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Abstract The unextendible entangled basis with any arbitrarily given Schmidt
number k (UEBk) in C% ® C? is proposed in [Phys. Rev. A 90 (2014) 054303],
1 < k < min{dy,d2}, which is a set of orthonormal entangled states with
Schmidt number k in a d; ® do system consisting of fewer than dids vectors
which have no additional entangled vectors with Schmidt number k in the
complementary space. In this paper, we extend it to multipartite case and
a general way of constructing (m + 1)-partite UEBk from m-partite UEBk
is proposed (m > 2). Consequently, we show that there are infinitely many
UEBks in C* ® C* ® --- ® C with any dimensions and any N > 3.
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1 Introduction

Entanglement and nonlocality are some of the most indispensable concepts
embodied in quantum physics [IL2}[8l[4]. The nonlocal character of an entan-
gled system is the key to understanding the deepest implications of quantum
mechanics to information theory and even to the nature of reality [5]. It has
been found that there are sets of product states which nevertheless display a
form of nonlocality [GL[7].

One of the most interesting structures of the bipartite state space is that
there exists unextendible basis, which is impossible in a single Hilbert space
corresponding to a single particle. The first unextendible basis proposed is
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the so-called unextendible product basis (UPB) introduced firstly in Ref. [6].
UPB is a set of incomplete orthogonal product pure states whose complemen-
tary space does not contain product states. It is shown that the members of a
UPB are not perfectly distinguishable by local positive operator valued mea-
surements and classical communication, which shows the nonlocality without
entanglement. Moreover, UPB can be used for constructing bound entangled
states [8].

The second unextendible basis is the unextendible maximally entangled
basis (UMEB) [9]. A UMEB is a set of orthonormal maximally entangled
states in a two-qudit system consisting of fewer than d? vectors which have
no additional maximally entangled vectors orthogonal to all of them. It is
shown that there exists UMEB in any d; ® da system whenever dy # da [10,
T1]. Recently, UPB and UMEB are extended to a more general case [I3],
UEBK, i.e., a set of orthonormal entangled states with Schmidt number £ in
a di ® da system consisting of fewer than dyds vectors which have no addi-
tional entangled vectors with Schmidt number k£ in the complementary space
(1 < k < min{di,d2}). It is proved that there are UEBks in any bipartite
system [I3]. Very recently, entangled basis with some fixed Schmidt number &
(EBK) is proposed [14]. We find that there exists EBk in any bipartite system
and multipartite system although only rare multipartite pure states admit the
Schmidt decomposition form. The UPB in multipartite has been investigated
in Ref. [6L[7]. In this paper, we investigate the multipartite unextendible entan-
gled basis with any fixed Schmidt number k (m-partite UEBk). Namely, we
extend the unextendible entangled basis to multipartite system. Consequently,
we find a unified way of getting multipartite UEBks from that of the lower
space, which guarantees that UEBks exist in any system. This provide us new
tools in investigating quantum protocols associated with both bipartite and
multipartite quantum systems.

The rest of this paper is constructed as follows. In Sect. 2, we introduce
some related notations and terminologies and then propose the definition of
m-partite UEBk. Section 3 shows that there are infinitely many bipartite UE-
Bks but not SUEBks using the similar scenario as that of Ref. [14]. Section 4
introduces our main result: any (m + 1)-partite UEBk can be induced from an
m-partite UEBk and there are infinitely many UEBks in any multipartite sys-
tem. In Sect. 5, we list several examples of three-partite UEBks. Both SUEBk
and UEBk but not SUEBk are proposed. We conclude in Sect. 6 at last.

2 Notations and terminologies

For the sake of clarity, we recall the related definitions firstly. A state |[¢)) €
Ch @ Q2 (dy < dg) is called a maximally entangled pure state if it can be
written as |¢) = 1dl Zf;gl |i1)]ia) for some orthonormal basis {|i;)} of C%
and some orthonormal set {|iz)} of C%2.

Definition [10] A set of states {|¢;) € CT @ C¥2 : i =1,2,...,n,n < did2}
is called a n-member UMEB if and only if
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(i) |¢i), i = 1,2,...,n, are maximally entangled;
(ii) (dildj) = 6ij;
(i) if {P;|v) = 0 for all i = 1,2,...,n, then |1p) cannot be mazimally

entangled.

The Schmidt number of a pure state 1)) € C% ®C9 is defined as the length
of the Schmidt decomposition [I5]: if [¢) = 32575 Ajlel)[el?)) is its Schmidt
decomposition, then the Schmidt number of the pure state |¢), denoted by
Sr([1)), is k, i.e., Sp(|¢)) = k. Tt is known that S,.(|1))) = rank(p;) = rank(p2),
where p; denotes the reduced state of the i-th part.

Definition [I3] A set of states {|¢;) € C @ C% : i = 1,2,...,n,n <
dyds} is called a n-member unextendible entangled bases with Schmidt number
k (UEBEL) if and only if

(i) Sp(lps)) =k, i=1,2,...,n;

(i) (dild;) = 6ij;

(111) if (pi|0) =0 for alli =1,2,...,n, then S.(|¢)) # k.

A UEBKk is a special UEBk (SUEBK) if all the Schmidt coefficients are
equal to 1/v/k. It is clear that UEBK reduces to UPB when k = 1 while SUEBk
reduces to UMEB when k£ = d;. Next, we extend the UEBk to multipartite
case. We call [¢)) € C* ® C* @ --- ® C% has a Schmidt decomposition form
if it can be written as [14]

k—1
) =" Aslefel?) - fel™), (1)
j=0

where {|e§l)>} is an orthonormal set of C*, 3" A% =1, \; > 0,1 = 1, 2,

.., my m > 3. For convenience, we denote the length of the decomposition
by S,.([¥)), ie., Sp(|1)) = k, and we still call S,(]¢)) the Schmidt number
and call the coefficients ;s Schmidt coefficients. It is easy to see that |¢) €
Ch ®C% ®---®C admits the Schmidt decomposition form if and only if
all the reduced states have the same eigenvalues and the eigenvectors of all
the bipartite or multipartite reduced states are fully separable.

We remark here that the Schmidt decomposition is not valid for multipar-
tite case in general. Only rare pure states in the multipartite case admit the
generalized Schmidt decomposition |¢) = Zf;ol )\j|e§1)>|e§»2)> ®--® |e§m)>
[16l17), where k¥ < min{d;,ds,...,d,} and d; denotes the dimension of the
i-th subsystem. For the simplest three-partite case, any three-qubit pure state
admits the form [1)) = A\o|000) 4+ A1€?[100) + Ao|101) + A3|110) + A4 |111)[18],
where \; > 0, Y2, A7 =1, 0 € [0, 7], which is not a form of Schmidt decompo-
sition.

We now give the definition of N-partite unextendible EBk, which is a
generalization of bipartite UEBk in Ref. [13]. We always assume with no loss
of generality that d; < ds < --- < dy throughout this paper for simplicity.

Definition 1 An orthonormal set {|i;) i =1,2,...,n,n < dida---dp} in
Ch@Ch®.  ®Com is an-member m-partite UEBE (1 <k <d;) if
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(Z) S’T(|¢l>):k7 i:1’2,"'7n;

(i) ($il@5) = s

(i1) if (¢i|) = 0 for all i = 1,2,...,n, then either |¢) does not admit a
Schmidt decomposition form or S.(|v)) # k. Particularly, it is a n-member

m-partite SUEBE if it is an m-partite UEBk with all the coefficients /\gi)s of
k-1 1 2 N

|thi) equal to ﬁ, namely, ;) = ijo ﬁ|e§. )>|e§- )> . |e§- )).

Let Mg, x4, be the space of all d; by da complex matrices. Then My, x4, is
a Hilbert space equipped with the inner product defined by (A|B) = Tr(AtB)
forany A, B € Mg, xd,- {A; : rank(A;) = k, Tr(AIAj) =0i5,1=1,2,...,d1d2}
is called a rank-k Hilbert-Schmidt basis of Mg, x4, [14]. There is a one-to-one
relation between the EBk {|v¢;)} and the rank-k Hilbert-Schmidt basis {A;}
[14):

i) = all [k1)llz) € C @ C% & A; = [al))] € My, xas,
k.l

Sp(li)) = rank(A4;), (i|v;) = Tr(AlA;), (2)

where {|i1)} and |iz) are the standard computational bases of C% and C9,
respectively. For simplicity, we give the following definition.

Definition 2 A set of di x d2 matrices {A; : i = 1,2,...,n,n < dida} is
called an unextendible rank-k Hilbert-Schmidt basis of My, xd, if

i) rank(A4;) = k for any i;

iii) if Tr(AIB) = 0,i=1, 2, ..., n, then rank(B) # k.

It turns out that {A; : rank(4;) = k} is an unextendible Hilbert-Schmidt
basis of Mg, xd, if and only if {|¢;)} is a UEBk of C% @ C?. Therefore, the
UEBEk problem is equivalent to the unextendible rank-%k Hilbert-Schmidt basis
of the associated matrix space.

Any m-partite pure state |¢0) in C** @ C2 @ --- ® C% can be represented
by

W= S aniinin)liz) - fim), (3)

11,025 ylm

where {|i;)} and is standard computational basis of C%, [ =1, 2, ..., m. The
space Ch @C%®- - -@C% can be regarded as a bipartite space for any bipartite
cutting, thus the coefficients a;,i,...s,, can be viewed as the corresponding
matrix entries. For example, we take m = 4, the space is cut as 12|34, then
iyigigis 1S G iylizi, indeed. It follows that [a;,;,(i4,] 15 a did2 x d3dy matrix
when we regard both ¢1i9 and i3i4 as the single indexes respectively. That is,
any multipartite state corresponds to a matrix with respect to some bipartite
cutting of the given space. However, the unextendible rank-k Hilbert-Schmidt
basis of the matrix space corresponding to the multipartite state space can
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not induce a UEBk in general. For example,
oA () (2000,
(30 (007,
A5:%(8821(2))’A6:%(88;01) )
form an unextendible rank-2 Hilbert-Schmidt basis of Mgy (2x2) (correspond-

ing to the bipartite cutting 1|23). However the corresponding set of pure state
{l¢) :i=1,2,...,6} is not a UEB2 of C2 ® C% ® C%.

3 UEBKk but not SUEBKk for bipartite case

In Ref. [13], we showed that, in C% @ C%, there are at least k —r (here r = d;
mod k, or r = dy mod k) sets of UEBk when d; or dy is not the multiple of
k, while there are at least 2(k — 1) sets of UEBk when both d; and ds are the
multiples of k. Note that the UEBKks there are in fact SUEBks. In this section,
we show that there are UEBks but not SUEBks in any bipartite system. We
always assume that d; < dy unless otherwise specified.

For any possible k, if dy = sk+r and do = s’k +7r,0<r <k, 0<7r <k,
then the Hilbert space My, x4, is a direct sum of three subspaces which are
equivalent to Mg, (s —1)k, M(s—1)kx(k4r) a0Dd M (g yr)x (kyrr) TeSPectively.
Since there always exist unextendible rank-k Hilbert-Schmidt basis in both
M, x(s—1yk and M _1yx (k+r) 14, we thus only need to check whether
there exists unextendible rank-k Hilbert-Schmidt basis in M 47y x (k). We
begin with the case of k = 2. There are three cases: r = 7' = 0; r = 0 and
=1 (or r =1 and 7 = 0); r =7’ = 1. Therefore, we only need to consider
Moy, Maoys and M3zy3. Note that

(+)=(2)=() ®

and the rank-2 Hilbert-Schmidt basis of £2 = (I S) is equivalent to that

* 0

of | 0« | which is discussed in Ref. [I3]. Using the method in Ref. [13], the
0

following three vectors form a UEB2 in C? ® C?

|%0) = %(2I1>|0> +2[1)[1) = 10(0)),
Y1) = %(2l0>|0> +2[1)[1) = [1)[0)),

[Y2) = %(2l0>|0> +2[1)[0) = D)), (6)
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since the corresponding rank-2 Hilbert-Schmidt basis is

1/-10 1 20 1/20

which is unextendible. In fact, any 3 by 3 isometric matrix X = [xy;] without
zero entries can induce a UEB2 of C? ® C? since we can replace the entries of
A; in Eq. (@) by the entries in the ¢-th column of any 3 by 3 isometric matrix
without zero entries, respectively. (An m by n matrix A is an isometric matrix
if AYA = I,,, I, is the n by n identity matrix.) There are infinitely many
UEB2s in C? ® C? due to the fact that infinitely many isometric matrices
exist. The space of 2 x 3 matrix space can be decomposed as

xx k) [(xx0 00 =*
wxx) " \ex0)%\o0x)
Since (i i 8) have rank-2 Hilbert-Schmidt bases [I4] and any nonzero matrix

in (8 8 I) is of rank-one and is orthogonal to that of (: *0 , we conclude

* 0
that there are (infinitely many) UEB2s in C? ® C2. The following are three
types of decomposition of M3x3

* % % * % % 000

xxx | = xxx | 000 ],

* % % 000 * % %

X % % 000 *00 0x0 00 %
xx%x | = *x00 ] 0x0]|100x]a|000],
* % K * % 0 000 000 00 x

* kK * % 0 000 00 000
xxx | = *xx0 ] [00x]H|1000]]|000

X % % 000 0x0 x*00 00 %

We denote the ten subspaces at the right hand of the three equations above by
Efi, Ef%, Eé%i, Eé%%, Eg?;, Eéﬁ, Eg?{, E:(i%, E:(f% and Egﬁ, respectively. Namely
552]) denotes the j-th subspace of the i-th equation. It is obvious that i) 552,2
is orthogonal to El(.i) whenever k # [, ii) Efi, Eé%i, Eé%%, Eé%%, E:(ﬂ, E:(f% and
Eg) have rank-2 Hilbert-Schmidt bases, and iii) any nonzero matrix in Ef%,

or Egﬂ, or E:(ii is of rank-one. One can check that each rank-2 space above
has infinitely many rank-2 Hilbert-Schmidt basis due to the infinitely many
isometric matrices with the corresponding size. This implies that there are
infinitely many 6-member, 7-member and 8-member UEB2s in 3 ® 3 system.

If £ = 3, we only need to discuss the spaces M3x3, M3sxs, M3sxs, Maxa,
Myyxs and Msy5. We decompose them into subspaces with dimension 3 and
subspaces with dimension [, [ < 3, as following.

% % % 00 % x00 0x0

xxx | = *x00])®|0x0] | 00x
¥ ok ¥ * %0 00 % 000

)



Multipartite unextendible basis 7

* ok kK 000 % *000 0«00 000
xxxx | =1 *x000 ][ 0x00 ||l 00x0] | 000
¥ ok % ok *x00 00x0 000 % 0000
* ok ok ok ok 0000 = *0000 0x000
xxxxx | = x0000 ) [0x000 || 00x00
Xk ok ¥ K *x000 0000 000x0
00%x00 000x%0
1000010000 ],
0000 % 00000
* ok ok ok 000 = 0000 *000
x*x*xx | 10000 *000 000
sxxx | [+000]F|0ox00]F|o00x0
¥k % ok *x00 00=%x0 0000
000 00x0
00x0 000 %
P1ooo«|®|oo00 |
0000 0000
* ok ok kK 0000 x 00000 *0000
xxxxx | [ 00000 *0000 0x000
sxxxx | | %0000 |F | o0x000]|F|00x00
* ok ok ok ok *x000 00x00 00000
0x000 00x00 000x0
00%x00 000=x0 0000 x
“loooxo|%|0000x]|F 00000
00000 00000 00000
¥ %k ok ok 0000 % 00000 00000 *0000
¥ %k ok ok 00000 00000 *0000 0000
xxxxx | =1 00000 ]| *«x0000]|0x000]|00x00
I EEEE" *0000 0x000 00%x00 00000
I EEEE" *%x000 00%x00 00000 00000
0x000 00%x00 000x%0
00x00 000x%0 0000 %
®1000x0 ]| 0000x || 00000
00000 00000 00000
00000 00000 00000

For more simplicity, we denote the 30 subspaces at the right hand of the three
equations above by £, £0). £3), £8P, £$), £59, 8, £, £5), £5,
3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
5%, 5%, £, £89, £, £, £33, £33, £6%, £, £80, L85, £33, L83,
Eé?%, Eé?%, Eéﬂ, Eéir)), Eé?é and Eé?%, respectively. Namely 553,]) denotes the
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j-th subspace of the i-th equation. The rank-3 Hilbert-Schmidt basis of Ez 15
i =1, 2, ..., 6, can be constructed via any 4 x 4 isometric matrix. That is,
we can replace the entries of the i-th basis element by the entries in the -
th column of any 4 by 4 isometric matnx without zero entries, respectwely
Surmlarly7 it is stralghtforward that El 2 5532, 5533, 533%, 533%, 53321, 543%, £4 3
), £, £, £, £, £, £, L§5’4, £<3 zg?G have rank-3 Hilbert-
Schmidt bases accordlng to the existence of 3 X 3 isometric matrices. It turns
out that, for any given i, any rank-3 Hilbert-Schmidt basis of {E( ) 1] =
1,o.i0+1if ig < 3;5 =1,...,40 if 99 > 4} form an unextendlble rank-3
Hilbert—SChmidt basis of the assomate matrix space, ig =1, 2, ..., 6.
Similarly, with the same spirit in mind, we can check that there are in-

finitely many UEBks (but not SUEBks) for any k > 4 and any d; and ds. In
general, M 4 ,)x (k+r) can be decomposed as

k k k k k
Maimyxirm =L 0L oo Ll el el 0 ©®

where El(k), 1=1,2,..., 7+ + 3, satisfying the following:

— For any A = [a;;] Eﬁgk), a;j; = 0 whenever (1) 2<i<r+4+1,or(2)i=1
and j <k+1,or (3)i=r+1+s with s < j;

— If 2 <1 <r+2, then for any A = [a;] € El(k), a;; = 0 whenever either
i#j+1l—2and j<korj>k;

—Ifr+3<i<r+++2, then for any A = [a;;] € El(k), a;; = 0 whenever
either j i+l —r—2andi<kori>k.

The rank-k Hilbert-Schmidt basis of Egk) can be constructed via any k x k
isometric matrix. Namely, we can replace the entries of the i-th basis element
by the entries in the i-th column of any k£ by k isometric matrix without zero
entries, respectively. Similarly, El(k), 2 <1 <7+ 7" + 2, has rank-k Hilbert-
Schmidt bases according to the existence of k X k isometric matrices. Therefore,
any rank-k Hilbert-Schmidt basis of {El(k) 01 <1 <r+4r" +2}is an unex-
tendible rank-k Hilbert- Schmldt basis of the associate matrix space since any
Hilbert-Schmidt basis of £*
the following result.

Theorem 1 Infinite many UEBks (but not SUEBks) exist in di @ da systems
for any di and ds, k > 1.

N +T, 43 is of rank smaller than k. We thus obtain

It is worth mentioning here that all of the approaches of constructing UE-
Bks above lead to that any two matrices in the matrix space corresponding to
the n-member UEBk have (d;dz —n) zero entries with the same entry position.
We call it zero entries condition for simplicity. There also exist UEBks which
do not admit the zero entries condition. For example,

2 12) 4 (1—-) 21 (_2 i)
Ay = A Ag=——— (2021 ) (9
b 5(1 1) U\l 1 P /3650 \ -1 -1 9)
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form an unextendible UEB2 for 2® 2 case. But the corresponding matrix space
is

(**),Vaec, (10)
a a

which does not admit the zero entries condition.

4 Constructing (m + 1)-partite UEBk from m-partite UEBk

We begin with the simple case of k = 1, that is, the multipartite unextendible
product basis.

Observation If {|¢;)} is a UPB of Ch @ C2 @ --- @ C4m | then {|¢;;)} is a
UPB of Ch @ C2 ®--- @ Cdm+1 | where |1 ;) = [Yi)|), =0, 1, ..., dn — 1.

We denote by |!) := |el(1)>|el(2)) - |el(m)> for convenience provided that
) = Zf;é )\j|e§-1))|e§-2)> . |e§-m)> with {|e§-s))} is an orthonormal set of C%
s=1,2,..., m. Let {|1);)} be a n-member m-partite UEBk of C% @ C% ®

S ®@C4m 1<k <dy. We define

k—1
Yy = 3T A b + D), (11)
=0

where {|7)} is the standard computational basis of C4m+1, j =0, 1, ..., dpi1—
1, 7+l means j+1 mod dy, 41,7 =0, 1, ..., n. The following is the main result
in this section.

Theorem 2 If {|};)} is an m-partite UEBk of Ch @ C2 @ --- ® Cim, 1 <
k < di, then {|1/}(m+1 )} defined as in Eq. (I1) is an (m + 1)-partite UEBE of
CheCrg- - Cdm+1.

Proof Let V; be the subspace spanned by {|1;)} and let |¢;) := ;:01 )\l(z) k)
be their Schmidt decomposition forms. We denote the space spanned from
{107 )} by Vi. Then dimVi = dpyr dim Vi, It follows that dim Vi- =
dpmy1 dim Vi, Therefore V; = V; ® C¥»+1 and Vi+ = Vi- @ C%»+1. This
guarantees that any vector in Vi- either does not admit a Schmidt decom-
position form or the Schmidt number is not k. In fact, for any |¢) € V;i*, if

S(|¢)) = k, we assume that |¢) = S0 Ail¢"). Let pr = g1 (|0) ()

and let the spectral decomposition of pr—7 be prgg = Zk ! Mo ) (D) -
(For i € {1,2,3,...,n}, we denote by 4 the combination c0n51st1ng of all ele-
ments in {1,2,...,n} — {i}, for instance, if n = 4, i = (2), then i = (134).)
Then [¢(;)) ()| = Trmr1(/¢")(¢']). Tet |¢) = 3150 Aile), then |¢) € VA,
which leads to |¢) € V4 ® C™T1 a contradiction. That is, {|1/)§Zl+1)>} is un-
extendible. The orthogonality and the Schmidt number condition are clear.
O
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Theorem 2 implies that (m + 1)-partite UEBk can be obtained from m-
partite UEBk for any m > 2. Theorem 1 shows that there are infinitely many
UEBKks in any bipartite space, this guarantees the existence of UEBks in any
multipartite systems.

Theorem 3 There are infinitely many UEBks (but not SUEBks) in Ch @
C% @ ... @ C with any dimensions and any m > 3.

It is shown in Ref. [9] that there is no SUEB2 in C? @ C2. If {|;) : i =
1,2,...,n} is a SUEB2 in C? ® C? ® C?, then we can let [¢;) = U; ® V; @
Wi|¢) with |¢) = %(|0>|0)|0> + |1)|1)|1), where U;, V; and W; are unitary,
3o (I KL R (U U (VIR @ (WW5 ) [R) R k) = 2635, 5o (R (kIR (U] U@
(VI'V) @ (WW)|k)|k)|k) = 26;; implies U, V and W can not be unitary (or
can not be unitary simultaneously), i = 1, 2, ..., n. According to the proof of

Lemma 1 in Ref. [9], 2 X 2 unitary matrices is always extendible, we conjecture
that there is no SUEB2 in 2®¢ systems, either.

Since there always exist SUEBks in any bipartite space C* ® C% when
k < di < ds and there exist UMEB when dy < ds [9)T0,TTLI2LT3], the following
is clear.

Proposition 1 There are SUEBks in any multipartite system C" @ C%
- ® Co provided that k < dy. There exists UMEB in d*™ whenever there
exists UMEB in C¢ ® C9.

There exists UMEB in C? ® C? for d = 3, 4,6 [9[12], so there exists UMEB
in d®™ for d = 3,4, 6.

We now discuss the structure of the subspace spanned by UEBk. We con-
sider the three-partite case C* ® C% @ C9% and the m-partite case with m > 3
can be argued similarly. Let {|4;)} be a UEBk in C** @ C% @ C% and V; be
the subspace spanned by {|;)}. Then C* @ C*2 @ C% = V; @ Vit If [¥) € V4
admits a Schmidt decomposition form [¢)) = 377_ )\j|x§1)>|x§2)>|x§3)>, s <k,

then |$§1))|$§2))|$§3)) € V4 for any 1 < j < 5. We claim that V;* does not con-
tain vector with Schmidt number greater than k. In order to see this, we assume

to reach a contradiction that |¢) € Vi- and |¢) = Z?:o /\j|y§1)>|y§2)>|y§3)>,

where {|yj(z))} is an orthonormal set of C% i = 1,2, 3. Let |¢') = Z;:é Aj|y§1))
|y](-2))|y](-3)), then |¢') € Vi*. This implies that {|¢;)} is extendible, a contradic-
tion. That is, C% ® C% @ C% can be divided into two subspaces: one contains
vectors with Schmidt number which is equal to or greater than £ and the other

one does not contain vectors with Schmidt number which is equal to or greater
than k.

Proposition 2 Let {|1;)} be an m-partite UEBk in Ch @ C® @ -.-C9 and
Vi be the subspace spanned by {|1;)}. Then Vit does not contain vectors with
Schmidt number is equal to or greater than k.
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5 Examples

We only give several examples for three-partite UEBks, the m-partite UEBks
(1 <k < dy) with m > 4 can be deduced according to the method in Theorem
2.

5.1 SUEBEK

Several examples of SUEBks for bipartite system are proposed in Refs. [61[7],
OLTOLITI13]. We hence can derive three-partite SUEBks by Theorem 2.

5.1.1 k=1

We begin with the case of k = 1, i.e., the m-partite UPB.

Example 1 In 3 ® 3 space, two sets of UPB are proposed in Ref. [6]. We thus
can obtain two sets of three-partite UPB in 3 ® 3 ® d straightforwardly for any
d > 2. We list them for the case of d = 2.

[600) = Z510)(10) = 1)),

[60.) = Z510)(0) = 1)IL.

[610) = 25 2)(1 = 2)I0)

[610) = 25 2)(1 = I,

[620) = 5(10) = [1)2)0)

[62.2) = 25 (10) = I,

[630) = 5 (11) = [2)[0)0)

[63.4) = Z5 (1) = [2)0).

B30) = 3100 + 1) +12))(10) + 1) + 12)[0),

B52) = (10} + 11) +[2))(10) + 1)+ [2)/1) (12)

is a ten-member three-partite UPB from the TILES vectors in Ref. [6]. Let
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with h = $v/1+ V6, N =2/v/5+ /5. Then [¢;) = |[v;)|V2i moa 5), i = 0, 1,
., 4, form a UPB in 3 ® 3 space [6]. Thus

i) = [Wi)lj), i=0,1,...,4,j=0,1 (13)
constitute a ten-member three-partite UPB in 3 ® 3 ® 2 space.

51.21<k<d

According to Theorem 2, we can obtain m-partite UEBks from Propositions
1-6 and Eq. (8) in [13]. We list here one of them, the others can be followed
straightforwardly.

Example 2 Let
k—1

| Gonts) 1= %;mp@mw Dk +p)lp+s), (14)

Wheremf()l . dy— 1nf01 cwk=11<k<d,l=1,...,t,s=0,

., dz—1, §k =e = and do = tk—i—r, 0<r <k, x®m denotes x +m
mod dl, p + s denotes (p + s) mod ds. Then {|¢mnis)} is a tkdids-member
UEBk in C* @ C* @ C%.

5.1.3k=d;

Example 3 The following four pure states form an UMEB in C? ® C? [10].

1
o) = ﬁ(|0>l0> + D),

[vi) = (03 @ I3)|o), i = 1,2,3.
Let [¢) = (Ui®13)|j>|j>,j:0 1, and

|0,0) = 7(|0>|0>|0>+|1>|1>|1>)

|0,1) = 7(|0>|0>|1> +DI[2),

|60,2) = 7(|0>|0>|2> +1I1)]0)),

[¥i0) = 7<|w )0) + [vi)[1)),

[Yin) = 7<|w M)+ 19i)12),

[Yi2) = ﬁ<|w?>|2> +11;)]0)),i =1,2,3. (15)

Then {|¢o ;), |¥i ;) :1=1,2,3,7 =0,1,2} is a 12-member 3-partite UMEB in
C?PeC*eC3.

From Propositions 1-2 in Ref. [I1], one can obtain two types of three-partite
UMERBS for the case of dy < ds.
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5.2 UEBK but not SUEBE

We present here examples of three-partite UEBks by Theorem 2 from the
method in Section 3 for the bipartite UEBks.

Example 4 We rewrite the vectors in Eq. (@) in the Schmidt decomposition

form as
o) = @(% 0) + 2o (fzea 1) — -10)),
J%(%m 200 (30 10) + 1-10)),
o) = | e A28y D (i - 1282,
VL 4210+ T AT + 12,
462} = —\/%g?fﬁym F T ) (e l0) + 2T 1)),
282 771 1165 664 577
_\/;(1165|1> ~ 1552/ (5557100 ~ 597 10)) (16)
It turns out that
o) = /o SO0 ) 4 TTT 1) (L2~ T o)
282 664 577 1165 771
‘J%(@ 0) — ST 10D (3500 10 + Tz IO,
0.1} = @(% 0)+ S (e 1) — 1= IO,
J%(%m 200 (350 10) + 1-10)) ),
1) = e AT 1) — 12 )
o (20) + ) (T 0 + Tl
1) = S T TAT ) — Sy,
B (20 + a0 + 22w,
a0 = ) SO gy 108y SOy 57T )

[ 282  T71 1165 664 LY
1) — 0 )1
+ 5413(1165| ) 1554|0>)(2587| ) 597| DI,
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746 , 771 1165 664 Y4
[2.) =~ 72 (5765 10) + Tz 1) (5 10) + S 111,
282 , 771 1165 664 577
\/ 1) — -2 1
+ 5413(1165| ) 1554|0>)(258’7|0> 597|O>)|0> (17)

form a three-partite UEB2 in C? @ C? @ C2.
Example 5 It is straightforward that

) = 2100} + L,
1) = Lioyo) - 2wiw,
2) = 2031} + Lo,
oa) = Loy - 2pnio) (18)

constitute a UEB2 in C? ® C?, but it is not a SUEB2. Hence, the following 12
vectors constitute a UEB2 but not SUEB2 in C? ® C? ® C3:

o) = 2001010+ L)),
) = 200 + L nin2),
nz) = 20102 + Lm0,
wr0) = L10)10)10) - i,
i) = Lol - e,
ir2) = L0012 - 2ui0)
n0) = OI0) + L nio)),
a0} = O + L ni0)2),
VA

[Us0) = 510)12)10) + 1]},

wa0d = Li0)110) - 2oy,

o) = 00 - Ao,
a2 = 2210012 - 2vio)). (19)
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There are many ways of constructing UEBks in multipartite case. For ex-
ample, the 2 ® 3 ® 3 case, we can obtain a three-partite UEB2 either from a
UEB2 in 2® 3 or from a UEB2 in 3 ® 3.

6 Conclusion and discussion

The multipartite UEBk was put forward, which extended the concepts of bi-
partite UEBk. We proposed a general method of constructing (m + 1)-partite
UEBk from the m-partite UEBk and showed that multipartite UEBk exists
in any multipartite systems with any dimensions. We listed several examples
of multipartite SUEBks based on the bipartite examples proposed in the early
papers. By now, the unextendible basis problem is settled down. Going further,
the MUBs constitute now a basic ingredient in many applications of quantum
information processing. The bipartite UMEBs can extend to two mutually
unbiased basis (MUB) [10,19]. We thus can obtain multipartite mutually un-
biased basis from multipartite UEBks. The bipartite MUB has shown be useful
in investigating quantum state tomography and cryptographic protocols. We
hope that the multipartite UEBks would also be useful in studying quantum
state tomography and cryptographic protocols associated with multipartite
quantum systems.

Unextendible entangled basis is not only a physical concept but also of great
importance in mathematics. It reveals the structure of the tensor product of
the Hilbert spaces. For example, for any fixed Schmidt number k, any tensor
product of the Hilbert spaces can be divided into two subspaces: one contains
vectors with Schmidt number k& while the other only contains vectors with
Schmidt number smaller than k.
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