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Abstract We provide several constructions of special unextendible entangled
bases with fixed Schmidt number k& (SUEBE) in CloC? for2 < k<d<d'.We
generalize the space decomposition method in Guo [Phys. Rev. A 94, 052302
(2016)], by proposing a systematic way of constructing new SUEBEs in CleC?
for2<k<d<dor2<k=d<d.In addition, we give a construction
of a (pgdd' — p(dd’ — N))-number SUEBpk in C*? © C% from an N-number
SUEBE in C?® C? for p < q by using permutation matrices. We also connect
a (d(d’ — 1) + m)-number UMEB in C¢ ® C¥ with an unextendible partial
Hadamard matrix H,,xq with m < d, which extends the result in [Quantum
Inf. Process. 16(3), 84 (2017)].

Keywords Unextendible entangled basis - Schmidt number - Permutation
matrix - Hadamard matrix

1 Introduction

In 1999, Bennett et al. found that unextendible product basis (UPB), a set
of incomplete orthonormal product states whose complementary space has
no product states, also can displays nonlocality [1]. Consequently, the notion
of unextendible basis has been explored extensively. It is shown that UPB
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also can be used to construct bound entangled states [2-6]. In 2009, Bravyi
and Smolin introduced the concept of unextendible maximally entangled bases
(UMEB), which is a set of incomplete orthonormal maximally entangled states
whose complementary space has no maximally entangled states. UMEBs can
be used to construct examples of states for which one-copy entanglement of
assistance (EoA) is strictly smaller than the asymptotic, and can be used to
find quantum channels that are unital but not convex mixtures of unitary
operations [7, 8]. Recently, Guo et al. [9, 10] proposed the concept of special
unextendible entangled bases with fixed Schmidt number k& (SUEBE), which
extends the definitions of both UPB and UMEB. An SUEBK is a set of incom-
plete orthonormal special entangled states with Schmidt number k in C¢ ®CY
(d < d'), i.e., with the same Schmidt coefficients, whose complementary sub-
space has no special entangled states with Schmidt number k. An SUEBE is
a UPB when k£ =1 and is a UMEB when k£ = d.

One of the main topics in this field is the existence of different unextendible
bases [7, 9, 11-15]. Bravyi and Smolin gave a 6-number UMEB in C3 @ C?
and a 12-number UMEB in C* @ C* [7]. Wang et al. showed that there are
UMEBs in C? ® C¢ except for d = p or 2p, where p is a prime and p = 3
(mod 4) [11]. For d < d’, Li et al. showed that UMEBs exist in any C% @ C%
and gave explicit constructions [12]. There are several recursive constructions
for UMEBS, such as a construction of a (pgd® — p(d? — N))-number UMEB in
Cri@C (p < q) from an N-number UMEB in C?®C¢?, and a construction of
a (pgd? — d(pg — N))-number UMEB in CP¢ ® C% (p < q) from an N-number
UMEB in C? ® CY [13-15]. It was shown that SUEBEs exist in any bipartite
system when 2 < k <d < d' [9].

In this paper, we develop more constructions of SUEBks in C? @ C¢ for
2 <k <d<d.In Section 3, we provide a systematic way of constructing
SUEBEs from a special entangled basis with Schmidt number k&, and show that
there are more new SUEBks in C?@C? for 2<k<d<d or2<k=d<d.
In Section 4, we give a recursive construction of a (pgdd’ —p(dd’ — N))-number
SUEBpk in CP? @ C%’ from an N-number SUEBE in C? ® C¥ for p < ¢ by
using permutation matrices. Especially, it generates a (pgdd’ — p(dd’ — N))-
number UMEB in CP* @ C9 from an N-number UMEB in C% @ C% for
p < q. In Section 5, we show that there is a (d(d’ — 1) +m)-number UMEB in
Ce® C4 if there exists an unextendible partial Hadamard matrix H,,x4. Our
constructions generalize and improve most results in [8, 9, 11-16], and provide
new SUEBks and UMEBEs.

2 Definition and preliminary

Assume that 1 < k < d < d in this paper. Let [n] denote the set {1,2,--- ,n},
[n]* denote the set {0,1,---,n — 1}, and {a,a,...,a}; denote a multiset of
k numbers of a. The Schmidt decomposition of a pure state [¢)) € C? @ C%
[17]: |y = Zi:ol Ai|i)]i"), where {|i)} and {|i’)} are orthonormal sets of C¢
and C¥ | respectively. Then the Schmidt number of |¢/), denoted by Sr(|1))), is
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k. If all the Schmidt coefficients are {ﬁ, ﬁ, ﬁ s ﬁ}h then [¢) is called

a special entangled state with Schmidt number k. A special entangled state
with Schmidt number k is a product state when k£ = 1; and it is a maximally
entangled state when k = d.

Let Mgxa be the space of all d X d’ complex matrices equipped with an
inner product defined by (A4, B) = Tr(A'B). There is a one-to-one relation
between the space C? @ C? and the space Mgyxq [10, 18]:

Ie) Za IR € Cl @ CY = A; = (a)}) € Maxa,
(1)
Sr<|¢i>>—rank< i), (Wiliy) = Tr(AlA;),

where {|k)} and {|I')} are the standard computational bases of C% and C%,
respectively. A d x d’ matrix is called a k-singular-value-1 matriz if its nonzero
singular values are {1,1,1---,1};. Then [¢;) is a special entangled state with
Schmidt number k if and only if v/kA; is a k-singular-value-1 matrix. Specially,
when d = d’, |[1;) is a maximally entangled state if and only if v/dA; is a unitary
matrix [13].

Deﬁnltlon 1 [18] A set of special entangled states with Schmidt number k
{|7,/}Z> 4 of C? @ C? is called a special entangled basis with Schmidt number

(SEBk) if (Yily;) = dij.

Definition 2 [9, 10] A set of special entangled states with Schmidt number k
{[v:) 11 € [n],n < dd'} of C¢®C? is called an n-number special unextendible
entangled basis with Schmidt number k& (SUEBK) if

(i) (ilih;) = dij
(i) If (4]¢p) = 0 for all i € [n], then |p) can not be a special entangled state
with Schmidt number £.

Note that the condition (ii) in Definition 2.2 is a bit weaker than that in
[9, 10], where it states that “if (1;|¢) = 0 for all i € [n], then Sr(|y)) # k.
Specially, an SEBE is a product basis and an SUEBE is a UPB when k = 1;
an SEBFK is a maximally entangled basis (MEB) and an SUEBk is a UMEB
when k = d [1, 6-8]. Analogous to SEBks and SUEBks, we give the definitions
regarding to k-singular-value-1 matrices.

Definition 3 A set of k-singular-value-1 matrices {Ai}fi/l of Mgxa is called
a k-singular-value-1 Hilbert-Schmidt basis (SV1BE) if Tr(A;fAj) = kd;;.

Definition 4 A set of k-singular-value-1 matrices {A; : i € [n],n < dd'} of
M xa is called an n-number unextendible k-singular-value-1 Hilbert-Schmidt
basis (USV1BE) if

(i) Tr(ATA)) = kdyy;
(i) If Tr(AlB) = 0 for all 4 € [n], then B can not be a k-singular-value-1
matrix.
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Due to the one-to-one relation, {|i;)} is an SEBk if and only if {4;} is an
SV1Bk; and {|v;)} is an SUEBK if and only if {4;} is a USVIBE.

Lemma 1 [18] If k|dd', then there is an SEBk in C¢® C? , and consequently
there is an SV1BEk in Mgxar.

Let £ denote a subspace of Mgyxa/, £ denote the complementary space
of £, and @ denote the direct sum. Inspired by Lemmas 2 and 3 of [13], we
get the following two lemmas.

Lemma 2 Let Mgxq = L& L*. If there is an SV1Bk {A;} in L and there
is no k-singular-value-1 matriz in L, then {A;} is a USVIBk in Mgsxar.

Lemma 3 Let Mgxq = L ® LY. If there is an SVIBk {A;} in L and a
USV1Bk {B;} in L*, then {A;} U{B;} is a USVIBk in Mgxa.

3 Constructions of SUEBEks from SEBks

In this section, we introduce several constructions of SUEBEs from SEBEs in
clecCd.

In the following notations, each £ defines a subspace of M x4 which con-
sists of all matrices having zero entries in the specified places. The subscripts
of £ denote the size of the submatrices consisting of stars for i € [5], and
the size of the bottom right submatrix for ¢ = 6. Let

(1) I @ (.. ... .
de(d’—i)_ ot L e ) EdXi_ D ’
x---%x0---0 dd O--- 0%--- % dxd!
(3) o *...* (4) o 0...0
E(dﬂ')xd/ “lo---0 ’ E’z‘xd’ Tk o x )
00/ gua o axa
* *0--- 0 0--- 0= *
‘C(d—i)x(d/—t)_ 0---00---0 andﬁiXt_ K ooee kokoeee ok ’
0 00---0 * * %

dxd’ R axar
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@) O

then M x4 has direct-sum decompositions E((;X)(d,_i) DL (d—i)xd’ EBEZ(-i)d,

(5) (6)
and E(d_ D (@ —t) D L
We apply Lemmas 1 and 2 to the following four cases.

(1) k|d. For any ¢ € [k — 1] satistying d’ — i > k, use decomposition

Maxa = Eizlx)(dui) oL

dxi’
Since k|d, there is an SVIBE in El(ilx)(d,_i) from Lemma 1. As the rank of
any matrix in EEIQX) ; is no more than 4 < k, then there is no k-singular-value-
1 matrix in L',((fx)i. Thus there is a d(d’ — i)-number USV1Bk in Mgxqa by
Lemma 2.

By similar arguments, we have the following three cases.

(2) k1td. Write d = sk 4+ r such that 0 < r < k. For any t € [k — r|* satisfying
d —t>k, use

5 6
Masar = L5y ® LY.

Then there is an sk(d’ — t)-number USV1IBE in Mgy q.
(3) k|d'. For any i € [k — 1] satisfying d — i > k, use decomposition

M = £ 0 20,

Then there is a d'(d — i)-number USVIBE in Mgy .
(4) ktd'. Write d’ = sk+r such that 0 < r < k. For any ¢ € [k —r]* satisfying
d—1t>k, use

5 6
MdXd’ = EEd)—t)Xsk @ EI(EX)T‘
Then there is an sk(d — t)-number USV1IBk in M gxqr.

For any k,d and d’ satisfying the conditions of any of the above four cases,
we can construct SUEBks in C% ® C% from SEBks. However, if k = d = d’ or
k = 1, none of the four cases are satisfied. So we can not use this method to
construct UMEBs in C? ® C? or UPBs in C? ® C?. We summarize them in
the following theorem.

Theorem 1 When 2 <k <d<d or2<k=d<d, there are four different
classes of SUEBks as the cases (1)-(4) above.

Example 1 There is a 28-number SUEB4 in C% @ C”.
Since 4 1 6, we can get a 28-number SUEB4 in C® ® C7 from Case (2) with
t=0.
Y1) =

(100) + [11) +122) 4 [33)), [t2) = 5(|01) +[12) +[23) + |34)),

N = N

|ths) = 5(102) + [13) + [24) + [35)), |¢a) = 5(|03) + [14) + [25) + [36)),

N = N
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Table 1: Our results about SUEBks in C¢ ® (Cd/, 2<k<d<d.

Comition No. o1 SUBBE

PP S s S

& = sk +kr‘,d r elk-1] s(zf((; - ti)):ti c [[:: :}]4 ,d d_jtzzkk
) = 3 (104) + [15) +126) + [30)), tbs) = 5(105) + [16) + [20) + [31))
) = 5(106) + [10) + [21) + [32)), o) = 5100} ~ 1) + |22)  [33))
[tho) = 5(101) — [12) +[23) — [34)), [hao) = 5102 — [13) + [24) — [35))
[92) = 5(108) — [14) +[25) — [36)), fuz) = 5((04) — 15) + |26) — [30),
1) = 5(105) = [16) +[20) — B1), éna) = (106) — [10) + [21) ~ [32),
1) = 5(100) + [11) — [22) — [38)), foze) = 5((01) +[12) — [28) — [34),
[9a7) = 5(102) + [13) ~ [20) ~ 35)), ous) = 103) + 1) — |25) ~ [36),
[910) = 5(104) + 15) ~ [26) — [30)), |ban) = (105} +]16) — [20) — [31),
[9) = 5(106) + [10) ~ [21) — [32)), éza) = 5100} ~ [11) — [22) + [33),
) = 5(100) — [12) — [23) + B4, fons) = 5(102) — [13) — [24) + |35),
[925) = 5(108) — [14) ~ [25) + [36)), hins) = 5(04) — 15) — |26) + [30),
[gar) = 5(105) = [16) ~ [20) + 31), féas) = 5(106) — 110) — [21) +[32)).

Remark 1 Propositions 1 and 2 in [9] belong to our Case (4); Propositions
3 and 4 in [9] belong to our Case (2); Propositions 5 and 6 in [9] belong to
our Case (1) and Case (3). But we give more constructions than those in [9],
which can be easily seen from the constructions of SUEB4s in C’ @ C'2. In fact,
Case (3) provides a 72-number SUEB4, a 60-number SUEB4 and a 48-number
SUEB4 in C” ® C*2, while [9] only gives a 48-number SUEB4 in C” @ C'2.
Also, Our constructions cover all of the results in [8, 12, 13, 16]. See Table 1.
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4 SUEBpks from SUEBEks

In this section, we give a general construction of SUEBpks in CP? @ C9%" from
SUEBEs in C? @ C%, where p < ¢q. We introduce a combinatorial object first.
A permutation matrix is a square matrix that has exactly one entry of 1 in
each row and each column and Os elsewhere. By abusing of this concept, for
nonsquare matrices, we call a p X ¢ matrix (p < ¢) a permutation matrix if
it has exactly one entry of 1 in each row and at most one entry of 1 in each
column and Os elsewhere. Let J;,»4 be a p X ¢ matrix with all entries being 1,
then J,x4 can be decomposed as Jpxq = Py + P1 + -+ - + P;_1, where each P;
is a permutation matrix. For example, let P, = PyT", [ € [q]*, where

10---00---0 8(1)?8
01---00---0
Po=|... .. : and T=[:::-. :
R : 000--- 1
00"'10"'0qu 100---0
axq

Theorem 2 If there is an N-number SUEBk in C¢ ® C? constructed from
Section 3, and k|dd', then there is a (pgdd’ — p(dd' — N))-number SUEBpk in
crd g Ca?' forp <gq.

Proof Given any decomposition Jpxq = Po+ P +---+ P,_1. For any [ € [g]*,
a € [p]*, define a p x ¢ matrix Qf by

are 0 it Pi(i,j) =0,
@ = {53”‘” it Pii,g) = 1,
where &, = 62?. For each matrix M € Myqxqar, Write it as a block matrix
M = (M; ;)pxq, where each M, ; is a d x d’ submatrix. Then let £; be a
subspace of M,,4xqe Which consists of all block matrices M with M; ; = 0 if
P,(i,7) = 0. Then we have space decomposition,

Mpdqu’ = £O S¥ £1 D---D Eq_l,

such that dim £; = pdd’ for all | € [¢]*.

Assume that {A; }§V:1 is an N-number USV1BE in M 4 constructed from
Section 3. Since k|dd’, there is an SVIBE in M x4 by Lemma 1. Denote it by
{Bs,t}, where s € [d] and ¢ € [d']. For any a € [p|*, l € [¢—1], s € [d], t € [d]
and j € [N], define

a

Cot = Qf ® By and CF ;= Qf ® A;.

Obviously, ij € L; for any | € [¢ — 1] and Cg,o € Ly. Now we show that
{Co1yU{CI 0} is a (pgdd’ — p(dd’ — N))-number USVIBpk in Mpaxqa-

If the nonzero singular values of two matrices A and B are {1,1,---1}, and
{1,1,-- -1}, respectively, then the singular values of A® B are {1,1,---, 1},
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[19]. Thus it is easy to see that Czlt and Cg,o are pk-singular-value-1 matrices.
It is also easy to see that Tr[(Cgf)TCSf] = pkdzadss05 and Tr[(CgVO)TCfI"O] =
pkdaads;, where a,a € [p|*; 5,5 € [d]; t,t € [d); 7,5 € [N] and I € [q — 1].
It follows that {ij i s € [d,t € [d],a € [p|*} is an SVIBpk in L; for
any | € [q — 1]. We assert that {C’;O} is a USV1Bpk in Ly. Given any D =
(Dij)pxq € Lo, let D; £ Dy j when Py(i, j) = 1 for i € [p]. If Te(DTCL ) =0
for all a € [p]* and j € [N], then

Tr(D}A;j) + €0Te(DYA)) + -+ + €20~V T(DI A;) = 0. (2)
This is equivalent to WY; = 0 for all j € [N], where

11 1 Tr(D}A;)
1&g - 55*1 Tr(DI A,
w18 (D}4))
—1 (p—1)*
rete g
Since det(W) # 0, we know that ¥; = 0 for all j € [N]. It means that
Tr(D]A;) = Tr(DJA;) = -+ = Tr(DjA;) = 0 for all j € [N]. As {A;}) isa
USV1BE in Mgxq constructed from Section 3, we have rank(D;) < k for all
i € [p]. Since the nonzero singular values of D;, i € [p], form all the nonzero
singular values of D, D can not be a pk-singular-value-1 matrix. This shows
that {C] ;} is a USVIBpk in L.
We conclude that {C;f}U{CfIO} is a (pgdd —p(dd'— N))-number USV1Bpk
in Crd @ Cd' by Lemma 3.

From the proof of Theorem 2, we see that if k = d and D;, i € [p] satisfy
Eq (2) for all j € [N], then for any USVIBd {4;}}_, (not necessarily from
Section 3), D; is not a d-singular-value-1 matrix for ¢ € [p], and consequently D
is not a pd-singular-value-1 matrix. Therefore, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 1 If there is an N-number UMEB in C* ® (Cd,, then there is a
(pqdd’ — p(dd’ — N))-number UMEB in CP? @ C forp <q.

Our method is better than the method in [13-15] since we can choose any

decomposition of J,x, into permutation matrices, and choose any different
SV1Bds {Bs,t} in Md><d’-

Example 2 There is a 32-number UMEB in C* ® C° constructed from a 4-
number UMEB in C? ® C3.

Let {A;}}, be a 4-number USVIB2 in Myy3 that is constructed from
Section 3 Case (1) with ¢ = 1:

100 100
A1<010>’ A2<0—10>’
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010 010
A3_(100)’ A4_(100)'

t

010
1 0 O
Bs,t - (0 (71)5 0) (:3 8 é ’

where s € [2]*, t € [3]*. It is easy to see that {B,;} is an SV1B2 in Mays.
Let Joxs = Py + Py + Py, P = Py T, 1 € [3]*, where

010
=109 - (001
010 oo

Let

For any [ € [3]*, a € [2]*, define a 2 x 3 matrix Qf by

ar o 0 if Pl(lvj):07
Q' (i,j) = { (—1)°0=Yif P, 5) = 1.

Then for each s € [2]*, ¢t € [3]* and j € [4],

s,t 0 Bs,t 0 s,t 0 Bs,t 0
Cox = (0 0 Bs,t> ’ Ci1= (0 0 Bs,t) ’
s,t 0 0 Bs,t s,t 0 0 Bs t
0072_(3”0 0)’ 0172_(3”0 0)’
i A; 00 i A; 0 O
Ciy= ( i 0) , iy = ( v o 0)
Thus {C51,C7, Colay O, G0, Clo s € 2178 € [3],5 € [4]} is a 32-

number USV1B4 in Myyg.

Remark 2 Theorem 2 gives a unified recursive construction for SUEBEs, in-
cluding the special case about UMEBs when k£ = d in Corollary 1. In fact,
Corollary 1 generalizes all the recursive constructions about UMEBs in [13—
15] (see Table 2): Theorem 1 in [13, 14], is a special case when d = d’ and
p = ¢; Theorem 1 in [15] is the case when d = d’; and Theorem 2 in [15] is
the case when p = ¢. Corollary 1 can obtain more new examples than the
constructions in [15], see Example 2.

Remark 8 Corollary 1 can also provide new examples of UMEB in C? ® c
that are different from the ones constructed in Section 3. This can be easily
seen from Example 2. Note that we can also get a 32-number UMEB in C* ®
C? either from Case (1) with i = 1 or Case (4) with ¢ = 0 in Section 3.
For both cases, the Schmidt numbers of the states are no more than 1 in
the complementary subspace of these UMEBs. However, there is a state with
Schmidt number 2 in the complementary subspace of the UMEB in Example 2.
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Table 2: Recursive constructions for UMEBs (p < ¢,d < d’)

Condition No. of UMEB Reference
N-.UMEB in C? @ C?¢ ((gd)? — q(d? — N))-.-UMEB in C%¢ @ C9 (13, 14]
N-.UMEB in C? @ C?¢ (pqd? — p(d? — N))-.UMEB in CP? ® Ca¢ [15]
N-.UMEB in C? ® C¢ (pgd? — d(pq — N))-.UMEB in CP¢ @ C4¢ [15]
N-.UMEB in C¢ @ C¢ (pqdd’ — p(dd’ — N))-.UMEB in CP4 @ Ca¢’ This paper

5 UMEBSs from partial Hadamard matrices

In [11], the authors gave a construction of UMEBs in C¢ @ C? from partial
Hadamard matrices. In this section, we generalize this construction to UMEBs
in C?® C? with d < d'.

A Hadamard matrix is a complex square matrix with entries in the unit
circle T" whose rows are pairwise orthogonal. It is called a partial Hadamard
matrix when the number of rows is less than the number of columns. As in
Section 4, there is a matrix decomposition Jyxg = Pp+P1+--- Py_1,d < d'.
For any [ € [d']*, a € [d]*, define a d x d’ matrix Qf by

ar - 0 if P(i,j)=0
Z = a(i— . .o .
QG J) {§d< Vit pi,j) =1

Let £; be the subspace of M g« 4 which consists of all matrices in M4 with
m; ; = 0if P(i,j) = 0. Then

Masa =L D L1 DD Ly—1,

and dim £; = d for all I € [d']*. Obviously, Qf € L; for any | € [d']*. It is
easy to see that {Qf : a € [d]*} is an SVIBd in £; for any | € [d’ — 1]. Let
Zoy ={Q¢ : 1 €[d —1],a € [d|*}. Similar to the method in Theorem 2, if there
is a USV1Bd Z; in Ly, then ZyU Z; is a USV1Bd in M x4 by Lemma 3.

Now we construct a USV1Bd Z; in L from a partial Hadamard matrix.
Given an m x d partial Hadamard matrix H,,xq = (h; ;) with m < d, define
a d x d’' matrix Hy, y € [m], by

[0 if Py(i,g) =0,
Hy(/l’;j)i {hy,i if PO(’L)J):l’

and let
Z = {Hy ;n:h

then each Hy, € Ly and it is a d-singular-value-1 matrix. Further,
d f—
TY(H;Hy’) = Z hy,ihyr g = ddyy
=1

for all y,y’ € [m] by the definition of Hadamard matrices. So we only need
the unextendibility of Z;, which is equivalent to the unextendibility of the
Hadamard matrix H.
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Theorem 3 Given a partial Hadamard matriz H,, x4, then ZoUZ; is a (d(d' —
1) 4+ m)-number UMEB in Mgxa if and only if Hy,xa can not be extended to
an (m+ 1) x d partial Hadamard matriz.

Ezample 8 There is a (5(d’ — 1) 4 3)-number UMEB in C° @ C% for all d’ > 5.
Let

1 1 1 1 1

Hos=(hy)=| 1 -1 1 w w?
axs = ’J) V/B+i i —VB+i V6wlit(w—1)i V6wit(w?=1)i

V6 V6 3 3

i

where w = €3 , then it is a partial Hadamard matrix that can not be extended
to a 4 x 5 partial Hadamard matrix [11]. Let Jsxar = Po+ Py + -+ + Py—1,
P, = PRyT!, 1 € [d]*, where

100000---0 010---0
010000---0 001---0
Py=1001000---0 and T=|[:::-. :
000010 0 0001

sd 100--- dndr

For any [ € [d']*, a € [5]*, define a 5 x d’ matrix Qf by

ap - 0 if P(i,j)=0
2 = a(i— . .. s
Qi G.J) {§<1>ﬁ<aud)1

Let Zo = {Q},l € [d' —1],a € [5]*}. Define a 5 x d’ matrix H,, y € [3], where

hyp 0 0 0 0 0---0

0 hyos 0 0 0 0---0
Hy=| 0 0 hys 0 0 0---0

0 0 0 hys 0 0---0

0 0 0 0 hys0---0/,

Then Zy U {H;, Hy, H3} is a (5(d" — 1) 4+ 3)-number USV1B5 in Msx g .

Remark 4 Proposition 1 in [11] is a special case of Theorem 3 for d = d'.
Theorem 3 provides new UMEBs, which can be seen from Example 3. In fact,
if ' > 10, then there is a 5(d’ — i)-number UMEB in C®> @ C¥ | where i € [4];
if d =547, r € [4], then there is a 5(d’ — i)-number UMEB in C°> ® C¢,
where i € [r] [8, 12, 13, 16]. All these UMEBSs have number divisible by 5. But
Example 3 constructs a UMEB with number (5(d’ — 1) + 3). The construction
in Theorem 3 is also different from the constructions in Section 3 for the same
reason. See Table 3 about a summary of numbers in UMEBs.
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Table 3: Results about UMEBs in C¢ @ C?".

System No. of UMEB Reference
d=d =2 no UMEB [7]
d=d = 6 [7]
d=d = 12 [7]
d=d =5 23 [11]
ded<d a2 8]

d >2d dm, d —m € [d—1] [12]
d=d+rreld-1] dm, d —m € [r] [12]
d =qd+r,reld—1] qd? [12, 16]

d >2d d(d —1i),i€[d—1] [13]

d =d+nrreld-—1] d(d' —1i), 1 € [r] [13]
d=5,d>5 5(d —1)+3 This paper

6 Conclusion and discussion

We proposed three methods to construct SUEBks (UMEBs) in C? ® c?: a
construction of SUEBEs from SEBEs; a recursive construction of SUEBpks in
CP? @ C1% from SUEBEs in C? ® C%; and a construction of UMEBs from
unextendible partial Hadamard matrices. We also give three examples: a 28-
number SUEB4 in C®®C"; a 32-number UMEB in C*®C? constructed from a
4-number UMEB in C2® C3; and a (5(d’ — 1) 4+ 3)-number UMEB in C5 ® C',
respectively. Our results cover and improve most results in [8, 9, 11-16]. We
hope that our results would be useful in studying quantum state tomography
and cryptographic protocols with fixed Schmidt number.

Although there exist a lot of constructions of UMEBs and SUEBks, there
are still many open questions. Are there UMEBs in C%® C? when d = p or 2p,
where p is a prime and p = 3 (mod 4)7 The minimum open case is when d = 7,
which was said to have been solved in [11], but there is a mistake since k4 can
be zero in the construction. Further, what are the minimum and maximum
numbers in SUEBks or UMEBSs if they exist? Are there SEBks in C? ® C¥
when k {dd'?
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