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Fragmentation is Efficiently Learnable by Quantum Neural
Networks
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Hilbert space fragmentation is a phenomenon in which the Hilbert space of a quantum system is dynamically
decoupled into exponentially many Krylov subspaces. We can define the Schur transform as a unitary operation
mapping some set of preferred bases of these Krylov subspaces to computational basis states labeling them.
We prove that this transformation can be efficiently learned via gradient descent from a set of training data
using quantum neural networks, provided that the fragmentation is sufficiently strong such that the summed
dimension of the unique Krylov subspaces is polynomial in the system size. To demonstrate this, we analyze
the loss landscapes of random quantum neural networks constructed out of Hilbert space fragmented systems.
We prove that in this setting, it is possible to eliminate barren plateaus and poor local minima, suggesting
efficient trainability when using gradient descent. Furthermore, as the algebra defining the fragmentation is
not known a priori and not guaranteed to have sparse algebra elements, to the best of our knowledge there are
no existing efficient classical algorithms generally capable of simulating expectation values in these networks.
Our setting thus provides a rare example of a physically motivated quantum learning task with no known
dequantization.

1 Introduction

Quantum algorithms are known to outperform the best known classical algorithms on many
computational problems exhibiting some sort of algebraic structure [10, 17, 18, 33]. A significant
research direction today is focused on trying to understand whether the unique advantages offered
by quantum computers can help in machine learning tasks and whether quantum neural networks
(QONNs) can be superior to classical methods. Classical neural networks are known to behave
like Gaussian processes in the asymptotic limit [27], which provides theoretical guarantees on
their efficient trainability in a wide range of applications. On the other hand, QNNs are known
to have poorly-behaved loss landscapes. They are often dominated by barren plateaus [12, 23, 30],
which generally prevent gradients from being estimated efficiently, and poor local minima, which
generally prevent gradient descent from reaching the global optimum [1, 6, 38]. While there do
exist settings where QNNs are efficient to train via gradient descent—such as when they have
many symmetries [4, 5, 15, 24, 28, 32, 37]—in these settings there often also exist efficient classical
simulation algorithms that render the use of a quantum computer for the task unnecessary outside
of potentially an initial data acquisition phase [3, 11, 16].

Recent work [2] formulated the Jordan Algebraic Wishart System (JAWS) framework, which
is the first full theoretical characterization of QNN loss landscapes that provides the conditions
under which they can become efficiently trainable. In this work, we use these tools to formally
demonstrate a specific setting where QNNs can in fact be efficiently trained to solve a physically-
motivated problem for which no efficient classical simulation algorithm is known. Our approach is
to showecase a setting where the QNN has a high-dimensional symmetry group but, crucially, the
end-user does not know what that group is and—to the best of our knowledge—has no efficient
strategy for learning it.

1.1 Fragmentation and the Schur Basis

The problem that we study in this work is that of classifying states in systems which exhibit
Hilbert space fragmentation [21, 29, 31], a well-studied barrier to ergodicity in quantum many-body
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systems conceptually similar to quantum many-body scars [9, 34]. The mechanism underlying
Hilbert space fragmentation has been recently mathematically characterized [25], and we review
this mathematical characterization here.

Suppose for each system size L we can define a set of Hamiltonians S acting on a Hilbert
space H such that S has the following property: there exist a set of Hermitian local operators
hy,....hy, € L (H) with m = poly(L) where for any H € S,

H = i Cihi (1)
i=1

for some {c; € R}.Let A = (hy, ..., h,) be the associative algebra generated by these operators
under addition and matrix multiplication. Let C be the commutant algebra, consisting of all operators
in L(H) that commute with all elements of A. By the Von Neumann bicommutant theorem, we
know that A and C are each other’s centralizers, and we can decompose the Hilbert space as

A
H=PHD e HO, ®

A=1
where each H /{ﬂ) is an irreducible representation of A and each 7{;6) is an irreducible repre-

sentation of C. Let N) = dim (‘Hl(ﬂ)) , N = dim ('HA(C)). In this decomposition, each 7{/{‘7{) is

a Krylov subspace of the system, preserved by the action of Hamiltonians constructed from the
generators hy, ..., hy,. Each of these subspaces has N; degenerate copies. The representation in H
of any operator A € A can be written (in a slight abuse of notation identifying the operator with
its representation) in the form

A
A
A=(PHAteldy,. 3)
=1
That is, any such operator acts as the identity on the “multiplicity labels” in 7‘(/1(0), meaning that it
acts identically on each of the N] degenerate Krylov subspaces isomorphic to 7{/{31).

The phenomenon of Hilbert space fragmentation is said to occur when the total number of
Krylov subspaces, >, N}, is exponential in the system size L [26]. We are interested in the stronger
condition where the dimension of A is polynomial in the system size. If a system does not have
this property, we may be able to restrict to a subspace that does: we pick A’ as a function of L to be
such that

A/
N = Z N; = poly(L). 4)
A=1
Note that this A’ may be a constant or it may be equal to A depending on the system in question
and the degree of degeneracy in the Krylov subspaces. Now, we can define the space

A/
H =P H™ e 1. (5)
A=1

The representation in H’ of any operator A € A can then be written as

N
A:@A’%@Idm. (6)
A=1

In analogy with the terminology for permutation-invariant quantum systems [7], we can con-
struct the Schur basis for H’ as the set of states |A, qa, pa) = |4, q1) ® |4, pa) such that the states
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Fig. 1. Diagram of the QNN training process. We are given a dataset of Schur basis states and randomly
sample a QNN ansatz architecture and an initial vector of parameters. We then compile the QNN into a
quantum circuit and repeatedly run on the input states to estimate the gradient of the loss function, which is
then used to adjust the parameters.

|4, g») form an orthonormal basis for 7—(/1(“@() and the states |A, p,) form an orthonormal basis for

(©)
HO).

1.2 The Classification Task

Given a quantum state that is a basis state promised to be in the Schur basis, we would like to
perform some kind of quantum measurement to determine which state exactly it is, ignoring the
degeneracy. In some special settings—such as when the system is permutation invariant, and one is
interested in the associated Schur basis of that Krylov decomposition—this can be done efficiently
using a quantum algorithm known as the Schur transform [7]. However, generally, we know only
the generators hy, . . ., hy,. Instead, we hope in effect to learn the Schur transform associated with
S, assuming we are also given copies of Schur basis states |1, g3, p1). Specifically, we want to learn
a transformation U such that

Tror [U(I4, g1 p2) (A g2 2l © [0)ODU] = [4,92)(A, il ™)

Here, we have added an ancillary register of n, qubits with Hilbert space of dimension N, = 2"« and
initialized it in the computational basis state |0). The unitary U will be implemented as a quantum
circuit that should write a bitstring label A, g, to this ancillary register in the computational basis.
Note that here we are ambivalent to the multiplicity label p;; there are exponentially many such
labels, and we cannot hope to learn them efficiently. Instead, we also require that our network
generalizes its classification of any |4, g, pa) given training examples of |A, qr pi) for p) not
necessarily equal to p}.

We implement this unitary as a QNN ansatz built from matrix exponentials of Hamiltonians
constructed from the given generators hy, . . ., h,,, parameterized by 6 € R?. The training process
is shown in Figure 1. We use gradient descent to find optimal values of the parameters to minimize
the loss function:

M
(0) = 32 ) (xIU(0)0,U(0) |x), ®)
x=1

where each |x) is of the form |A, g, p1) ® |0) and the corresponding objective observable is

Oy = —Idgr ®|A,qa)(A, qal. )
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1.3 Classical Hardness

While there exist classical techniques for performing Lie-algebraic simulations in situations where
the dimension of a system’s dynamical Lie algebra grows polynomially with the system size [16],
these techniques are not applicable to the problem posed above. This is because we are not given a
full description of the algebraic structure of the system. Furthermore, there is no known method
to efficiently learn this structure in general, even with a quantum computer. For instance, one
might hope to estimate expectation values of algebra elements with respect to basis elements of
the algebra. However, even if the h; have a sparse representation—say, they are given as sparse
Pauli decompositions—it is not necessarily the case that products of poly(L) of them are sparse,
and therefore in general there is no way to efficiently measure these coefficients on a quantum
computer. In other words, we are not promised that there exists a basis of the algebra that is sparse
in the quantum representation. Classical algorithms for simulating symmetric quantum systems,
such as in Anschuetz et al. [3], also cannot be applied to this problem, since the symmetry group
corresponding to permutations of the degenerate Krylov subspaces is not initially known and
difficult to compute from just the set of generators. As we demonstrate that this problem can be
efficiently solved using quantum neural networks, this establishes one of the few known settings
(outside of sampling-based tasks [19]) where a quantum machine learning task has no known
dequantization.

1.4 Trainability Conditions

To formally prove that QNNs can efficiently solve this problem, we need to demonstrate the two
main conditions needed for a QNN to be efficiently trainable. The following are standard criteria of
ONN trainability in the literature [2]:

(1) The absence of barren plateaus. In the asymptotic limit of large system size, the distribu-
tion of the loss landscape over the random initialization of the QNN architecture converges
to one where the derivatives only decay polynomially with the system size, thus allowing
the gradient to be efficiently estimated on a quantum computer in polynomial time. We
formally prove this in Theorem 2.

(2) The absence of poor local minima. When the number of parameters p is sufficiently
high, the loss landscape enters an overparameterized regime where all spurious local minima
disappear, and the only remaining minima are degenerate, existing on some submanifold of
the parameter space. We follow the approach of Larocca et al. [22] and show the Hessian is
not full-rank in order to demonstrate a lack of poor local minima. The value of p needed
for this to occur is only polynomially large in the system size, making the QNN in the
overparameterized phase efficiently implementable on a quantum computer. We formally
prove this in Theorem 3.

2 The QNN Ansatz Construction
Suppose that we have a dataset
D= {(|x>,ox)}xe[M]s (10)

of size M < N where each |x) is of the form |4, g), p2) ® |0), and the corresponding Oy is of the
form

O, = —Idgr ®|A,q2){A. qal, (11)

where A, g, are bitstring representations of A, g; on the ancillary register of n, = |—log2 M] qubits.
We assume we are given at least one example x with a given A, q; pair, though we will later see (in
Theorem 1) that we do not require an example for each p,. Let N, = 2"« be the dimension of the
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Hilbert space of the ancillary register. Let

A
H' =H & C¥ = (P #; o 17, (12)
A=1
where we define 7—(; = 7‘(/1(}[) ® CNa_ of dimension N} = N)N,.
Now, we construct a randomized QNN ansatz parameterized by 8 = (01,...,0,) € R? as follows:
P
U = eH (1_[ e_th"eiAg"eth") e HHY (13)
i=1
where we select 1, ..., 15,1, t" iid. uniformly from [0, T] for some fixed T, we let H be a Hamil-
tonian on the system and the ancillary register:
m Ng
H= (Z cih;| ® Z iy + c},yajy + c;-’za]?) , (14)
i=1 j=1

and we let A be a local operator which we assume without loss of generality is positive semidefinite
to simplify our analysis—if it is not, we just add a sufficiently large multiple of the identity to
h ® IdNu-

We assume that coefficients in Equation (14) are chosen such that the Hamiltonian obeys the
full Eigenstate Thermalization Hypothesis (ETH) [14] in each Krylov subspace, which we assume is
possible. The full ETH is an ansatz for higher-order time-averaged correlation functions of local
observables, and has been shown to imply a quantitative scrambling behavior [13]. More formally,
we assume the following [13, Eq. (5)]:

Hypothesis 1 (Full ETH, free cumulant definition [13, Eq. (5)]). We say a sequence of Hamiltonians
H describing a size-L system and acting on an N-dimensional Hilbert space obeys the full ETH
if the following is true. For any k, there exists some t; = O (poly(L, k)) such that choosing ¢
uniformly from [0, #;] and defining the free cumulant k,; with respect to this distribution, for any
local operators A; (t) time-evolved under H and any local operators B;:

Kok [Al (t) ,Bl, AZ (t) 5 B2, s >Ak (t) >Bk] =0 (1/N) . (15)
Observe that we can block-diagonalize all operators in Equation (13), writing them as a sum

over the irreducible representations (algebraic sectors) of A. We identify the operators with their
representations in H*:

w
u(o) =P uo), (16)
A=1
where ,
) _ (HY l_[e—iH*tieiA*e,»eiHM,» emiHM 17)
i=1
Define the loss function
1 4 14
00)=— » £(6)=— U(0)0,U(0)" |x). 18
“M;()M;(’f'() (0)" |x) (18)

We can also decompose this by sector. Note that since each input state is restricted to one of the
sectors, we can write
A My AN My

(0) =2 O =1 3 > IUHO0MUO) ). (19)

A=1 x=1 A=1 x=1
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Note that the indexing of x is separate for each A, so we have slightly abused notation here and are
letting each x in the above equation corresponds to some q;, where M, is the number of dataset
entries in the A block.

We initially randomly choose the QNN ansatz by sampling t1,.. ., t,, t’,t"" and choosing the
Hamiltonian H. Then, these become fixed, and only the parameterized parts of the form e*4% will be
changed during training as we adjust the parameters ;. To analyze the gradient of the loss function,
we will consider its distribution at any particular value of 6 over the random choice of the QNN
ansatz. We perform a sequence of reductions, first reducing the distribution to the case where we
only have to consider 6 = 0 and then writing the loss derivatives in terms of Gaussian-distributed
random variables in the asymptotic limit, allowing us to prove the result about the variance of the
gradient.

3 Formal Proofs of the Main Results

First, we establish the prior claim that indeed the training of our QNN ansatz does not require a
data set of Schur basis states over all multiplicity labels.

THEOREM 1. If our dataset D contains an instance |A, g, pa) for each choice of A and q,, then if we
take the (exponential-size) dataset D' = {|A, q3, pa)} ) q, p, consisting of every Schur basis state, the

loss £qy () with respect to that dataset is upper-bounded as £p(0) < max;_, ££(6).

Proor. This follows from the fact that every layer of the QNN is constructed from matrix
exponentials of elements of A. Thus, conjugating by U(0) will act in the same way on each
degenerate Krylov subspace, which means that the loss contribution from the new datapoints for a
given A, q; will be exactly the same as that for the point in the original dataset. So, we can write

1 ¥ &G max; , £2(0) X
A X A
to(0) = 7 PRIPNACE —or D INjM, < max ££(6). (20)
A=1 x=1 A=1 ?
[m]
Now, we want to analyze the derivatives of this loss function.
LEmMMA 1. At 0 =0, we have that
i X4 A A A A A A
aif(e)‘e — MZZ <x| elH t [e—lH tiA/lelH ti’ e—lH t O;lcelH t e—lH t |x> (21)
=0
A=1 x=1
PRrROOF.
9 MM
A ArghA
2 t(0) =+ Z 75, FIUHOOUHO)" ) =
! /1 1 x=1
i LR A P ,1 A Ay ! A A A A
— ZZ <x| iH"t (l_[ ele t] 0;A ) ele t O/l iH (l—l e*lH tje—GjA elH t]-) e*lH t |x> —
M= j=1 j=p
i LR P A A 8ij A A A ! A A A A
. . . ij oo ) ) ’ : ’ —j . —0 i . —i "
_ MZZ ( (l—[elH t]eGJA (A/l) elH t])e iH tO;}e‘H t (l_[e iH tJe 0;A elH IJ)e iH " _
A=1 x=1 j=1 Jj=p
» 1 5
_piHM” (1_[ eiHMJ-eejAﬂeiH"tj) e—iH’lt’OieiHAt’ (1—[ e miH 1] =0, A" (AA) by eiH”tj) eiHM") Ix) .
Jj=1 Jj=p

(22)
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At 6 = 0, this simplifies to

. N My
] _ iHt” | —iH*t; 2 A iH? ti —lle’ A _iHA¢ —IH/1
a,((0)|0:0—— E E (x| e [ Ale Oe [x) . (23)

A=1 x=1

Now, we want to analyze the distribution of the gradient of the loss function. To do this, we
consider joint distributions of individual terms that contribute to the expression for the gradient.

LEmMA 2. Consider a set of nonnegative integers {kj i1, kixiz : A € [A'],x € My, i € [p]}. Let

AN My

p
k= Z (krxin + Kaxiz) - (24)

A=1 x=1 i=1

Let H be a Hamiltonian satisfying the full Eigenstate Thermalization Hypothesis (Hypothesis 1). Then,
there exists some T = poly(L, k) such that

x=1 i=1

A M P _iEHA CHA Y —iH M 0 iH M —iHAM ~d iHA | A
anTr (e ! [x) (x| T e A e T O et )
o 'L((OT)A 1

—iHAt” iHAM" —iHM AL iHM —iH MG g1 iH M kzx,iz _
Tr (e [x){x|e e Ole e Ae
4 =

: (25)
AN My p N .
~ O o) [1TTT T (9720 xlg™* g} A%} g2 02 g™)
g "~Haar A=1 x=1 i=1
1A AT _IAAA AT /1 At kax,i2
Tr (g7 x) (xlg g0k M gt A gl )
where
Noi = m/lin N;. (26)

Here, the Haar-random distribution is over the unitaries with the block-diagonal structure of the Krylov
subspaces: equivalently, each g?, g'*, g""* is chosen to be Haar-random in each of the sectors.

Proor. We can justify the above claim using generally accepted physical assumptions as follows.
Arguing similarly to Appendix C of Fava et al. [13], if we assume Hypothesis 1, we can say that for
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a sufficiently large time T,
I MA

ki
i A SEyA gy sHA . _igA s SEgA 47 X, 1,1
| | | | | |T ( iH t |x)(x|e1H t e iH t,AlelH t,e iH tOielH t)

t/[” (L[(OT)A 1 x=1 i=1

k .
_iHA N s 7 W) sTpAsr _ixrAs iy | Axi2
Tr(e A |y (| el H o miH toielH v miH i g iH t,)

N My p kax.i
A + A A A gt A gt Ax,i,1
— l_[ O(I/N)T) +l_[l_[ ) [TI’( —iH*t” |x)(x|e'H —1H t,A/l iH t,e—lH toxl iHt )]
1
A=1 x=1 i=1 Pt~ fu(OT)
A sy gt sEyA g sEgA srgA g, srgA g, k)t,x,i,2
i A]Etp [TI‘ (e—lH t |x)(x|elH t e—lH t O;\(elH t e—lH tlAAelH tl)] —
t' " ~U(0,T)
A M P SxyA gt SxyA g sy sy Sy 4 s Kax,it
_O(l/ mln)+l_[l_[1_[ . [TI‘ (e—lH t |X><X|€1H t e—lH tiA/lelH tie—lH tOielH t)] ’
/llxlllt/ '}‘L((OT)
SEgA SEyA SEyA S Ay srgA g, kl,x,i,Z
, .],Etp [Tr (e—lH ) (x| H g HE O;\CelH V o=iH 't pA ,iH tl):l .
t' " ~U(0,T)
(27)
Now, using the results of Fava et al. [13], we can write
R % . T R Y ) .
i Et Tr (e—lH t |x><x|e1H t ele tlA/lelH tle iH*t Oie'H t ) _ (N*)z Tr(A/l) TI'(O )
ERRESY p)
't ~U(0,T)
(28)
Now, when we replace the time evolution with the Haar-random unitaries, by free independence
in the asymptotic limit [36] we will get the same result as above up to an O(1/N*. ) error. ]
y p g p min
LEMMA 3. We can approximate, at any value of 6,
it} (8) ~ (x| g | gl A'g}, g70%g™ | " Ix), (29)

wheregy,....9,.9'.g"" ~ Haar up to an o(1) error the Lévy-Prokhorov metric (Definition 1), if we
choose a sufficiently large T. Furthermore, this approximation is valid for the joint distribution of any
two gradient contributions aif,é(e) and aj{’;/ (0): their joint distribution can be approximated up to an
0(1) Lévy-Prokhorov error by replacing the Hamiltonian time evolution with Haar-random matrices.

Proor. Consider the joint distribution p of the terms in the expression for the 9;£} for 6 = 0, as
in Lemma 1, considering the commutator expression as two separate terms. The terms are of the
form

sEA g _sppAs A A SpA s _spgAr
<x| elH t e—lH tLAAelH t‘e iH"t OielH t e iH 't |x> (30)
and

spgA s pgA e sEgA s pgAdg, s .
1Hte iH toielHte iH t,A/lelH t,e

S (31)
and there are d = 2 of these terms, so the distribution is in R%. We can also consider the joint
distribution of the terms contributing to both 8,-(’)’}(0) and o jt’i}/ (0), in which case the distribution
will be in R*. Similarly, let q be the joint distribution of the same terms, but with the time-evolved
Hamiltonian replaced with the Haar-random matrices g;, g » g’,g”’. Now, from Lemma 2, we know
that we can pick T = poly(L, k) such that mixed moments of order k of the distributions p and

(x| e
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q differ by an additive error of e = 1/N; for any fixed. The random variables corresponding to
the terms are bounded, and thus they are subgaussian [35] and thus their moments of order k are

k
upper bounded by (C \/E) for some constant C independent of k. Now, applying Lemma 9 gives us

that the distribution p converges to q up to an error of

(log log Nmin ~ logk
+
log Nmin \/E

in the Lévy-Prokhorov metric (note that the y term is subleading). Now, consider taking a general
value of 6. Then, each of the terms becomes conjugated by some unitary matrix (see Lemma 1). By
the unitary invariance property of the Haar ensemble, the mixed moments of the distribution g
remain the same, which means that it approximates the joint distribution of the derivative terms at
any value of 6. since the Lévy-Prokhorov distance is preserved under the linear transformation of
summing the terms to form the commutator expressions and is only reduced when dividing by the
factor of M, the proof is complete. O

=0(1) (32)

LEMMA 4. We can approximate, at any value of 0,
i

2
MN;

A 7Ll YRV EWE BN P Rt 2
aEH0) ~ —— (x| g |51 4%5]", 570%™ | g 1), (33)
where gf cees gj,, g’ﬂ have i.i.d. standard Gaussian entries, up to an o(1) error in the Lévy-Prokhorov
metric, and the same approximation is valid for the joint distribution of any two loss contributions
3;t}(0) and 3jt’§’ (0). From these results, we incur an additional error of

O( “fV—N) &)

Proor. We first perform the reduction to Haar-random matrices as in Lemma 3. Now, we can
proceed similarly to Lemma 27 of Anschuetz [2], based on the results of Jiang [20]. o

We know by construction that A is positive semidefinite. We can diagonalize it, writing each
block as
N;
A A
A (35)
p=1
Now, we want to perform an additional reduction to replace A with a semi-isotropic A, which we
define as:

~ A rﬁ
A =TS (36)
L=
where
»_ Tr(AY)?
ry = —Tr((A’l)Z)' (37)

That is, we want to replace A* with a matrix all of whose nonzero eigenvalues are the same,
preserving the average eigenvalue of A%,
Observe that

Tr (AA) ~Tr (A’l) (38)
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and

A
e (') = TS Sneaye. (9)
A

LEMMA 5. Replacing A with A, we can write

al[)?(e) > ii;i = MN*Z <x| g///H’ [ A g?u, g /lo/lg/M' 1A |x>, (40)

up to an o(1) error in the Lévy-Prokhorov metric. The same is true for joint distributions of two
derivative contributions as before.

ProoF. Consider each of the terms contributing to the gradient as previously. Replace each A

) ~ A .
term with A* — A", so we have terms like

S A\ At~y ~ 1A

v (il (47 - 2 970t ™ ko (@)

and
’ ’ ~A\ .

v 970kl (40 - &) gl o 42)

All these terms are of the form
1 ~A +
I} = Tr (MAX) (A* _A )X* ) (43)
k %2 kKt k k >
MN; (

where each Xi has i.i.d. Gaussian entries but the X£ are not necessarily independent from each
other. We can write

N
Uoa(at_ aM\ xdf = L NV A A el

MN*ZX/C (A —A )Xk = MN*Z Z(ai - ai)lxk3i><xk’i|; (44)

where the a a}L are the eigenvalues of A%, A" innon- increasing order and ‘ > is the ith column of

Xé in the basis in which A* is diagonal. Now, for any normalized vector |i/), observe that <x,’ll‘¢>

is gamma-distributed since it is a sum of squared Gaussian random variables. Then, by the version
of Bernstein’s inequality found in Vershynin [35], we have that

o
1 G _ 2
v 2 = (SR E
A=l

Pr
(45)
2 € €?
<2exp |—cMN;" min " STV
max; |a - a | VN > (ai — ai)
for some constant ¢ > 0. Now, observe that
1 1\2 1 ~\2
Z(a?—a?) = Tr (AA—A) =
MN;? 4 MN;?
(46)

— o | (1) (K - - A = () - e ().

%2
MNj; i
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Now, since
r}
aahy _ Tr(AY) <&, Tr((ah?) 3
Te (A*A") = =3 Z:;“ S TUR (Tr(a") - Nja m) (47)
we must have that
1 A A 2 2 Tr((AA) )
ar—-a') < ———"—" 7 “Nila =o0(1 48
MN;ZZ(I l) MN/,{Z T(A/l) )LrA () ( )

which holds since A is a local operator and its eigenvalues do not depend on the system size. We
also have that R
2
max‘cl;1 - d?| =0 (a? - ’LAA))a A ] =0(1). (49)
i Tr(A")
Now, we can just apply the union bound on all terms (of which there at most 4 since we are
considering the joint distribution of at most 2 contributions) to say that

Pr|3Ak: L2 > | < 8exp [-cMN;Z min(e, €?)], (50)

min

Now, to solve for the Ky Fan metric (which upper-bounds the Lévy-Prokhorov metric), we need to
find an upper bound on

inf{e > 0:Pr[INk: L} > €| <e}. (51)
For the case where € < €2, equality occurs when
8exp (~cMN2 €) = (52)
€ exp (cMNmme) = (53)
cMN% eexp (cMN2 €) = MN;ﬁn (54)
cMN'2 e = W(8¢MN;2 ), (55)

where W is the Lambert W function. Since it is upper-bounded by the logarithm, an upper bound
for the Ky Fan metric is

cMN}% € < log(8cMN;Z )

min
log(8cMN;Z) (log(MNmin) ) (56)
T cMNZ MNZ ]
When €? < € (when € < 1), equality occurs when
8exp (—cMN'2 &) = ¢ (57)
cMN2 € = W(8cMNZ e), (58)
so the upper bound for the Ky Fan metric (and thus the Lévy-Prokhorov metric) is
cMN?% €* <log(8cMN:2 ¢) < log(8cMN:2 ) (59)
e:O(%é\fnm)) =0(1). (60)
Since € < 1 for large enough system sizes, this is the correct asymptotic bound. O

Now that we have performed these reductions, we can, up to a vanishing error in Lévy-Prokhorov
metric, approximate the distribution of the gradient of the loss function as some V¢.
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THEOREM 2.

2] & 2My (N, - 1) Tr((AM2)p 1
s[[7e] - &, R < o )

Proor. We know by the reductions above that the contribution to the derivative with respect to
0; from entry x in sector A can be approximated as

oA
. =
ot MN*2

17 /1'* T ~1/ ~1/, ~17
(x| g |Gt A g, GOt g Ix) . (62)

By unitary invariance, we can replace gf with g’{z;? while maintaining the same probability
distribution. But now, since

~7 ’ ~7 , ~7 ~A ’ ’ ’ ~/ ~ AT ~/
§'gIAg g™, g0k ™| = 9751 g 0kg M -5 0kgt A gl g = g gt A"gl", o%] g™,

(63)
we can absorb g’ into g’* and write

A M‘ A 1At _

t’x;i—MNZ(ng [ O]g |x) =
(64)

i Tr((AA) ) /A [ M AA] =i
x o ] x
= VN Al ;< FEArAMIEAS )

Now, we can take a matrix X” of dimension NI X (M +pr ) with i.i.d. Gaussian entries, such
that

X*x) = g™ |x) (65)
and
X i gy = g} |u) - (66)

Note that we are using {x} and {(i, u)} to label the M, + prj’l columns of X*.
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Now, we can write

s _ 1Tr((AY?)

AN THA 2 Z< | XM X, )i, XM, O] X7 ) =

r}L
- T S ((af XX ) Gl XPTORX ) = Gl XVTORX ) 1] XX 39) =
MN;Z Tr(AA-) Il:l ) > X X > )

B iTr((AA)Z) & A0 . Ax _ AX ;s . A _
= T ne ATy (G W )= W ) 1) =

I My+1
iTr((AY%) X ( A ) A A
= el WR L ) Gy pl W [x) = (e Wi ) G, IW’yIX>)=
MN;? Tr(A") HZ_; yz_; HIA K HIAL R
A
A My+1
iTr((Aah?) ¢ A "
= (=2i) Tm (e WA i, ) G, gl W 1)) =
MN*ZTr(Aﬂ) ; Z{ HrALH
2T &
tm (e W 1) G gl W 1))
MN*ZTr(AA) ; ~ HIALH
(67)
Here, we define WA* = X*T 02 X” for 1 < x < My, and we define
M)
WAMHL _ A _ ZW/Lx (68)
x=1

and W = X4 x4,
Now, we can write this in terms of the entries of X** which we take to be an ry X (M; + prﬁ)
submatrix of X. Here for 1 < x < M) we have r, = rank(O ) = Ny, and rag,+1 = Ny — MaNy.

ry .
Ay * Ay
( ) (lu) (Xk,(i,y)) Xk,x)‘ (69)
J=1 k=1

g zTr((Aﬂ) )
fx;i - N*ZT (AA) ZZ

p=1 y#x

Now, observe that for A # A or x # x’, we must have by a symmetry argument that
E[(xz)(fy/cll ] =0 (70)

since each term in the expansion of this will have a factor that is a Gaussian random variable
independent from the rest. Also recall that this is a valid approximation for the corresponding term
in the actual loss since we ensured in our reductions that the joint distribution of two contributions
such as this converges in distribution to our approximation.
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Now,
2 rh Nj+1 r 2
. ZTI‘((AA)Z) A NA x 3 )L
()] = (— i ($ () e, 3 i V] | -
; x A , k,
MN;? Tr(A%) Z‘ ; L\ Ji(ip) Z (i)
y#X
2 rh Ny+1 T 2

1 2Tr((A%)? 4, x

:5( 1;(2( )))L ZE (Xﬂx) Xl()i#)Z( k(tu)) /?5
MN Tr(A") g =
y#EX

(71)
Note that all cross terms in the above calculation get eliminated due to symmetry in the Gaussian
distributions of the unmatched matrix elements.
Now, observe that
[ 2

Tx « ry .
Ax Ax Ay Ay _
E Z (Xj’x) Xj»(i,li) (Xk,(i,,u)) Xk,x
|17=1 k=1
T'x 2 ry 2
_ Ax * Ax Ay * Ly _ 79
=B Z (Xf’x) Xiiw| B Z (Xk,(i,,u)) Xix (72)
LI j=1 k=1
= E JX ](1/,1)|l Z| k(ly)| | :rxry:N,lry.
Then, since
N+1
Z ry:N;[—N)L:NA(Na_l)’ (73)
y=1
Y#x
we have that
2Tr((A%)?) ,
£ = |l N, - 1)N? =
(6] = (MN*ZT(AA) rA(Na = 1)
(74)

2Tr((AY?)?2  Tr(A%)?

2(N, — 1) Tr((A%Y)?)

— 2:
TN T A Ty e MENaN;
Thus,
» PN M 2My (N, — 1) Tr((AY?)p 1
\Y = E i = E X3 B .
=[] - St - £ 2t - & BT 0 )
(75)
O

By proving Theorem 2, we have formally established one of the two main claims: the absence of
barren plateaus. Since the gradient of the loss function only scales inversely polynomially with L
and the quantum circuit for our QNN ansatz is polynomial-size, it is efficient to estimate gradients
on a quantum computer by performing repeated runs and measurements with varied parameters,
and thus gradient descent can be efficiently performed.

We now argue that the model enters the overparameterized regime, as in Larocca et al. [22], by
showing that the Hessian of the loss landscape stops being full-rank when the number of parameters
p is only polynomial in the system size.
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THEOREM 3. For some p = O(poly(L)), the Hessian matrix H at any value of 0 (where (i| H|j) =
0;9;¢(0)) does not have full rank.

Proor. We can write the second derivative of the loss function as:

AN M)
2i0;4(0) = — Zzae 5 (KIUHO0U(0)"[x) =
M,

x=1

k=1

1A iHA 5 CiHM e 0 At [ A\ i | CiEAe o iHAY : —iH t —0pA* iHMt
:_MZZ(ﬂe‘ ne' kg (A) e eT R OLe! nel kgl gk
A=1

k=p

P 5 ! 5;
_igA 2 ik ipyA CixgA sppA g T 7 A jk  prA
_ He iH 1y 01 A (A)L) oiH zk) oiH OielH ¢ l_[e iH 1) O A (A/'l) oiH 1
k=1 k=p

P

5;
_ipgA A jk  iprA
| |e iH 1y 01 A (A)L) H 1k

k=1

k=p

k=1 k:p

(76)
Now, for every i, let
i
Vi - 1_[ e—iH}LtkerAAeiHﬂtk.
k=1

Then, assuming i > j (without loss of generality, since 9;9;£(0) = 9;0;£(0)), we can rewrite the
above as follows:

(77)

N My

81815(0) ___ZZ( |€ ( —iH* t]A/l iH* t]V Ve —iH* t,AA iH” t,V V —iH* tO)L iH Mt VI
A=1 x=1

_iHt: iHA ¢ A sxrA g _appAy. .
_ Vl‘e iH"t; qﬂ.elH thije iH ¢t OielH t V;V]e iH [jAAelH th;_
_iHt; iH At iy N Tz -
~Vie iH t; AA iH t]V;Vpe iH*t OielH t V;,V,-e iH; g2 iH t,VlT+

N R A, R A, _— A
+Vp€ iH tOielH tV;Vl_e iH t,A/\elH t’VjVje iH t_,AAelH t-’V;)e iH"¢t |x> —

/1: x=1

(78)
Now, analogously to Theorem 2, we let X* be a matrix of dimension N x (My + pNj) (note that
we are no longer doing the semi-isotropic reduction on A) such that:

XA [x) = e H | (79)

and
X i, py = Vie H |y (80)

~ A . , . , ~ A .
Let O, = Vpe“HAt O;}e‘HAt VI,, W’ = XA XA and WA* = X’”OXXA. Then, we can write:

1
S5;
iy 2 7 sy 4 _igAh _ A ik .prA
elHtOielHt ||elHtke O A (AA) GH | 4

P 1 s
g A prA e — CiHAr g AA ik+0jk o2 _iHA
+ | |elH tic O A iH tk)elHtOielHt | |elH tic o= O A (A’l) piH 1 || p-iH

x).

A M,
A _iEAr P _iE A R Ay A A
ZZ xlelH t [Vje iH tJAxlelH tJV}, Vie iH tlAlelH th£’ Vpe iH tOielH tV}LH e iH ¢t |x>
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N M, N* N*

00,0(0) =~ 373" ST b (e XM [XP i) Gl XX G X408 | 1) =

A=1 x=1 p=1 v=1
AN A i N ol WA L S (i Ax
=-= aha (I W17, v) G AW i) Gl WP ) =

= W 1J,v) v W i o) Gl WP )
= (el Wl ) G W 1) Gor WP 1) +
+ CIW i) G W) Gl W 1)) =

al Re (Gl W1 o) G p W 1) (v WP [x) -

2w
M=
Ng
M-

= Gl WA [ ) Gl WP, ) Gl WP 1)) =

A A
2 A A A1V, 1yx A,V AV, 208 ALV
== D alalRe Sy < gl ),
A=1 x=1 p=1 v=1
(81)
where
A X, . .
WY = G WA |, ) (82)
A,
W = G p W v) (83)
A, 1
slj”” = (el Wi, ) G vl WP ) (84)
A, 2
Sy = (WA Ly o v| W [x) (85)
So, we can write the Hessian as
AN My N NA
Z Z al)lka/ll/ Re (S/l,x,,u,v,l 1) Wﬂ,x,y,v _ S)L,x,,u,v,Z o) Wﬂ,y,v) ) (86)
/1 1 x=1 p=1 v=1
Now, we know that
rank(WA*#") < rank(W**") < rank(W*) < Nj. (87)

Additionally, it is clear that $»*#%! and §**"2 both have rank 1: their entries are products of
a term only depending on i and a term only depending on j, so they can be written as outer
products of two vectors. Now, it is known that the rank of a Hadamard product of two matrices is
upper-bounded by the product of their ranks, which means that

N My Th Th N
rank A < ' DaNy = > 2My(N})® < 2MN"* = 2MNEN®, (89)
A=1 x=1 p=1 v=1 A=1

Thus, if we choose p > rank(I:I ), it must be the case that H , which is a p X p matrix, does not have
full rank. m]
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4 Numerical Results

We numerically verify our predicted loss landscape properties for a QNN constructed using the
Temperley—-Lieb model, a canonical example of Hilbert space fragmentation where the algebra is
known and thus the dynamics are exactly solvable [26]. The local terms generating the family of
Hamiltonians are projectors of the form

[00)¢00] + |00) (11| + [11)€00| + |11)(11] (89)
on adjacent qubits. The simulations were ran on a 4-qubit system using the dataset
{lyele*)el1)y, |o*)e|o*)} (90)
and on an 8-qubit system using the dataset
{|o*) ® |010101)}, (91)
where
|o*) = %(mo) +]11)). (92)

The simulations were performed using the qutip library in Python. Several optimizations, such
as a precomputing a table of matrix exponentials, were introduced to make the simulation faster.
However, since our simulations were performed using exact diagonalization, our methods become
impractically long for larger system sizes. As this is a special case where the algebra is known
a priori, we hope to strengthen our simulations of the performance of this neural network in
the future through the use of existing classical simulation algorithms for symmetric quantum
systems [3, 11, 16]. That said, even at small system sizes our results—reported in Figure 2 and
Figure 3—support the correctness of the QNN construction and illustrate the phenomenon of the
overparameterized regime: there exists a number of parameters for which the QNN will almost
always reach the global optimum loss during training.

0.81
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Loss

0.21

0.01

—— 1 parameter
5 parameters
10 parameters
20 parameters

—— 40 parameters

25 50 75 100 125
Epoch

@)

150 175 200

0.8
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0.54

0.34

0.24

0.14

0.04

—— 1 parameter
5 parameters
10 parameters
20 parameters

—— 40 parameters

25

75

100
Epoch
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Fig. 2. Training curves for QNN models with 1, 5, 10, 20, and 40 parameters on the 4-qubit Temperley-Lieb
dataset (a) and the 8-qubit Temperley-Lieb dataset (b). For each number of parameters, 10 QNNs were
randomly initialized and trained for 200 epochs with a learning rate of 0.1. Training was stopped if the loss
was decaying slower than 5% every 5 epochs or if it reached less than 0.01. The faded lines show the individual
training curves, and the solid lines show their averages. For these diagrams, the loss value is adjusted to scale
from 0 to 1 instead of from —1 to 0.
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Fig. 3. Distribution of local minima reached during training for the 4-qubit Temperley-Lieb dataset. For this
plot, 1000 QNNs were randomly initialized for each number of parameters and trained for 200 epochs with a
learning rate of 0.1. The data plotted on the x-axis is the final loss achieved during training. Since we can
assume that during gradient descent the parameters converge to the “closest” local minimum, this is a proxy
for the distribution of the local minima of the loss landscape. We can see that with 15 parameters, the QNN
enters the overparameterized regime since the distribution of minima becomes peaked at zero.

5 Conclusion

In this work, we have demonstrated a physically-motivated problem setting where 1) quantum
neural networks efficiently solve the problem and 2) there are no known existing classical algorithms
for simulating these networks, despite the substantial recent progress in classical simulation methods
for this task [3, 11, 16]. At a high level, this followed by finding a setting where the quantum network
was able to take advantage of algebraic structure present in the problem, but for which this structure
is not given a convenient classical description for a classical simulator to take advantage of. We
invite others to test our results by attempting to develop classical simulation methods in this more
restricted setting, as empirical tests of the tractability of this task has implications for not only the
potential utility of the algorithm presented here, but also more generally for determining unknown
algebraic properties of symmetric quantum systems.

The problem we presented as a showcase for our QNN construction is physically motivated,
and we hope may be of practical interest: as physicists study new quantum systems exhibiting
fragmentation, they might construct a physical source of some known states to act as the training set
and analyze these states using a quantum computer on which the QNN training can be performed.
Then, when the optimal QNN parameters are known, the resulting quantum circuit can be used to
classify new quantum states and identify them as copies of ones previously observed in a different
degenerate subspace of the Hilbert space. This can help physicists better understand the properties
and structure of fragmented physical systems.

While we examine one specific setting with this property, we believe this strategy for finding
physically-motivated problems for quantum learning algorithms can be more generally leveraged.
We hope this work motivates future studies of settings where quantum neural networks can take
advantage of symmetries that are intractable to compute classically.
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Appendices
A Details on the Lévy-Prokhorov Metric and Error Bounds

Definition 1 (Lévy-Prokhorov Metric). Consider two probability measures F, G over R?, we define
the Lévy-Prokhorov distance between F and G relative to a norm ||-|| on R? as

7(F,G) =inf{e > 0: F(A) < G(A®) +e V A}, (93)
where A ranges over the Borel sets in R? and A€ is an e-neighborhood of A in the given norm.
LEmmA 6. n(F,G) = n(G, F).
Proor. Suppose that for all Borel sets A, we have F(A) < G(A€) + €. Then,
F(A®) < G((A9)®) +e. (94)

For € > 0, define A™€ to be the set of all points x such that the open e-ball centered at x is contained
in A. Then, observe that

(A9)¢ = (A9, (95)
which means that we can write
1-F(A) <1-G(A™ ) +e¢ (96)
G(A™®) < F(A) +¢€ (97)
Now, since for all A, we have A C (A€) ™€, so we can substitute
G(A) < G((A°)™€) < F(A®) +e. (98)
Thus, 7(F,G) = n(G, F). O

Definition 2 (Convolution). If ¢, y are the probability densities of the distributions F, G, then the
probability density of the convolution F * G is defined to be

p(1) = /R Pyt - ) dx. (99)

Definition 3 (Characteristic Function). The characteristic function of a distribution F with density
¢ is defined as

£0) =BL] = [ gt ax (100)
R
where in the above X ~ F is a random variable.

LEMMA 7. Let F, G, and H be probability distributions on R, and let r > 0. Then, the following

inequality holds:
m(F,G) < n(F*H,G*H) +2max{r,H(||x|| > 1)}, (101)

Proor. Let X ~ F, Y ~ H be independent random variables. Let A, K C R?. We know that
(FxH)(A) =Pr[X+Y € A] >
Pr[X + k€ AVk e K|Pr[Y € K] >
Pr[IX+keAVkeK]|+Pr[YeK]-1=
=F({x:x+KCA})+HK) -1

v

(102)

v

Thus, letting K be the open ball of radius €, we have that
(F+H)(A®) > F(A) + H(||x]| <€) —1=F(A) — H(||x|| > ¢). (103)

Note that we use the shorthand notation H(||x|| < €) to mean H({x : ||x|| < €)}.
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Now, we can also argue that

(F+H)(A) =Pr[X+YeA] <

Pr[X e A—K]Pr[Y € K] +Pr[X ¢ A—K]Pr[Y € K°] < (104)
Pr[X € A—K] +Pr[Y € K°]| =F(A-K) + H(K).

IA

IA

This gives us the inequality
(F+H)(A) < F(A®) + H(||x]| = €). (105)

The same holds when replacing F with G. Now, if we let L = 7(F = H, G * H), then we must have
by the above and by the definition of the Lévy-Prokhorov metric that

F(A) < (F+*H)(A") +H(||x|]| > r) <
<(G+H)A™+H(|x|| >r)+L<

106
<GAY Y 4 2H(||Ix|| =) + L < (106)
< G(AL+2max{nHAxIZ0}y L o (||x|| > r) + L + 2max{r, H(||x|| > r)},
which proves that
n(F,G) < n(F+H,G*H) + 2max{r, H(||x|| > r)}. (107)
[m}

LEMMA 8. (This lemma is adapted from Lemma 2.2 of Berkes and Philipp [8], where we have filled
in several details). Let F and G be probability distributions on R? with characteristic functions f and
g, respectively. Then, for some sufficiently large T = O(d), we have that the Lévy-Prokhorov metric
relative to the Euclidean norm is bounded as

logT

d
m2(F,G) < (Z) / f@) = gl du + F({x: lxll, 2 T/2}) + 16d—=.  (108)
) Jull,<t

PRroOF. Let H be a distribution on R? with density v(x) and characteristic function h € L!. Let
F; =F«H and G; = G = H. Let ¢ and y be the probability densities of F; and Gy, respectively. Their
characteristic functions are fi = fh and g; = gh. Now, using the definition of convolution and
applying the inverse Fourier transform, we have
e ) = ) da

R4

lo(x) = y(x)| = (2m)~¢ <

< (2m)™ /Rd |(f (u) = g(w)] [h(w)| du < (109)

_d _
< (2) ( / 0w gl due2 /” . |h(u>|du),

where T is any real number. Then, for any Borel set B € R4,
Fi(B) = Gi(B) < Fi(BN {llx|l < T}) = Gi(BN {llx|l; < T}) + Fi([Ix[l; = T) <

< / lo(x) —y()ldx + F(llxll; = T/2) + H(|[x[l, 2 T/2) <
lIxll,<T

IA

T d
— u) —g(u))|du h(u)| du x|, > x|, > .
(”) (/|u||2<T|(f( ) —9(w))] +2/|u||2>7| (w) )+F(I| 2 = T/2) + H(||x]| >T/(j)lo)
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Since for all B
Fi(B) = G1(B) + (Fi(B) - Gi(B)) < Gy(B"P"G®)) 4 (F(B) - Gi(B)),  (111)
we have that
n(Fi,Gy) < |F1(B) = Gi(B)]. (112)
We also know from Lemma 7 that for any r > 0,
7(F,G) < n(F1,Gy) + 2max{r, H(||x||, = r)}. (113)

Now, if we choose r < T/2, we can put this together to get

T d
#(F.G) < (;) ( /” G =gl due /” L hw du) + "
+F(Ixlly > T/2) + 3 max{r, H(|ixll, > 1)}

Now, let o = 3d"/2T~'1og/? T and r = 5dT ' log T. Let H be a distribution with probability density
1 d
v(x) = (20%) "2 exp (_ﬁ ijz) . (115)

j=1
Then,

h(u) = /R ) e y(x) dx =

d

= (27a?) "/ 1_[ / Y5 dy =
1 Jr
j=1

d
1 (2291520 x— o2 4 5hy?
_ (2”0_2)—(1/2 | |‘/e—ﬁ(x —2ic*u;x—cuj+otuy) dx =
j=1 7R

‘ : (116)
= (2mo?)~? n/e_ﬁ(x‘iﬁzuj)z—%azuj dx =
j=1 R

d d
1 _ 1
=(27w'2)_d/zexp (——(72 E uf) (/e i dx) =
2" 4 R
L@
_ 2 2
= exp(—aa E uj).

=1

Note that we are able to remove the ioc%u; term in the exponent in the integrand, because the

integrand is an entire function and so its integral around a rectangle with one side on the real axis

and one side shifted by —io”u; must be zero. Since the the contribution of the other two sides of

the rectangle goes to zero, the value of the integral remains the same when moved to the real axis.
So now, we have that

d d
7(F,G) < (;) (/” et |(f(u) —g(u))|du + ZA ” >Texp (—%azzui) du) +F(||x|l, = T/2)+

j=1

d
1
+3 max r,(27mz)_d/2/ exp|-—— > u?|dut.
{ lull,>r 2"2; ’

J
(117)
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Now, observe that for any A,

/ 1
exp|—=
llull,>A 2

< (2”)d/ze—3A2/8E I:e%){fi] — (zﬂ)d/Ze_gAz/szd.

d
qu) du = (20)"? Pr[ ] > A*] = (2m) " Pr [e%xé > eg“‘z] <

j=1 (118)

Going back to our previous expression, we can substitute v; = ou; for the second integral and
vj = u;/o for the third, which gives us

T\ 2 1
w(r.6) < (1) ( [, =g U|>GTeXP(—§

d
1
+3max <7, (ZJT)_d/Z/ exp|—= > o?|dvp =
{ lo|zr/o 22 !

Jj=1

d
U?) dv) +F(|lx|l, = T/2)+
=1

J

d 2
- (I) (/ |(F(w) - g(w))| du + %(zn)d/ze—”zﬂz/f‘zd) + F(llxll, = T/2) + 3 max {r, eéézzd} .
llull,<T o

T
(119)
Now, since
3r?  325d°T?log’T _ 25dlogT (120)
802 8 9dT-2logT 24
so the second term in the maximum becomes
75 (121)
which becomes subleading to
5dlog T
=—°2 122
r T (122)
for large d. Also, we have that
d+1 d/2 .
%(zn)d/ze—STzaz/Szd — 27 (27[) / T—%d’ (123)

d
o (3d1/2T—1 log!/2 T)

which becomes subleading if T is sufficiently large. Increasing the coefficient for r by one to strictly
dominate the subleading terms, we arrive at the final expression:

16dlog T

- (124)

d
n(F,G>s(§) [, 10w =gl du sl = 7/2) +
]

COROLLARY 1. Let F and G be two distributions on R? with density functions ¢ and y and charac-
teristic functions f and g respectively. Assume that there exists some C such that

/ | >Cf(x) dx < p. (125)

Then, there exists a universal constant K such that for all T > maX(ZC\/E, Kd), we have that

16dlog T
bdoel

- (126)

d
n(F,G>s(Z) /“ 0w gl dus

T
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Proor. We need to convert from the Euclidean norm used in Lemma 8 to the infinity norm.
We know that |Ju||,, < [lull, < Vd ||ul|, so after performing that change, the claim immediately
follows. =

LEMMA 9. (This has been adapted from Corollary 38 of Anschuetz [2]). Let F, G be distributions
on R? with densities ¢,y and characteristic functions f, g. Assume that each moment of order k' < k
of F differs from that of G by an additive error of at most € > 0 and assume that all moments of
order k’ > k are bounded by (CVk’)*’ for some constant C. Let { > 0 be a sufficiently small constant.
Assume that

f(x)dx < p. (127)

Ax||m>2\lg min{% log(e‘l),g}

d>=o (min{ log(e™) vk }) . (128)

Also assume that

loglog(e~!)" logk
Then, the Lévy-Prokhorov distance is bounded by

d*loglog(e™!) d*logk )
n(F,G) =0 + + . 129
("9 ( log(e™?) i (129)
Proor. Let
o j1=7 1 Vk+1
T = min { 7 log(e™), 2eCd } . (130)

This, with the stated assumptions, satisfies the conditions for applying Corollary 1, which gives us
that

. dlogT
n(F,G) < O(T*) sup |f(u)—g(w)|+0 (O—g) +0(p). (131)
lullo<T T
Since
ar< Yt (132)
2eC
we can apply Lemma 37 of Anschuetz [2] to say that
sup |f(u) —g(w)] < sup |f(u) —g(u)] < eeT +217F < €& + 2171, (133)
lullw<T llull, <dT
We also have that
T = exp(2dlogT) = exp (o(min{log(e_l), \/E})) . (134)
So,
~ dlogT
O(T*) sup |f(u) - g(w)| + 0O ( ng ) <0 (e—1+§ + eVkr(1-h) logz) . (135)
lullw<T

Now, looking at the second term, we have that

dlogT) ( , . { d d }) (dzloglog(el) dzlogk)
(0] < O |dmin {loglog(e™"),logkj; max{ ———, — | < + .
( T e R bgle D vk
(136)
This second term dominates the first, which means that
d*loglog(e™!) d%logk
n(F,G) =O( + + ) (137)
log(e™1) vk

]
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