many algebraic evaluation rows, so this kernel has an algebraic coefficient
basis. Noetherianity selects finitely many of these defining equations. Taking their tangent
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equations at the identity yields an algebraic basis of the Lie algebra; compact real algebraic
groups are smooth. Conjugation by the selected algebraic matrices is algebraic in this basis.

Apply He—de Saxce’s theorem to a symmetric lazy probability measure on these generators
and their inverses [46, Theorem 1.4]. It has a spectral gap on L3(N?). Peter-Weyl then gives
the same gap in every continuous unitary representation after removing N°-invariants. Add
finitely many representatives in I'y of N/NY. The projection onto N-invariants commutes
with IV; on its range the finite quotient has a uniform gap. Combining the two gaps gives a
finite set Fj; C I'y and a representation-uniform constant. If NO is trivial, the finite-group
gap gives the same conclusion directly. Every member of F}; is a finite word in I'-conjugates
of W and W', All choices and constants depend on M, not on a representation or its
dimension.

On Hilbert-Schmidt matrices use (x(x,y)A = Iy () All,(y)*. Left multiplication by a
conjugate of W is (g,9)(W,e)(g~!,g~!) in this representation; there is an analogous right
formula. Telescoping each fixed word bounds its squared displacement by its length times the
sum of the squared elementary displacements. Diagonal a, b, o displacements are bounded by
d times the actual slot Dirichlet energy, since their singleton weights are at least 1/d; inverse
displacements have the same norm. The remaining elementary energies are left and right
W — 1. Apply the finite-set gap separately to the left and right representations of V. Their
invariant projections Pr,, Pr commute, and distance to P Pr is at most the sum of the two
squared distances. Since v € N, its left and right nontrivial spectral projections annihilate
Pr, Pr. We obtain

All? A 2
’ (41)
NI (W) — DA|E + |A0T(W) — I)Hﬂ .
2

Set A = ,/p. The two symmetrized terms become Tr pQ, and Tr pX, respectively. Equa-
tions (39)—(40) and Proposition Q.1 give

225d

e
proving the fixed-clock theorem. No invariance or entropy condition on p has been introduced.

Q.4 Entropy without source symmetry

Theorem Q.3 (Entropy without source symmetry). In the literal rational constant-field
smoothed model, every M > 48, k > 1 and arbitrary coherent source with v < 1/16 satisfies,
with a universal ¢ > 0,

S(p)+ 1= cmin{M,a(p) Y2}, S(p) +nalp) + 1> cmin{M,n"*} (n> 1),
At a = 0 the first minimum is M.

Proof of Theorem ).3. Write w for the round’s usual free-group representation and put
cg = 2(1041n2)'/2. Lemma 8.4 and word telescoping give y(m(w)) < |w|cg/a and L||p —
m(w)pm(w)*||1 < x(7w(w)). The same Holevo argument after tracing to either clock coordinate
bounds its cyclic root energy E; by cf]a. Cauchy—Schwarz gives max p; < 1/M +2/E;. Hence
Gr=1{0<1i,j <M —R—1} has p(G$) < 2R/M + 4Rc,/a.

We first verify the exact structure on Gg, for 5 < R < M /4. At ¢ = (ig, jo), a forward
horizontal prefix of length at most R — 1 has edge starts at most M — 3 and endpoints at
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most M — 2. It meets neither the seam nor the preliminary exact horizontal move of [26,
Section 6.2]. Its base links are capr42—i—j,- A horizontal edge is interior to a region only when
both incident plaquettes belong to it. For jo = 0 none of these edges carries a rotation; for
jo > 1 the bulk condition is i + jo < t 4+ M — 8, and the T condition is i + jo < M — 3. Thus
a region eligible later was eligible earlier. Actual potentials may be sparse; only eligibility is
monotone. Pulling each phase plane back through the base prefix gives its fixed starting pair
(x,2+ M + i), wherex =t + M —1—ig—jofor 5<t <M +3,and v = M + 3 —ig — jo
for T'. These pairs are disjoint.

In column-operator notation the prefix factors as P; = B;R;, with R; a product of
commuting rotations on these pairs. The usual representation takes adjoints of the right-
action operators, so the one-particle holonomy .J; = Pr7P; of 7(a’@a™7) has normal R} (41—
ej+2)/ V2. The far partners exceed R+1. Nonadjacent normals therefore have disjoint support;
adjacent overlaps have modulus at most 1/2. The exact conjugates of r9 force that modulus
to be 1/2. Phase adjustment gives the standard Ar root Gram matrix, proving an exact
Sr+1 representation. Quantization preserves it for every flavour count.

Partition this chain into tgp = |(R + 1)/3] commuting S3 blocks. Their three-cycles are
v, = a%ya~3%. The original anchor gives Tr pQ~ > 7/12. Transport and restriction to Gg
leave each block weighted charge at least 7/12 — 2R/M — 5Rcg+/a. Six representatives for
each block have word lengths at most 2R + 5 < 3R. Their canonical root pure-state ensemble
has rank at most six and an eigenvalue at least 1 — x, x = 9R203a. Partial trace bounds the
mixed-state Holevo gain by fg(z) = ha(z) + zlogy 5 for x < 5/6.

Clock pinching and Holevo data processing bound the weighted conditional gains on G
by fe(z). On these clocks only, each previous block twirl commutes with every conjugation in
a later block, so it cannot increase that block’s gain. The final state is flat on the irreducible
factors of SéR, with arbitrary multiplicities. Only its two-dimensional standard factors have
nontrivial three-cycle charge; those charge projections are central and preserved. Final
conditional entropy is therefore at least the sum of charges. Coherent clock copying and
Araki-Lieb give S(p) > >-.peS(pe), hence

7 2R

2 2
S(p) >tr TR 5Regva — fe(9R cpa)| .

No global commutation on the excluded clocks is required.

Put K = min{M, 1/(cgy/a)} and R = [ K/128]. For R > 5, the bracket exceeds 7/16, since
7/12—7/128— f5(9/16384) > 0.5206; also tg > R/4. Thus S > R/10 and S+1 > K/1280. For
R <5, K <640 and S + 1 > 1 suffices. This proves the first inequality with ¢ = 1/(1280c¢,).
For the second, a > n~2/3 gives na > n'/3; otherwise the first inequality applies with

a2 > pl/3, O]

Q.5 A fixed local group and the fourth-power leakage bound

Theorem Q.4 (Leakage without source symmetry). For the literal rational constant-field
smoothed round, all M > 48, k > 1 and arbitrary coherent sources with u < 1/16 satisfy, with
constants cg,c > 0 independent of M, k, p,

M3?a + M* > ¢, S+na+1>cmin{n'/3 V4 (n>1).
At zero leakage the second argument is infinite.

Proof of Theorem Q.4. Put d = 104, ¢; = 2v/104In2 and 0 = Agockp = P.pcpe- Clock
covariance and Holevo data processing give a(o) < a(p); pinching preserves X and Q.. For
an actual word C the identity and generator weights give

X(C,0) = [[CVaC" — Vol < |Clega.
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Tracing to the clock bounds each cyclic root energy by cga. The torus Poincaré inequality
and differences of squares imply TV (p,unif) < c,M+/a. For M > 4096 put = = [M/4],
R=2+8, and

G={(,j):0<i<M-2z—-12, 1<j<M-3, i+j>M—x+16}.

Its size is (M — x — 11)(M + = — 48)/2, so its density is at least 15/32 — 40/M > 0.45.
Restricting the original anchor charge gives

qG = Z pe Tr ch7 2 1/30 - CgM\/&' (42)
ceG

Thus M2a < gy := 1/(120¢,)? implies g¢ > 1/40.

We need a stronger version of the preceding interior-chain geometry. At ¢ = (i,75) € G,
horizontal prefixes of length at most R — 1 have edge starts at most M — 6 and endpoints
at most M — 5. They meet neither the seam nor the preliminary exact A move. The first
reverse cycle has length rg > x + 17 = R+ 9. In inverse traversal the tracked indices and
cycle lengths increase together, so there is no wrap, even though later cycles can be shorter
than R + 4; the last cycle has length at least eleven. The row bound j < M — 3 excludes the
exceptional T-source row. As before, bulk and T eligibility require both incident plaquettes,
and are respectively ¢ +j <t+ M —8 and ¢ + j < M — 3. Pulled-back planes are disjoint
fixed pairs (s,s + M +i). A bulk pair can rotate at prefix step ¢ only for ¢ < s—7,and a T
pair only for ¢ < s — 6. Its rotation is therefore stable before a reflection normal uses es. One
common product D, of these commuting rotations gives orthonormal points fs = D}es and
reflection normals (fg+1 — fq+2)/ V2, for 0 < ¢ < R. Thus the chain is exactly Sgry1, with
f1, f2, f3 = e1, ea, e3. All the same pairs support the field w,, so D, commutes with it.

Choose r € {0,...,7},set s=x+randt=xz+r—M+1+4+i+j. Then 17<t< M -7
and this bulk region is active, with pair (s, s + M + 7). Its untruncated triangle count gives

Ay=(M -1 —-h(h+1)/2, h=M+3—t.

Triangular residues modulo four repeat 0,1,3,2,2,3,1,0 over eight consecutive values. Since
(M — 1)2 is zero or one modulo four, one choice has 4 | A;. Put p = A;/4 < M?/4, relabel f,
as point four, and take f5 = D}esyaryi. On these five points W2 is g4 = exp(£inPy, ¢, /4),
where P projects onto the normalized difference. All other phases are outside the five points
and commute with S4 on the first four. The swap of low point 79 < 3 with s is the actual
word

Cio,s — aio—l(aa)s—io—la(a—la)s—io—la—(io—l).

Adjacent products collapse to this word of length at most 4s < M + 28 < 2M. With Cy = I,
there are only 24 nontrivial global choices. Hence conditional selection costs

3
3 0 Y X(C, pe)? < 9662 M. (43)
ceG i=1

Here is the fixed-group gap input. In the canonical five-point basis put v; = (e; — e5)/v/2,
g; = e™i/4 and take the twelve matrices Uij = gig; and g;Uijg;, @ < j. They fix the all-ones
vector and lie in SU(Hy), Ho = {z : 3_ z; = 0}, of dimension four. On E;; = span(v;, v;) the
nontrivial eigenvalues of U;; are e**®, with 2cos ¢ = (2 + 3v/2)/4. Its minimal polynomial is
22—2—7/8, 50 it is not an algebraic integer. Thus ¢ /7 is irrational and powers give a continuous
SU(2) circle on Ejj. Its g;-conjugate is nonparallel: [g;, Ui;] = gi[gi, gj] # 0; an antiparallel
axis is impossible since Ad g; has no eigenvalue —1. The two circles generate SU(2)(E;;).

T

The six real skew matrices v;v; — vjviT span s0(4). The same plane algebras contain the
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nonzero imaginary symmetric traceless i(P,, — P,,). Orthogonal conjugation diagonalizes
it to a nonzero multiple of idiag(1,—1,0,0); permutations and plane rotations span all
nine imaginary symmetric traceless directions. Together these span su(4), proving density.
An algebraic orthonormal basis of Hy makes all entries algebraic. Bourgain—Gamburd’s
theorem [11, Theorem 1] and Peter—Weyl give a fixed § > 0 such that, in every continuous
representation,

I(Z = Pun)€l* < 671 > NI(h = De]”.
h

We use the unnormalized symmetric gap. The negative-angle list is the complex conjugate
and has the same gap.

For the actual gates G; = C;WPC; the common outside factor cancels in GiG; and
Gi(G;G})G;. Quantization gives continuous representations of this same SU(4) for every £,
with arbitrary spectators. The original three-cycle v belongs to it, so @), kills its invariant
vectors. Apply the gap to left multiplication on Hilbert—Schmidt matrices, not to conjugation.
For £ = \/pe, E = [[(We — I)é||r and x; = [|CiéCy — €||r, moving C] across & gives
I(G; — I)é||r < pE + 2xi. Products telescope in left-action norm and inverses have the same
energy. The two listed gates have respective bounds 2pE + 2x; + 2x; and 4pE + 6x; + 2X;.
Three-term Cauchy and summation give

3
S lI(h = DENlF < 360p°E* +360 ) x;-
h =1

Since the selected power obeys p(c)? < M*/16 pointwise, (43) yields
ge < 67 [(45/2)M* Tx pX + 345602 Ma

With A = 34560cZ, B = (45/2)(225d/488), (42) proves the bound at M > 4096 with cjarge =
min{eg, §/[40 max(A, B)]}. For 48 < M < 4096, Theorem Q.2 gives M2a + M*¢ > M?cy;.
The minimum of these finitely many positive constants and cjarge is o > 0. No numerical
gap constant is asserted.

Finally put tg = min{n!/3,¢=1/4} and # = min{1, (co/2)"/*}. If M > fty, Theorem Q.3
gives S +na + 1 > centfto. Otherwise M40 < cy/2, so na > con/(2M?) > [co/(28%)|n/t3 >
[co/(2/3%)]to, since t§ < n. This proves the second inequality. It gives the stated n'/4 floor
at £ < K/n, and a cube-root lower at ¢ < n~4/3, without asserting a matching zero-leakage
upper. ]

Q.6 Zero production and the actual stationary algebra

Let £y be Haar averaging over the closed group generated by the actual slot unitaries on
the counted bath. Its range is their commutant. It commutes with clock pinching A., since
each slot has a fixed clock translation and a blockwise internal action. This averaging is an
analytical conditional expectation.

Corollary Q.5 (Stationary sources at arbitrary flavour count). There are constants b, o, ¢ >
0, independent of M > 48 and k > 1, with the following properties. Put h = M3,
F =min(X, hl) and q, = TrnQ~. Every actual stationary state n = Eym obeys

TrnF/h > b(g, — 11/20). (44)
If a physical source has u < 1/16 and actual a = 0, then

(> cM™3, S(p)+1>cM, S(p)+1>ct™'3,
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More generally, u < 1/16 and
3l1Acp — Enr(Acp) |1 < 6.

imply £ > e¢M 3. If also £ < K/n for fized K > 0, then S(p) + na(p) + 1 > cxn'/3. Entropy
and production always refer to the original source.

Proof. The Holevo identity and the identity slot show that a = 0 holds exactly when every
positive-weight slot fixes p by conjugation. Thus p commutes with every actual word. Clock
pinching retains stationarity, X and (). The two clock translations force each pinched clock
mass to be 1/M?. For any stationary n, write A = M 2D, ..

For M > 4096, use the exact stabilized logical-point geometry above, restricted to the
smaller wedge of Appendix R. Put x = |M/4], z = | M/256] and

G={0<i<M-2-12, 1<j<M-3,i+j>M—z+16+2z}.

Its density is at least 0.45. Choose even by € [x — z,2 — z+ 1], J = [(z — 1)/8] and
bj =by+8j,0<j<J. Then M/8192 < J < M/2048. In each eight-index interval choose
s;j so that the actual region ¢t = s; — M + 1+ i+ j has 4 | A;. The triangular residues
used above guarantee this choice. These active regions have M?/3 < A; < M?2. Their pairs
(fs;» Dies;1ar+4) are disjoint from one another and from the common anchor modes f1, f2, f3.
The usual-representation angles have absolute value w/A;; taking adjoints reverses the written
right-action sign.

The rational power A;/4 and the three low-to-selected swaps give the fixed local SU(4) of
the preceding proof on the sum-zero space H; of those five modes. Outside phases cancel in
its generators. Stationarity gives exact commutation with these groups; no word-length or
congestion estimate is needed. They generate SU(H ) on the sum-zero space of all 3+2.J modes,
of dimension 2J + 2. To verify this, choose a unit vector e in the common two-dimensional
anchor sum-zero plane. Each local Lie algebra contains both off-diagonal skew-Hermitian
generators between e and every vector in H; N et. The spaces H j span H: the two common
anchor differences and the two independent differences from each selected pair to an anchor
give a spanning set. Thus these local perpendicular spaces span H N el. Linearity and
commutators give every off-diagonal direction and every traceless diagonal direction of su(H).

On H, the field has J orthogonal active difference modes v; with angles 6;, and fixes a
complementary (J + 2)-space. Pair the v; with J orthogonal fixed modes. The resulting
product SU(2) groups lie in SU(H). An invariant conditional state has the same nontrivial
spin mass p. on every such plane, by conjugacy. The anchor three-cycle lies in an anchor
SU(2), so g < pe. Arbitrary flavour and multiplicity correlations are allowed in its flat
product-spin decomposition.

Apply the capped spin estimate of Appendix P to the commutator of the full field
with the product of the paired quarter turns v; — wj;, w; — —v;. Each quarter turn
lies in SU(2) ¢ SU(H), unlike a swap, whose determinant on H is —1, and it produces
the same commutator. Outside phases cancel. Its transfer to F' is valid because the
stationary conditional state commutes with both the full field and the quarter turns, making
the corresponding functional tracial. Here >, 0]2 < 97%/(2048M3) < h and |0;| < w/4.
Consequently

Pe 2 QCJ7T'2
T F > s > —
et = 5048 ZJ: 7 = 2048 M2

Uniform clock mass and positivity allow discarding clocks outside G. Their lost charge is at
most 11/20, giving (44) with biage = 72/(2048 - 8192). For 48 < M < 4096, X < 4] gives
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F > hX/4. Equation (41) at stationarity gives ¢, < Cpr TrnX. Choose

b = min {blargm48<%214096(4CM)_1} > 0.
This is an existence constant; the finite-clock gaps are not evaluated.

Put 5 = b/80 and . = min{1/48,3/2}. For ¢ = A.p and n = Eyro, the stated trace
distance transfers only the anchor charge: g, > 7/12 — 1/48 = 9/16. Hence TrnF > Bh and,
since 0 < F' < hl,

TrpX =TroX > TroF > (8 — d.)h > ph/2.

Equation (39) proves the leakage lower. At a = 0 the entropy theorem gives S + 1 > centM;
combining with £ > cM 3 gives its third inequality. For £ < K/n, the leakage bound forces
M > (en/K)'Y3, and Theorem Q.3 gives the final cost bound. No entropy of o or 7 is
substituted for S(p). O

The condition concerns the actual stationary algebra, which need not coincide with the
collective symmetry algebra. Small entropy production does not automatically supply its
required trace proximity uniformly as M grows. The corollary is about this literal family and
does not give an unrestricted-source or all-realization lower bound.

Q.7 The unresolved sharp quantitative estimate

Write D = > ws(Ad Vs — I)*(AdVs — 1), X = (Lx + Rx)/2 and Q = (Lq, + Rg,)/2 on
Hilbert—Schmidt space. The concrete sufficient estimate

M?D + M3 polylog(M)X > rkQ (45)

uniformly in k, with £ > 0 independent of M, is open. Theorem Q.3 supplies the entropy
half for all coherent sources in this literal geometry at growing M. Theorem Q.4 gives a
weaker physical-source coercivity with M%¢, not this sharper operator inequality. Its fixed
rational power p = O(M?) explains the extra factor of M. Theorem R.1 removes that factor
for physical sources with k < Cf\/M , using many small-angle blocks. It does not prove the
displayed operator inequality uniformly in k. Unrestricted flavour growth, all-round scope
and optimized universal comparison remain unproved.

There is a useful exact reduction for testing the operator estimate. For cp,cx > 0,
positivity of H = cpD + cx X — AQ on all complex Hilbert—Schmidt matrices is equivalent to
positivity on positive matrices. Indeed H commutes with adjoint, so a negative witness splits
into a negative Hermitian witness. For Hermitian A, replacing A by |A| keeps A? and hence
both potential energies. It lowers the Dirichlet energy because

Al = Bll[r <[|[A=B|r (A=A", B=DB").

To check this inequality, expand in eigenbases: each spectral overlap term has |a||b| > ab.
Apply it with B = V;AV". Thus a negative positive witness exists.

The operator commutes with clock pinching and with each flavour’s degree pinching.
A positive ground witness survives pinching (its trace is nonzero) and stays in the ground
eigenspace. A nonzero degree-tuple block is therefore a clock-diagonal positive witness. This
is a spectral-test reduction, not an entropy-preserving source twirl: pinching can increase
source entropy, and the operator witness need not satisfy all the channel’s coarse-correctness
constraints.
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R Sharp Houghton cost with moderate flavour growth

The proof keeps the original source and actual entropy production. An analytical average
is used only to test a bounded observable; its entropy is never substituted for the original
source entropy.

Theorem R.1 (Sharp cost with moderate flavour growth). There are universal constants
cf,co,c > 0 such that, in the literal rational constant-field round, every M > 48, 1 < k <
cgV M and arbitrary coherent source with u < 1/16 satisfy

M?a + M30 > co, S+na+1>cmin{n'/? 73} (n>1).

At zero leakage the second argument is infinite. For fited K > 0, { < K/n therefore
forces S +na+1 > cxn'/®. A different exact concentrated corner frame has cost at most
Ck(1+ S+ na) at the fized coarse-error allowance of that construction.

R.1 Disjoint logical blocks and sweep words

Proof of Theorem R.1. Put ¢y = 2v/1041In2 and 0 = Acokp = @, pepe- The actual-weight
dictionary of Appendix Q gives, with X = (W — I)*(W —I) and W = IIx(r4),

0=reTrpX, ke=488/(225d), TroQ,>7/12, x(C,0)<|C|cgva.

Pinching preserves X, Q) and decreases production. Its clock law satisfies TV (p, unif) <

cgM/a.
For M > 4096 let x = |[M /4], R=x+8, z = | M /256, and retain

G={(,j):0<i<M-2—12, 1<j<M-3, i+j>M—x+16+2z}.

Direct counting gives |G| = (M —x — 11)[(M + x — 48)/2 — 2z] and density at least 15/32 —
40/M — 1/128 > 0.45. This is a subset of the wedge in the proof of Theorem Q.4. The exact
stable logical points there are fs = D}es, with adjacent swaps given by 7(a%aa™?), 0 < ¢ < R.
The same disjoint pairs support the field, which commutes with D..

Choose even by € [xt — z,x — 2z + 1], set J = [ (2 — 1)/8] and b; = by + 8j. Block j uses
Jo;s fo;425 fo,+45 fo,+6 and their four partners Dfesipr4i. All eight-mode blocks are disjoint,
and

M/8192 < J < M /2048, bj1+7< .

For a selected point s, the active bulk region ist = s— M + 141147, with 2 +17 <t < M —16.
Its area and signed angle are

Ay=(M -1 —h(h+1)/2, h=M+3—t, 0 =—(-1)""1/A;.

The minus sign comes from the adjoint defining the usual representation; the right-action
field in the companion has the opposite sign. The four angles in a block have the same sign,
M?/3 < Ay < M?, and |0; — 0y| < 54w /M? within that block: adjacent areas differ by at
most M, and |t — ¢'| < 6.

Let G; = Sy permute the four selected points, and put Gproa = [[; Gj. A local element
is a permutation of eight points, hence has at most 28 adjacent swaps. Each swap in the
first eight logical points has literal length at most 15; a local representative w; therefore has
length at most 420. Shifting to successive blocks cancels the intervening powers:

bo—1 8 8 —byj_1+1

a' Twgawy - -a”wy_1a
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Every product-group element has a clock-preserving representative of length at most
2R +420J < M. No group identity on excluded clocks is required. The three-cycle I'; on
the first three selected points is conjugate to v by C; = a% 1w, where one fixed eight-point
permutation sends 1,2,3 to 1,3,5. Its length is at most M.

Put e = ¢gM+/a and A = /o, without normalizing the restriction to G. Transporting
charge and restricting clocks give TrogQr; > 1/30 — 2e. Average the conjugations of A by
Gprod on G, obtaining B > 0. Short-word centrality implies

|A— B|lr <e, |A? — B?||; < 2e.

Write = B2. Let P; be the complement of the A4-invariant subspace in block j. It commutes
with Sy, and Qr; < P;. Consequently, if e < 1/480,

1
5 ZTr nP; >1/30 — 4e > 1/40. (46)
J

R.2 A six-mode infinitesimal gap

In one block the equal-angle reference is e’ with H = % ( —1%4 _]fl). Split each four-point

space into its all-ones line and standard three-dimensional real S4 space. On the standard six
modes, the conjugated Hamiltonians are Is/2 + K,, where

1/0 R
K,=—= g .
972 (RQT 0 )
Here R, is the real standard representation. The two remaining modes and Is/2 give a
common commuting unitary factor in every exterior quantization. Conjugation by diag(/s,il3)
identifies 1Ky with real skew cross-space generators of SO(6). Matrix-coefficient orthogonality

gives Eq(Rg)ap(Rg)cd = acOpd/3 and EqR, = 0. If X, is the Hermitian generator of a
unit-speed cross-space coordinate rotation, then

Xap = 6By (Ry)ap Ky, ||dm(Xap)€]|* < 12E,||dn(K,)E|%.

Every SO(6) matrix is a product of at most 15 coordinate Givens rotations with angles at
most 7. A within-space rotation is a cross-space rotation conjugated by a cross-space /2
rotation. Thus at most 45 cross-space flows, of total absolute angle at most 457, suffice.
The spectral theorem and product telescoping bound every group displacement squared by
12(457)%E,||dm(K,)€||?. Haar averaging gives, in every continuous finite-dimensional unitary

representation,
2

]Egdﬂ'(Kg)Q 2 5(_[ — .F)jnv), 5 = m

(47)

In k exterior flavours the generators have mean zero and norm at most h = 3k/2: each
one-particle K, has three eigenvalues 1/2 and three —1/2, exterior eigenvalues are subset
sums, and flavour generators add.

R.3 Contraction and the actual unequal fields

For Hermitian H, of mean zero and norm at most h, put T(t) = E,e?Hs and Ay = EgHQQ.
The scalar spectral bounds |e? — 1 —iy| < 4?/2 and 2(1 — cosy) > y* — y*/12 imply

I(T = 1)€|I? < (t'h%/4) (€, A26),
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and 2Re(¢, (I —T)€) > t2(1 — t2h?/12) (€, Ag€). Subtracting proves the operator inequality
I —T*T > t*(1 — t*h?/3) As. (48)

Thus [t|h < 1 and (47) give norm at most 1 — 6¢2/3 on the SO(6)-noninvariant sector. Even
permutations of the four selected points embed in this SO(6), so its invariant vectors are
Ay-invariant. The same norm bound holds on P;, including the common commuting factor.
No normality of the average is assumed.

Take p = [ M%/2| and ¢; = 67/5184. A reference angle satisfies

T < S

oV~ S

For k < ¢sv'M, |p|h < 1, and the reference average has norm at most 1 — d72/(12M) on
P;. The four disjoint number operators have norm at most k; the actual-field perturbation is
therefore bounded by

216mpk/M?> < 216mcy/M = 672 /(24M).

The actual block average Bj = Egeg, Hk(ng g~1) commutes with Sy, hence with P;, and
obeys
1Bjlp, || <1 —0b/M, b= o2 /24. (49)

Its norm on the complement is at most one.

R.4 Global correlations and the cost bound

The blocks have disjoint one-particle modes. Their exterior quantizations commute, as do all
outside phases with the block groups. The full average is K’ = Ejeq,, 04 gWrg=t =Wk, I1; B;-
It commutes with the P; and has norm at most (1 —b/M)" on a sector with N charged
blocks. Since n commutes with the product group, TrnW? = TrnK. Sector decomposition
and (46) give

b
Trn(l — > 2 N Typps > —
e ReW)—2M; HET = 655360 "

Weused N <J<M,b<1land1—(1—-b/M)N >bN/(2M). This norm estimate permits
arbitrary interblock correlations.

The positive observable F), = I —Re WP has norm at most two. Root transfer costs at most
4e. If e < eg = min{1/480, x/8}, it follows that Tr pF, > k/2. For integer p, F, < p?X/2;
since p? < M?, M0 > k. Otherwise M?a > e§/cz. Thus co = min{ej/c?, kpr} > 0 suffices.
Because ¢y < 1/64, the conditions k£ > 1 and k < Cf\/M already imply M > 4096; the
smaller-clock range has no admissible flavour count.

Finally put to = min{n'/3,¢=1/3} and 8 = min{1, (¢o/2)"/3}. If M > Bty, Theorem Q.3
gives S +na + 1 > conyBto. Otherwise M3¢ < /2 and

na > con/(2M?) > [co/(28%)]n/t5 > [co/(26%)]to,

since t} < n. The different exact corner frames used in Appendix N have cost O(n'/?) and
fixed coarse correctness. This proves the stated static replacement comparison, without any
proximity requirement on the original source. O
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S Proofs for Section 1

Proof of Theorem I.1. (a) BiB, = cos? 9 U*U + sin? 9 U*U = I, and likewise for the oth-
ers. BfB,1 = cosdU* = B:By is the identity of the triangle (a,a™!, @). Tr(BjB,+1) =
cos? TrU*! =0 and Tr(B:B, 1) = cos20 TrU~2 = 0 for k > 3, so the traces are exact, and
the span of the images is C?* since sind # 0. For the flat round, T'(1/k) = >og hgBg By /k,
since the A, have disjoint supports, and the off-diagonal blocks 30.3 cos¥sin? I cancel:
T(I/k) = diag((1 — 0.6sin® ) I}, 0.6 sin? ¥ I1.) /k, so a = ha(0.6sin? ).

(b) Let J be an isometry onto A. The cosines of the principal angles between Y; and
Y, are the singular values of J*(B1 ® I)*(B, ® I)J = cos¥ J*(U ® I)J, a compression of a
unitary, so all principal angles are at least ¥. On Y] + Y, the operator X = (Py, + Py,)/2
has the eigenvalues (1 £ cosp;)/2, p; > ¥, and the two eigenvalues of each pair sum to
1. Write ¢ = cos?¥. The sum of the D + m largest eigenvalues (0 < m < D) is at most
m+(D—m)(1+¢)/2=D(1+c¢)/2+m(1—c)/2, and the sum of the D’ largest (D' < D)
is at most D’(1 + ¢)/2. The hypothesis gives Tr(IIX) > (1 — n)D, and Ky Fan’s maximum
principle [34, Theorem 1] bounds Tr(IIX) by the sum of the rankII largest eigenvalues
of X. If rankIl > 2D there is nothing to prove. If rankIl = D 4+ m with 0 < m < D,
then m > D(1 — 2n/(1 — ¢)). If rankIl = D’ < D, then D’ > 2(1 — n)D/(1 + ¢) and
n>(1—-¢)/2;and 2(1—n)/(1+c¢) — (2—2n/(1 —¢)) = 2¢(c — 1+ 2n)/(1 — ¢?) > 0, so again
rankIT > D(2 —2n/(1 — ¢)). In the device of [28, Theorem 12.2] the round-one memory is
I/Dy on the active space Ay, unchanged by Vi, and by (F1) the anchor input of g leaves the
memory in (By ® I)(I/Do)(By ® I)* = Py,/Dy.

(c) For a gadget channel Tr(AjAy) = dpugdgn, so with maximally mixed input a round
maps o t0 Y-, ig(By@I)VoV*(By@1)*, and Tro? = 3, ), pgpin Tr(VoV*YyVoV*Y, ) with
Yyn = BiBj, @ I. For g = h the term is Tro?. For Haar V on dimension N, E[(VoV*)®?] =
al + BF with F the swap, a = (1 — Tro?/N)/(N? —1) and 8 = (Tro? — 1/N)/(N? — 1), so
ETr(VoV*YVoV*Y*) = aTr(YY™*) + 3| Tr Y|?. Exact traces give Tr Yy, = 0 for g # h, and
Tr(YY*) < N, so the cross terms are at most N/(N2 — 1) < 2/N. This proves the recursion,
since the unitaries after the round do not change the spectrum and an export followed by a
flat import cannot increase the purity: Tr((Tr. 0)?)/e < Tro?. Unrolling with Ny > Dgyq® and
Trof < Trog =1/Do, ETrop < sy ' /Do+ 341 255 “/(Dog") < 3¢V /(Do(1 — gs2)).
By Markov’s inequality, with probability at least 3, Tro? < 6= =1 /(Do(1 — gss)). For II
with Tr(Iloy) > 1 — 5, Cauchy-Schwarz gives (1 — )% < (TrHoI1)? < rankII - Tr o7, and
D; < 2¢'Dq [28, proof of Theorem 12.2] finishes. O

Proof of Corollary I.2. The thin rounds of Theorem G.12(b) have distance at most
21 FVd/N? < 3 for large Fibonacci N. A rounding with S’ < S+Cp and @’ < a+C1£log(1/¢)
is the case A =~ =m =1 of Theorem G.12(b), which requires A > 2~. O

Proof of Proposition 1.3. (a) The rounds of Lemma L.1 are square. A zero-leakage square
round has ByK C K, so its B, are unitaries of K; replacing each B, by BjB,, which
leaves every By B}, unchanged, gives By = I, and Lemma 2.10, with the phases of @, gives
By, = Cth; ]B[Z] on every triangle. As in the proof of Theorem G.12(a), now with exact
identities, the commutator C' = By B} By B, equals wl, and det C' = 1 gives @F =1, which is
impossible for irrational 6.

(b) The smoothed rounds of [27, Proposition 4.14] are gadget unitaries of unitary as-
signments on a finite space, hence square, with flat baths, so a = 0; their distance is at
most %6 and their leakage tends to 0. A zero-leakage square round at distance below %
would, by Lemma H.5, give a finite-dimensional representation of Pp that separates the
labels. Composed with the homomorphism Hs — Pg that sends each generator to its label

the relators map to 1 by chaining the triangles along them, and the word caaa™! maps
( p y g g g , p
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to the label 7), it would separate v from 1 in a finite-dimensional representation of Hs,
which Remark 8.1 excludes. The same argument excludes zero-leakage square rounds at
distance below % for every gadget channel whose labels no finite-dimensional representation
separates. ]

Proof of Proposition I.4. By [27, Proposition 4.4], A*(3N) > (3N)?/16 when 3N > 23, so for
N > 8 condition (25) forces 10%-217- 2 N%/2,/ < 1, that is N < (16/(9-108-217))2/5p~1/5 =
7.13-1076~1/5. At the rank rate, Theorem 7.1 with A = 2 and Proposition 7.2 give a round
with v < 22(3Q + 7 + logn)/n, so the method certifies at most Q@ > S(p) > N/16 with
N < ((Q +logn)/n)~1/>, that is Q%> < n'/® up to logarithms: at most Q of order n'/6. [
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