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Abstract
A unitary is semi-Clifford if it is a diagonal gate up to Clifford gates on each side. Every

gate in the third level of the Clifford hierarchy is semi-Clifford on at most three qubits (Zeng,
Chen and Chuang) and on four qubits (Anderson and Connelly), while a seven-qubit gate of
Gottesman and Mochon shows that the property fails in general; five and six qubits were open.
We prove that every third-level gate on at most six qubits is semi-Clifford, so seven is the
least number of qubits on which the third level contains a gate that is not semi-Clifford. More
precisely, every such gate equals C1D1 πDhD2C2 with Clifford gates C1, C2, diagonal Clifford
gates D1, D2, a single layer π of Toffoli gates whose control and target qubits are disjoint, and
a product Dh of T , controlled-S and doubly controlled-Z gates on the non-target qubits. The
only non-textbook published results the proof uses are the theorem of Beigi and Shor that
third-level gates are generalized semi-Clifford and an elementary factorization of Zeng, Chen
and Chuang. From these, the correspondence between abelian regular subgroups of the affine
group and nilpotent algebras shows that the permutation part is a single Toffoli layer whenever
n ≤ 6, because a nonzero triple product forces seven dimensions; an exact computation then
determines the admissible diagonal phases for each of the ten resulting classes. A standalone
verification program using only the Python standard library is included.

1 Introduction

Let Pn be the n-qubit Pauli group with arbitrary global phases, consisting of the operators
eiθP1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Pn with θ ∈ R and Pj ∈ {I,X, Y, Z}. The Clifford hierarchy of Gottesman and
Chuang [1] is defined by

C1(n) := Pn, Ck+1(n) := {U ∈ U(2n) : UPU † ∈ Ck(n) for every P ∈ Pn}, k ≥ 1, (1)

so that C2(n) is the Clifford group. A unitary is semi-Clifford if it can be written as CLDCR
with CL, CR ∈ C2(n) and D diagonal in the computational basis; we write SC(n) for the set of
such unitaries. Semi-Clifford gates can be implemented with a simpler teleportation circuit than
general hierarchy gates, which is why the relation between C3(n) and SC(n) has been studied since
Zeng, Chen and Chuang [2]. They proved that every gate of every level is semi-Clifford for n ≤ 2
and that C3(3) ⊆ SC(3), and they conjectured that every third-level gate is semi-Clifford. Beigi
and Shor [3] proved the weaker statement that every third-level gate is generalized semi-Clifford,
and reported in their Section 1.1 a seven-qubit gate of Gottesman and Mochon in C3(7) \ SC(7).
Anderson and Connelly [4] proved C3(4) ⊆ SC(4). The quantity

nmin := min{n ≥ 1 : C3(n) \ SC(n) ̸= ∅} (2)

was therefore known to lie in {5, 6, 7}; He, Robitaille and Tan [5] state explicitly that it is open
whether a third-level gate on five or six qubits can fail to be semi-Clifford. The question is recorded
as an open problem in [9], whose definitions (1)–(2) we follow.

1



Theorem 1. Let n ≤ 6 and U ∈ C3(n). There are Clifford gates C1, C2, diagonal Clifford
gates D1, D2, a partition of the qubits into control qubits C, target qubits T and idle qubits I, a
permutation gate πf : |xC, xT, xI⟩ 7→ |xC, xT +f(xC), xI⟩ whose components fτ are sums of products
of two control bits, and a diagonal gate Dh in the group generated by T , controlled-S and doubly
controlled-Z gates acting on C ∪ I, such that

U = C1D1 πfDhD2C2 = (C1D1HT)E (HTD2C2), E = diag
(
(−1)

∑
τ∈T xτfτ (xC))Dh, (3)

where HT is the product of Hadamard gates on T. In particular C3(n) ⊆ SC(n) for every n ≤ 6.

Corollary 2. nmin = 7.

Proof. Theorem 1 gives nmin ≥ 7. Proposition 17 exhibits a gate in C3(7) \ SC(7), so nmin ≤ 7;
this reproves the bound of Gottesman and Mochon [3, §1.1] without relying on it.

Outline. By the theorem of Beigi and Shor and a factorization of Zeng, Chen and Chuang, a
third-level gate is CLΠDCR with Π a permutation and D diagonal (Section 3). We observe that
every conjugate ΠXbΠ−1 is then an affine permutation, without needing Π itself to lie in the third
level. Permutations with this property correspond to commutative nilpotent algebra structures on
Fn2 with all squares zero; such an algebra has a nonzero triple product only if n ≥ 7 (Section 4).
Hence for n ≤ 6 the permutation is a single Toffoli layer up to affine maps, and the layers fall
into ten classes (Section 5). For each class we determine the group of admissible diagonal phases
exactly (Section 6); its structure yields the factorization (3) (Section 7). The computer-assisted
parts are an orbit census for one step of the classification and the sizes of the ten phase groups;
both are checked by the included program (Section 9).

2 Preliminaries

Computational basis states are |x⟩, x ∈ Fn2 , and XbZa|x⟩ = (−1)a·x|x + b⟩ for a, b ∈ Fn2 . For a
permutation s of Fn2 let Ps|x⟩ = |s(x)⟩, and let τb(x) = x + b. For a function θ : Fn2 → R let
Dθ = diag(eiθ(x)) and (∂bθ)(x) = θ(x+ b) − θ(x); then

DθX
bD†

θ = Xb diag
(
ei ∂bθ

)
. (4)

Write ω = eiπ/4. For λ : Fn2 → Z8 we write Dλ = diag(ωλ(x)); every such λ has a unique expansion
λ =

∑
S⊆[n] cSx

S with cS ∈ Z8 and xS =
∏
i∈S xi, the xi ∈ {0, 1} being read as integers. Replacing

xi by 1 − xi shows that the coefficient of xR in ∂eiλ is

cR∪{i} if i /∈ R, −2cR if i ∈ R. (5)

Lemma 3. (i) For k ∈ {2, 3}, Ck(n) is closed under left and right multiplication by Clifford gates,
and so is SC(n). A unitary U lies in C3(n) if and only if UXiU

†, UZiU
† ∈ C2(n) for i = 1, . . . , n.

(ii) If M = PsD
′ with D′ diagonal is a Clifford gate, then s is affine. Conversely Ps is a Clifford

gate for every affine bijection s. (iii) If Dθ is a Clifford gate, then θ(x) − θ(x′) ∈ π
2Z for all

x, x′. The diagonal Clifford gates with phases in ωZ8 are exactly the Dλ with λ ∈ Cliffn, where
Cliffn := {λ : cS = 0 (|S| ≥ 3), cS ∈ 4Z8 (|S| = 2), cS ∈ 2Z8 (|S| = 1)}.

Proof. (i) (CU)P (CU)† = C(UPU †)C† and (UC)P (UC)† = U(CPC†)U † with CPC† ∈ Pn; and
C2(n) is a group containing all global phases, so the images of products and phase multiples of
the generators Xi, Zi lie in C2(n) once the images of the generators do. (ii) MZaM † = PsZ

aP †
s =

diagy
(
(−1)a·s−1(y)), since D′ commutes with Za. This is a Pauli operator up to phase only if

y 7→ a · s−1(y) is affine; as this holds for every a, s−1 and hence s is affine. If s(x) = Lx + c,
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then PsX
bP †

s = XLb and PsZ
aP †

s is a Pauli operator. (iii) By (4), DθXjD
†
θ is a Pauli operator

up to phase iff ∂ejθ(y) − ∂ejθ(0) ∈ πZ for all y and y 7→ (∂ejθ(y) − ∂ejθ(0))/π is linear modulo 2.
In particular ∂ejθ(y) ≡ κj (mod π) with κj independent of y; since ∂ejθ(y + ej) = −∂ejθ(y) we
get 2κj ∈ πZ, so every single-bit phase difference, and hence every phase difference, lies in π

2Z.
For θ = π

4λ the condition reads: ∂ejλ− ∂ejλ(0) takes values in 4Z8 and is linear modulo 8 after
division by 4, for every j. By (5) this is equivalent to the stated conditions on the cS .

The following classification of third-level diagonal gates is the qubit, level-three case of the
characterization of Cui, Gottesman and Krishna [7]; we include the short proof because the
argument recurs below.

Lemma 4. A diagonal unitary Dθ lies in C3(n) if and only if, after removing a global phase,
θ = π

4λ with λ ∈ Cliffn +Hn, where Hn := ⟨xi, 2xixj , 4xixjxk⟩ is the group of phase functions
of products of T , controlled-S and doubly controlled-Z gates. Equivalently, cS = 0 for |S| ≥ 4,
cS ∈ 4Z8 for |S| = 3 and cS ∈ 2Z8 for |S| = 2.

Proof. DθZiD
†
θ = Zi, and DθXiD

†
θ = Xi diag(ei∂eiθ) lies in C2(n) iff diag(ei∂eiθ) does. By

Lemma 3(iii) the values of ∂eiθ differ by elements of π
2Z; comparing y and y + ei gives θ(y + ei) −

θ(y) ∈ π
4Z, so θ − θ(0) ∈ π

4Z. For λ ∈ ZFn
2

8 the condition is ∂eiλ ∈ Cliffn for all i, and by (5) this
is exactly the stated coefficient condition (the case i /∈ R bounds cR∪{i}, the case i ∈ R is then
automatic).

For a unitary U let SU := {(b, a) ∈ F2n
2 : UXbZaU † ∈ Pn}, a subspace because images of

products are products. Equip F2n
2 with the symplectic form ⟨(b, a), (b′, a′)⟩ = a · b′ + a′ · b, let S⊥

be the orthogonal complement and radS = S ∩ S⊥. A Lagrangian is an n-dimensional isotropic
subspace.

Lemma 5. U ∈ SC(n) if and only if SU contains a Lagrangian, if and only if dimSU +
dim radSU = 2n.

Proof. If U = CLDCR then SU contains the Lagrangian C†
R⟨Z1, . . . , Zn⟩CR (read modulo phases).

Conversely let L ⊆ SU be a Lagrangian. Its image ULU † consists of Pauli operators that
commute pairwise and are independent, so it is again a Lagrangian. Choose Cliffords with
CRLC

†
R = ⟨Z⟩ and CL⟨Z⟩C†

L = ULU †. Then V = C†
LUC

†
R maps each Zi to ±Zai with independent

ai; a circuit W of CNOT and X gates does the same, so W †V commutes with every Zi, is
diagonal, and U = (CLW )(W †V )CR. Finally, a maximal isotropic subspace of S has dimension
(dimS + dim radS)/2, and dimS + dim radS ≤ dimS + dimS⊥ = 2n.

3 Reduction to a permutation and a diagonal

Beigi and Shor proved: “Every gate in C3 is generalized semi-Clifford” [3, Theorem 1.1]. Zeng,
Chen and Chuang proved: “If R is a generalized semi-Clifford operation, then there exist Clifford
operations L1, L2, and a classical permutation operator P such that PL1RL2 is diagonal” [2,
Proposition 2]. Both papers call U generalized semi-Clifford if conjugation by U maps the
linear span of some maximal abelian subgroup of the Pauli group onto the span of another [3,
Definition 1.3], [2, Definition 3]. Since Ck(n) is unchanged if Pn carries only the phases ±1,±i,
their hierarchy agrees with (1).

Proposition 6. Every U ∈ C3(n) can be written U = CLPσDCR with CL, CR ∈ C2(n), D diagonal,
and σ a permutation of Fn2 such that στbσ−1 is affine for every b ∈ Fn2 .

Proof. The two quoted results give U = L†
1P

−1DL†
2; put Pσ = P−1, CL = L†

1, CR = L†
2.

By Lemma 3(i), V := PσD = C†
LUC

†
R ∈ C3(n), so V XbV † ∈ C2(n). By (4), V XbV † =

3



PσX
b diag(ei∂bθ)P †

σ = Pστbσ−1D′ with D′ diagonal, and Lemma 3(ii) shows that στbσ
−1 is

affine.

Remark 7. He, Robitaille and Tan [5, Corollary 3.9] give a factorization in which the permutation
itself lies in C3(n) and is in their staircase form. Proposition 6 needs only the affine-conjugation
property, which already follows from the refereed results of [3, 2]; the proof below uses nothing
else.

4 A single Toffoli layer

For q = (q1, . . . , qr) with each qk : Fm2 → F2 a sum of products wiwj (i < j), let πq(w, u) =
(w, u+ q(w)) on Fm2 × Fr2. This is a layer of Toffoli gates with controls w and targets u; it is an
involution, and Pπq ∈ C3(m+r): indeed πqτbπq(w, u) = (w+bw, u+bu+q(w+bw)+q(w)) is affine
because q(w+bw)+q(w) is affine in w, and PπqZ

aPπq = diag
(
(−1)g

)
with g = aw ·w+au ·(u+q(w))

of degree at most two, which is a diagonal Clifford gate: (−1)g = ω4g, and since 4(u⊕v) ≡ 4u+ 4v
(mod 8) the Z8-expansion of 4g is 4 times the algebraic normal form of g, which lies in Cliffm+r
by Lemma 3(iii).

Lemma 8. Let n ≤ 6 and let σ be a permutation of Fn2 such that στbσ−1 is affine for every b.
Then σ = α ◦ πq ◦ β with affine bijections α, β and some m+ r = n and q as above.

Proof. (a) Replacing σ by τσ(0) ◦ σ keeps every conjugate affine, so assume σ(0) = 0. Put
Tb = στbσ

−1. Then b 7→ Tb is an injective homomorphism, and E = {Tb} is an elementary abelian
group of affine maps acting regularly, because Tb(σ(x)) = σ(x+ b).

(b) For y ∈ Fn2 let gy be the element of E with gy(0) = y, and write gy(x) = Myx + y.
Define x · y := (My + I)x = gy(x) + x + y. Applying gygx = gxgy to 0 gives gy(x) = gx(y),
so x · y = y · x; the product is linear in x, hence bilinear. Since gygx and ggy(x) both lie in
E and send 0 to gy(x), they are equal, so MyMx = Mx+y+x·y. Writing Lyz = z · y this reads
(I + Ly)(I + Lx) = I + Lx + Ly + Lx·y, i.e. (z · x) · y = z · (x · y). Finally g2

y = 1 gives gy(y) = 0,
i.e. y · y = 0. Thus N = (Fn2 ,+, ·) is a commutative associative algebra in which every square
vanishes. (This is the correspondence of Caranti, Dalla Volta and Sala between abelian regular
subgroups of the affine group and radical rings [6], re-derived here in the form needed.)

(c) If xyz ≠ 0 for some x, y, z ∈ N , then n ≥ 7. Every product with a repeated factor vanishes.
If ax+ by + cz + d xy + e xz + f yz + g xyz = 0, multiplying by yz, xz, xy gives a = b = c = 0;
then multiplying by z, y, x gives d = e = f = 0; then g = 0. So x, y, z, xy, xz, yz, xyz are linearly
independent. Hence N3 = 0 for n ≤ 6.

(d) Since Tc = gσ(c), we have σ(b + c) = σ(b) + σ(c) + σ(b) · σ(c). With ui = σ(ei) and
N3 = 0, induction on the support of b gives σ(b) =

∑
i biui +

∑
i<j bibj uiuj . As σ is onto,

N = span(ui) + N2, hence N2 = span(uiuj) (because N · N2 = 0), and b 7→
∑
i biui maps Fn2

onto N/N2. Let r = dimN2, m = n− r, and choose a basis β1, . . . , βn of Fn2 with βm+1, . . . , βn
spanning the kernel of that map. Replacing σ by σ ◦ B with B : ei 7→ βi replaces Tb by TBb,
so E and N are unchanged. Now um+1, . . . , un ∈ N2, which annihilates N ; they are linearly
independent, since a relation

∑
j cjuj = 0 would give σ(c) = 0 = σ(0); so they form a basis of N2,

and u1, . . . , um are independent modulo N2. In the basis u1, . . . , un of N = Fn2 the formula for
σ becomes (w, u) 7→ (w, u+ q(w)), where q(w) collects the N2-coordinates of

∑
i<j≤mwiwjuiuj .

Undoing the normalizations gives α = τσ(0) ◦ C−1 and β = B−1, with Γ the coordinate map.

Remark 9. Part (c) is sharp: the free commutative algebra with vanishing squares on three
generators has dimension seven, and it produces the seven-qubit gate of Proposition 17.

4



5 Classification of the layers

By Proposition 6, Lemma 8 and Lemma 3(i)–(ii), every U ∈ C3(n) with n ≤ 6 equals C ′
LPπqD

′′C ′
R

with C ′
L = CLPα, C ′

R = PβCR Clifford and D′′ = PβDP
−1
β diagonal. We now normalise q.

For GC ∈ GL(m, 2) and GT ∈ GL(r, 2) one checks (G−1
C ⊕ GT )πq (GC ⊕ G−1

T ) = πGT q◦GC
,

and πq+l = πq ◦ (w, u 7→ (w, u+ l(w))) for affine l. All maps involved are affine, hence Clifford
permutations, and conjugating a diagonal gate by a permutation gate gives a diagonal gate. The
polar forms Bk(x, y) = qk(x+ y) + qk(x) + qk(y) are alternating, and qk 7→ Bk is a bijection from
pure quadratic forms onto Alt(m), the space of alternating bilinear forms, under which GC acts
by congruence. Hence only the GL(m, 2)-orbit of W = span(B1, . . . , Br) matters. If the Bk are
dependent, a change by GT makes some qk affine, and that target becomes idle. If they have a
common radical vector, a change by GC moves it to em, and wm becomes idle. We may therefore
assume that W has dimension t = |T| and trivial common radical, with m+ t ≤ n ≤ 6 and the
remaining qubits idle.

Proposition 10. Up to GL(m, 2), the t-dimensional subspaces W ⊆ Alt(m) with trivial common
radical and m+ t ≤ 6 form exactly seven orbits, represented (controls 0, . . . ,m− 1, the t forms
listed) by

class (m, t) representative f orbit size
TOF (2, 1) x0x1 1
B (4, 1) x0x1 + x2x3 28
C (3, 2) (x0x1, x0x2) 7
TRI (3, 3) (x0x1, x0x2, x1x2) 1
SEC (4, 2) (x0x1, x2x3) 280
TAN (4, 2) (x0x1, x0x2 + x1x3) 210
EXT (4, 2) (x0x1 + x2x3, x0x1 + x0x2 + x1x3) 56

With idle qubits these give 7 classes at n = 6 (TOF with three idle qubits, B and C with one, SEC,
TAN, EXT, TRI), 3 at n = 5 (TOF with two idle qubits, B, C), TOF with at most one idle qubit
at n ∈ {3, 4}, and none at n ≤ 2.

Proof. Alt(2) is one-dimensional. Every nonzero form in Alt(3) has rank two, so t = 1 is degenerate
for m = 3; two independent forms in Alt(3) have distinct one-dimensional radicals, and GL(3, 2)
acts transitively on the seven planes of Alt(3) ∼= F3

2; t = 3 is all of Alt(3). For m = 4, t = 1, the
form must have rank four, and there are |GL(4, 2)|/|Sp(4, 2)| = 20160/720 = 28 of them, forming
one orbit. For m = 4, t = 2, identify the projective space of Alt(4) with PG(5, 2); the rank-two
forms are the 35 points of the Klein quadric. The tangent hyperplane at a singular point P meets
the quadric in a cone with vertex P over a hyperbolic quadric of PG(3, 2) with 9 points, so P lies
on 9 totally singular lines and is collinear on the quadric with 18 other singular points. Of the 31
lines through P , therefore, 9 are totally singular, 16 join P to the non-collinear singular points
(secant lines, with exactly two singular points) and 6 are tangent (one singular point). This gives
35 · 9/3 = 105 totally singular, 35 · 16/2 = 280 secant, 35 · 6 = 210 tangent and 651 − 595 = 56
external lines. A line through a rank-four form is nondegenerate. A totally singular line consists
of forms e ∧ a, e ∧ b, e ∧ (a+ b) with a common linear form e, and has a nonzero common radical.
That each of the three nondegenerate line types is a single GL(4, 2)-orbit is verified by the orbit
census of Section 9, which also confirms all orbit sizes. For m = 5, t = 1, alternating forms on F5

2
are degenerate, and every other (m, t) with t ≤ dim Alt(m) has m+ t ≥ 7 (note Alt(1) = 0 and
dim Alt(2) = 1). Direct inspection places the representatives in the stated types.
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6 Admissible diagonal phases

Fix a representative π = πf from Proposition 10, padded with idle qubits to n ∈ {5, 6}, and let

Aπ := {λ ∈ ZFn
2

8 : PπDλ ∈ C3(n)}.

Lemma 11. If PπDθ ∈ C3(n) for real θ, then θ − θ(0) ∈ π
4Z. For λ ∈ ZFn

2
8 , λ ∈ Aπ if and only if

ψi := (∂eiλ) ◦ π ∈ Cliffn for i = 1, . . . , n. In particular Aπ is a subgroup.

Proof. Let V = PπDθ. Then V ZaV † = PπZ
aPπ ∈ C2(n) and, by (4) and π−1 = π, V XbV † =

(PπXbPπ) diag
(
ei(∂bθ)◦π)

with PπXbPπ ∈ C2(n). So V ∈ C3(n) iff each diag(ei(∂eiθ)◦π) is a Clifford
gate (Lemma 3(i)). By Lemma 3(iii) the values of ∂bθ differ by elements of π

2Z; since ∂bθ(0) =
θ(b) − θ(0) = −∂bθ(b), we get θ(b) − θ(0) ∈ π

4Z. The second statement is the same criterion for
θ = π

4λ, and it is Z8-linear in λ.

Let Hπ := ⟨xi, 2xixj , 4xixjxk : i, j, k /∈ T⟩, the phase functions of T , controlled-S and doubly
controlled-Z gates on the non-target qubits, and Cliffn ◦ π := {φ ◦ π : φ ∈ Cliffn}.

Theorem 12. For each of the ten representatives (n = 5: TOF, B, C; n = 6: TOF, B, C, SEC,
TAN, EXT, TRI),

Aπ = Cliffn + Cliffn ◦ π +Hπ,

and log2 |Aπ| equals 38, 38, 33 and 56, 56, 47, 47, 47, 47, 43 respectively.

Proof. Inclusion ⊇. If λ ∈ Cliffn then PπDλ ∈ C3(n) by Lemma 3(i). If φ ∈ Cliffn then
PπDφ◦π = DφPπ ∈ C3(n). If h ∈ Hπ, then Dh depends only on non-target bits, which π does not
change, so Dh commutes with Pπ and with every Xτ , τ ∈ T. Hence V = PπDh fixes Xτ ; for a
non-target i, V XiV

† = (PπXiPπ) diag(ω∂eih), and ∂eih ∈ Cliffn by (5) because the coefficients of
h satisfy the conditions of Lemma 4. Since Aπ is a group, the sum of the three subgroups lies in
Aπ.

Inclusion ⊆ is computer-assisted. For each representative, the program of Section 9 computes
Aπ twice, from Lemma 11 and independently from the literal definition (1), certifies its order
by the kernel certificate described there, and computes the order of the subgroup generated by
Cliffn ∪ Cliffn ◦ π ∪Hπ. The two orders agree and equal the stated values, so the inclusion is an
equality.

Remark 13. The orders can be read off by hand. For example, for TOF with k idle qubits,
log2 |Cliffn| = 3 + 2n+

(n
2
)
, Hπ adds one bit for each of the

(n−1
1

)
+

(n−1
2

)
+

(n−1
3

)
monomials on

the non-target qubits, and Cliffn ◦ π adds the single element 4x0x1x2, which comes from 2x2 ◦ π;
this gives 30 + 25 + 1 = 56 at n = 6 and 23 + 14 + 1 = 38 at n = 5. What the computation certifies
is that no other admissible phase exists.

Corollary 14. For n ≤ 4 and the layer TOF with at most one idle qubit, Aπ = Cliffn + Cliffn ◦
π +Hπ as well.

Proof. Let ρ be the six-qubit representative of the same class, i.e. π padded with idle qubits.
If λ ∈ Aπ, then λ′(x, z) := λ(x) lies in Aρ, because (PπDλ) ⊗ I lies in C3(6). By Theorem 12,
λ′ = φ1 + φ2 ◦ ρ + h. Setting the added bits to 0 gives λ = φ1(·, 0) + φ2(π(·), 0) + h(·, 0), and
restriction preserves the three coefficient patterns. The same argument reproves the case n = 5
from n = 6.
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7 Proof of the main theorem

Let n ≤ 6 and U ∈ C3(n). By Sections 3–5, U = C ′
LPπDθC

′
R with Clifford gates C ′

L, C
′
R, π = πf a

representative of Proposition 10 (possibly the identity), and PπDθ ∈ C3(n).
If π is the identity, then Dθ ∈ C3(n), and Lemma 4 gives Dθ = eiγDφDh with φ ∈ Cliffn and

h ∈ Hn; this is (3) with T = ∅.
Otherwise, Lemma 11 gives θ = γ + π

4λ with λ ∈ Aπ, and by Theorem 12 and Corollary 14
λ = φ1 +φ2 ◦π+h with φ1, φ2 ∈ Cliffn, h ∈ Hπ. Then PπDλ = PπDφ2◦πDhDφ1 = Dφ2PπDhDφ1 .
Because Pπf

=
∑
xC

|xC⟩⟨xC| ⊗
∏
τ X

fτ (xC)
τ ⊗ I, we have HTPπf

HT = diag
(
(−1)

∑
τ
xτfτ (xC)), and

Dh acts on non-target qubits only, so it commutes with HT. Hence Pπf
Dh = HTEHT with E as

in (3), and

U =
(
C ′
Le

iγDφ2

)
Pπf

Dh

(
Dφ1C

′
R

)
=

(
C ′
Le

iγDφ2HT
)
E

(
HTDφ1C

′
R

)
∈ SC(n).

Equivalently, Pπf
Dh maps each element of the Lagrangian ⟨Zc (c /∈ T), Xτ (τ ∈ T)⟩ to itself

under conjugation. This proves Theorem 1.
Remark 15. The program also confirms semi-Cliffordness by a route that does not use Theorem 12.
For λ ∈ Aπ and τ ∈ T there is at most one α ∈ FT

2 (two would make 4(α+ α′) · f affine, which
is impossible because the fτ have linearly independent polar forms) for which V XτZ

αV † =
XτZ

α diag(ωψτ +4α·f ) is a Pauli operator. The set of λ for which such an α = Mτ exists for every
τ , with M symmetric, is a subgroup, because ψτ is Z8-linear in λ and 4(α+α′) ·f ≡ 4α ·f + 4α′ ·f
(mod 8); for such λ the space ⟨Zc, XτZ

Mτ ⟩ is a Lagrangian in SV . The program checks that every
generator of Aπ lies in this subgroup.

8 Seven qubits

Lemma 16. A permutation gate Py lies in C3(n) if and only if yτby−1 is affine for every b and
every coordinate of y−1 is a polynomial of degree at most two over F2.

Proof. PyXbP †
y = Pyτby−1 is Clifford iff yτby

−1 is affine (Lemma 3(ii)), and PyZ
aP †

y =
diag((−1)a·y−1(z)) = D4g with g = a · y−1. Since 4(u⊕ v) ≡ 4u+ 4v (mod 8), the Z8-expansion of
4g is 4 times the algebraic normal form of g, which lies in Cliffn iff g has degree at most two.

Proposition 17. The permutation of F7
2

y(b) =
(
b1, b2, b3, b4 + b1b2, b5 + b1b3, b6 + b2b3, b7 + b1b2b3 + b1b6 + b2b5 + b3b4

)
gives a gate Py ∈ C3(7) \ SC(7).

Proof. The inverse is b7 = c7+c1c6+c2c5+c3c4 with b4 = c4+c1c2, b5 = c5+c1c3, b6 = c6+c2c3, so it
has degree two. Writing x = y−1(c) one finds yτeiy

−1(c) = c+ei+ℓi(c) with ℓ1 = c2e4 +c3e5 +c6e7,
ℓ2 = c1e4 + c3e6 + c5e7, ℓ3 = c1e5 + c2e6 + c4e7, ℓ4 = c3e7, ℓ5 = c2e7, ℓ6 = c1e7 and ℓ7 = 0, all
linear; so every yτby−1, a composite of these, is affine, and Py ∈ C3(7) by Lemma 16. Moreover
PyX

bZaP †
y = Pyτby−1 diag

(
(−1)a·y−1)

is a Pauli operator if and only if yτby−1 is a translation and
a · y−1 is affine. Coordinates 4–7 of y(x + b) + y(x) are constant in x only if b ∈ ⟨e7⟩, and the
quadratic monomials c1c2, c1c3, c2c3, c1c6, c2c5, c3c4 of y−1 are distinct, so a · y−1 is affine only if
a ∈ ⟨e1, e2, e3⟩. Hence SPy = ⟨X7, Z1, Z2, Z3⟩, which is isotropic, so dimSPy +dim radSPy = 8 < 14
and Lemma 5 shows Py /∈ SC(7). The program confirms both facts, the first directly from the
definition (1). The underlying algebra is the free commutative algebra with vanishing squares
on three generators, in which b1b2b3 ≠ 0, which is exactly the situation excluded for n ≤ 6 by
Lemma 8(c).
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9 Verification

The file check_c3_n5_n6.py is standalone. It uses only the Python standard library, exact integer
arithmetic and no network, and it takes no input. Its output is fixed in expected_stdout.txt.
It checks:

1. the class list, by comparing the hand classification (entered as data) with a computed census
of the GL(m, 2)-orbits of t-dimensional subspaces of Alt(m) for m+ t ≤ 6; the census does
not use the representatives or the expected sizes, and it also checks that the representatives
meet the nondegenerate orbits bijectively at n = 5 and n = 6;

2. for each of the ten representatives, Aπ derived by two independent routes (Lemma 11, and
the literal definition (1) with phases carried as Z8-linear forms through every generator
conjugation), each with a kernel certificate, mutual containment and equal orders; the literal
route’s Pauli test is first calibrated against an independently built list of Pauli operators;
then the orders in Theorem 12 and their equality with the order of the subgroup generated
by Cliffn, Cliffn ◦ π and Hπ;

3. that PπDh fixes the Lagrangian of Section 7 for every generator h of Hπ, and the Lagrangian
check of the Remark in Section 7;

4. Lemma 4 for n = 1, . . . , 6, as an equality of subgroups;

5. three controls: a Toffoli gate times T on an idle qubit, which is correctly accepted with
dimSU = 8; a Toffoli gate times T on its target, which is correctly rejected; and the
seven-qubit gate of Proposition 17.

The kernel certificate works as follows. Let R be a Z8-matrix and V a matrix invertible modulo
2 such that RVj = 2vjwj for j < r, with the wj independent modulo 2, and RVj = 0 for j ≥ r.
Then kerR = V {y : 2vjyj = 0}. Indeed, if

∑
j 2vjyjwj = 0 with some term nonzero, dividing by

the least power of two among the nonzero terms and reducing modulo 2 contradicts independence.
Hence log2 | kerR| =

∑
j vj + 3(number of columns − r). The certificate is checked independently

of the elimination that produced it.
The program prints 54 lines in about seven seconds on a laptop, and its output is byte-identical

across isolated runs. Twenty single-point mutations of the program each make it exit with a nonzero
status. They include one for every line that the internal reviews found no earlier mutation reached.
The harness mutate.py and its report are included; the harness also checks statically that the
two derivations of Aπ share no function other than the Z8 linear algebra. Reproduction confirms
only that the program computes what is described. The steps that the program relies on but does
not check (Lemmas 3, 4, 5, 8 and 11, Proposition 6, the normalisation at the start of Section 5,
Proposition 10 apart from the transitivity of GL(4, 2) on each line type, and Corollary 14) are
established by the written argument. The program’s output uses a few internal labels: “Lemma
A” is Lemma 5, the “Lemma-C certificate” is the kernel certificate above, “Step 3” is Lemma 11,
“Theorem 1” is Theorem 12, “Step 6” is the Remark in Section 7, and the “M9 control” is the first
control of item 5.

10 Discussion

The argument separates cleanly into a structural part and a finite computation. The structural
part explains why seven is the threshold. The permutation part of a third-level gate carries a
commutative algebra with vanishing squares, and such an algebra satisfies N3 = 0 below dimension
seven. That condition means a single Toffoli layer, whose admissible diagonal phases are only the
obvious ones. He, Robitaille and Tan characterized third-level permutation gates through their
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staircase form and showed that those on at most six qubits are semi-Clifford [5, Appendix A].
The present result extends semi-Cliffordness from permutations to all third-level gates on at most
six qubits by controlling the diagonal factor. The only non-textbook published inputs are the
theorem of Beigi and Shor [3] and the factorization of Zeng, Chen and Chuang [2]. The seven-qubit
example is checked by hand and confirmed by the program; the inclusion ⊆ of Theorem 12, on
which the lower bound rests, is computer-assisted.

Two natural questions remain. One is whether the computation in Theorem 12 can be replaced
by a uniform argument that also describes the admissible phases for multi-layer permutations when
n ≥ 7. The other is whether the same algebraic approach separates the generalized semi-Clifford
property from the semi-Clifford property at higher levels, where de Silva and Lautsch report a
five-qubit gate in C5 \ C4 that is not generalized semi-Clifford [8].

AI assistance and review status

AI tools were used to develop the argument, to write the verification program, to assist with
exposition and to conduct internal adversarial reviews. The manuscript follows the evidence-
tracking guidance of Scientific Agent Skills [10]. These activities are disclosed as AI assistance,
not as external refereeing or formal proof verification.

Three adversarial reviews were performed by AI in isolated contexts. Each recomputed with
its own code the admissible-phase groups it covered (the first covered n = 5 only); the second
and third re-derived the classification; the last worked directly from definition (1), shared none of
the program’s routes, and re-checked the proof of Lemma 8 line by line. A further audit of this
manuscript and its program recomputed every number in it independently. The last review also
established that the argument needs only the refereed results of [3, 2], which is how Section 3 is
written. No independent human expert has examined this argument, and no novelty
certification by a human is recorded. Searches of arXiv through 26 September 2026 found no
prior resolution of the five- and six-qubit cases. The problem record [9] was still listed as unsolved
when this manuscript was prepared.
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