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Abstract We study the constructions of nonlocal orthogonal product states
in multipartite systems that cannot be distinguished by local operations and
classical communication. We first present two constructions of nonlocal orthog-
onal product states in tripartite systems C? ® C?*®C? (d > 3) and C? @ C™H' @
C%*2 (d > 3). Then for general tripartite quantum system C™ ® C"2 @ C™*
(3 < n1 < ny < ng), we obtain 2(ny + n3 — 1) — n; nonlocal orthogo-
nal product states. Finally, we put forward a new construction approach in
CheChg...QCMk (dy,ds,---d, > 3, n > 6) multipartite systems. Remark-
ably, our indistinguishable sets contain less nonlocal product states than the
existing ones, which improves the recent results and highlights their related
applications in quantum information processing.

Keywords Nonlocal set - orthogonal product state - local operations and
classical communication - local indistinguishability

1 Introduction

Non-locality is the fundamental feature of quantum mechanics. The indistin-
guishability of a set of orthogonal multipartite product states under local oper-
ations and classical communication (LOCC) has attracted much attention as a
distinguished phenomenon of non-locality without quantum entanglement [T1[2]
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retical achievements have been made in the local discrimination on sets of
orthogonal product states as well as orthogonal maximally entangled states.

Local indistinguishability of quantum states is tightly related to the study
on the relationship between quantum entanglement and quantum non-locality.
Walgate et al. [7] proved that any two orthogonal quantum states, either
entangled or separable, can always be distinguished perfectly, showing that
quantum entanglement is not a sufficient condition for non-locality. In recent
years, many results about non-locality without entanglement in bipartite sys-
tems have been obtained. Zhang et al. [1617] investigated orthogonal product
states in C? ® C? quantum systems and proved that there are sets of 4d — 4 in-
distinguishable orthogonal product states. Wang et al. [I8] showed that there
exist sets of 3 (m + n) — 9 indistinguishable orthogonal product states in gen-
eral C™ ® C™ bipartite systems. Subsequently, the number of the members in a
set of locally indistinguishable orthogonal product states in C™ ® C™(n > m)
quantum systems is reduced to 2n — 1 by Zhang et al. [19].

Beyond these advances, a certain number of achievements have been made
in the local discrimination of multipartite orthogonal product states. In 2006,
Nisetet et al. [20] presented a class of LOCC indistinguishable orthogonal prod-
uct bases for (d; > n — 1), where n is the number of the subsystems and d;
is the dimension of the jth subsystem. Zhang et al. [I7] constructed locally
indistinguishable orthogonal products states C? @ C%® C? and locally indistin-
guishable orthogonal product basis quantum states in multipartite systems.
Then, Xu et al. [6] gave a nonlocal set of 2n multipartite orthogonal product
states in C ®@C% ®---®C¥ (dy,dy, - ,d, > 3,n > 3). In [21], Wang et
al. showed that there are 2(n; +n3) — 3 indistinguishable orthogonal product
states in C™ @ C™ ® C™ (3 < n1 < na < n3). Recently, Zhang et al. [31]
put forward three general methods to construct nonlocal multipartite orthog-
onal product states by using the bipartite LOCC indistinguishable states. And
Halder et al. presented a new construction of 2n(d — 1) locally indistinguish-
able product states in C¢®C?®---®C? (d > 2) in [26]. Shortly before, Jiang
et al. [24] presented a construction on sets with smaller number of nonlocal
orthogonal product states which cannot be distinguished under LOCC.

An interesting problem with both physical and mathematical significance
is how fewer number of elements it could be to make up a nonlocal set of mul-
tipartite orthogonal product states for a given Hilbert space. With a smaller
nonlocal set of states, one can obtain more new nonlocal sets of quantum
states by adding orthogonal product states to the set. In this paper we mainly
explore further construction on the LOCC indistinguishable sets with less
member of nonlocal multipartite orthogonal product states. Firstly, we set
about the question from the tripartite system C? ® C? @ C% (d > 3) and
Cl® CH! @92 (d > 3). We then come to conclusions for general tripartite
quantum system C" @ C"? @ C"™ (3 < ny < ny < nz). We present the smaller
set with 2(ny +ns — 1) — n1 nonlocal orthogonal product states, which is bet-
ter than the previous results. Moreover, we present our direct constructions of
nonlocal orthogonal product states in general arbitrary multipartite quantum
systems based on the constructions for tripartite systems.
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2 Constructions in Tripartite Quantum Systems

In this section, we give new nonlocal set of orthogonal product states in tri-
partlte quantum systems. For simplicity, we choose the computational basis
{|i)}¢= for each d-dimensional subsystem C? and denote |iy 4 ig & ... & iy,)
the normahzed states —n(|zl> + |ig) £ ... £ |in)) without confusion.

Lemma 1 The following set of 3d — 2 orthogonal product states in tripartite
Cl®Cl®Ce (d>3) quantum systems, denoted by A, B and C,

|¢i) =10 —3)a|0)Bi)c
|fit-(a—1)) = 19) 4|0 — i) B|O)
|ita(a—1)) = |0 >A| >B|O_Z>Ca (1)
|p3(a—1)41) = [0+ -+ (d = 1)) a0+ --- +

(d— 1)>Bl0+~'+ (d—-1)c,

1=1,2,---,d—1, are indistinguishable under LOCC for arbitrary dimension

Proof As these states are symmetric, we only need to prove the indistinguisha-
bility when Alice implements measurements on the subsystem system A first.
Assume that Alice applies nontrivial and nondisturbing measurement with the
positive operator-valued measure (POVM) elements MI‘M 4 in the computa-
tional basis,

apo apr -+ G0,d-1
+ a10 aix - G1,d-1
M\ My =
ad—1,0 Ad—1,1 *** Ad—1,d—1

The post-measurement states {M4 ® Ip ® Io|¢;), i = 1,---,3d — 2} should
be mutually orthogonal. Consider the states [¢;;(q—1)) and |¢p;y2a—1)), i =
1,2,---,d—1, we get (i| M M4|0)(0—i|Ip|i)(0|Ic]|0—i) = 0, that is, (i| M| M4
|0) = 0. Therefore, ag; = a;o =0 fori=1,2,--- ,d— 1.

For the states ;4 (q—1)) and |¢;4(q—1)), 1 < # j < d—1, we have <i|MLMA
11)(0 = i I3]0 — 5)(0|Ic|0) = 0, namely, (i| M§Ma|j) = 0. Hence, a;; = 0 for
1<i#j<d-1

For the states |¢;) and |¢3(q—1)4+1), 1 <@ < d—1, we obtain (0—i|MLMA|O+

H(d—1))(0[ 1|04+ - +(d—1)) (i I |0+ - -+(d—1)) = 0, ie., (0—i| M| M A0+
-+ (d —1)) =0, which give rise to agp = a;; for 1 <i<d—1.

In summary all the Alice’s POVM elements MI‘M 4 are proportional to the
identity matrix. Thus Alice cannot start with a nontrivial measurement, and
neither Bob nor Charlie can start with the measurements on the subsystems
B and C, respectively, due to the symmetry of the given states. Therefore,
these 3d — 2 states cannot be distinguished by LOCC.
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In Ref. [24] the authors presented an elegant construction of 10 indistin-
guishable states under LOCC in C? ® C® ® C3. According to our Lemma 1, we
obtain 7 nonlocal orthogonal product states, which is less than the one from
[24].

Lemma 2 The following 3d+ 4 orthogonal product states in C*®C! @ C4+?2
(d > 3) cannot be distinguished under LOCC,

|pi) =10 —2)al0)Bli)c,
|pit(a—1)) = |1) 4]0 — i) B|0)C,

) =
|¢i+2(d—1)> 10)ali) 8|0 —i)c,
|p3(a-1)+1) = [0 — 1) a|0)|d)c,
|¢3(a-1)+2) = |0 = 1)ald)B|0)c,
|¢3(a-1)+3) = |(d = 2))al(d = 2))B|(d — 1) — d)c, (2)
|¢3(a-1)+4) = [(d = 2))al(d — 1) = d) 5[(d — 2))c,
|$3(d-1)+5) = [0 = 1)a]0)B|(d + 1))c,
|$3(a—1)+6) = |(d — 1)>A|( —1)pld—(d+1))c,
) =

0+ -+ (d—1)al0+ -+ d)p|0+
(d+1)>c,

|P3(d—1)+7

where i =1,2,--- ,d— 1.

The proof of the Lemma 2 is given in Appendix A. By Lemma 2, we have
13 indistinguishable orthogonal product states in C® @ C* @ C®, which is less
than the number 16 given by the result from [24].

Based on the above recursive construction method used in constructing the
non-local sets in Lemma 1 and 2, we have the following conclusions for general
tripartite systems.

Theorem 1 In C™ @ C™ ® C™ (3 < n1 < ng < ng) tripartite quantum

systems, there exist following 2 (ng + n3 — 1) — ny orthogonal product states
that cannot be distinguished under LOCC,

|¢:) = |0 — i) a[0)

Sy
=
Q

)
|Gt (ny—1)) = i) al0 —9)B|0)c,
|¢z+2(n1 1) 10)ali) 8|0 —i)c,
|9jr2(n; 1)) = 10 = 1)al0)Blj)c,
|Pjt2(n1—1)+(ne—n1)) = 10— 1) alj) BI0)c,
0)alm)sl(i —1) = j)cs (3)

0)al(d —1) = d)slm)c,
0—1)4l0)Blk)c,
0)alm)s|(k —1) = k)c,

O+ -+ (n1—1))al0+---+
(ne—1))pl0+ -+ (n3 —1))¢,

| +2(n1 —1)+3(n2—n1)
| Pk+2(n1 —1)+3(na—n1)
|¢k7n1 +2no+n3—2

)=
)=
)=
)
|¢j+2(n1 —1)+2(n2—n1)> =
)
)
)
)

|¢2(n2+n3—1)—n1
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where it = 1,--- ., n1 — 1, =mnq,---,no— 1, and k = na,--- ,n3 — 1. When
7 — 1 is even, m = 1; when j — 1 is odd, m = 2. And when k — 1 is even,
m = 1; when k — 1 is odd, m = 2.

Proof Without loss of generality, we suppose that Alice starts with the nontriv-
ial and nondisturbing measurements first, with the POVM elements MJ;M A
in the computational basis as follows:

aoo aor  c G0mg—1
n aio air - Qlpg—1
MiMy = .
anl—l,O anl—l,l et anl—l,nl—l
The post-measurement states {M4s ® Ig ® Ic|di), i =1,--+ ,2(na + ng —

1) — n1} should be mutually orthogonal. Considering the states |¢;1(n, 1))
and |y o(n, —1)), i = 1,2, - ,n1 — 1, we have (i| M, M4|0)(0—i|Ip i) (0] Ic|0 —
i) = 0, that is, <i|MJ;MA|O> = 0. We have ag; = a;o =0fori =1,2,--- ,n;—1.

For the states |¢;y(n,—1)) and [¢j1(n,—1)), 1 # 7, 5,5 =1,2,--- ,n1 — 1, we
have (i| M M4[5)(0 — i|I5]0 — §)(0|Ic|0) = 0, i.e., (i M{Ma|j) = 0. Hence,
we get a;; =0for 1 <i#j<nyg—1.

For the states [¢;) and |a(ny4ny—1)=ni)> ¢ = 1,2,---,n1 — 1, we obtain
(0—i| M Mal0+- -+ (n1—1))(0[I5]0+: - -+ (na—1)) (i Ic|0+- - -+ (ng—1)) = 0,
namely, (0 — i|MLMA|O +---4+(ny — 1)) = 0, which give rise to agg = a;; for
alli=1,2,--- ,ny — 1.

From the above analysis it turns out that all the Alice’s POVM elements
M,ZM 4 are proportional to the identity matrix, which shows that Alice cannot
perform a nontrivial measurement on her subsystem. Similar results apply to
Bob and Charlie. Therefore, the 2 (ny + ng — 1) — n; states cannot be locally
distinguished by LOCC.

The impossibility of nontrivial measurement for Bob and Charlie can be
proved in a similar way, see Appendix B.

Let us compare our conclusions from Theorem 1 with the existing ones. In
Ref. [2I], Wang et al. constructed 2(n; +ns3) — 3 indistinguishable orthogonal
product state in C™ @ C™ @ C™ (3 < ny < ng < ng). It is easily verified that
if ne < %nl — %, then (2(ny +n3 — 1) —ny) < (2(n1 + n3) — 3), that is, the
nonlocal orthogonal product states sets we constructed have less elements than
the previous results. In particular, when the first two subsystems have same
dimensions (n1 = ng), our construction has n; — 1 states less than the result
from [21]. Moreover, when ny = 3, our construction has always less states than
the one in [21] for arbitrary dimensions n; and ns.

3 Constructions in Multipartite Quantum Systems

Based on the results for tripartite systems, we put forward our new approach
in constructing nonlocal orthogonal product states for multipartite quantum
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systems. For clarity, we deal with the problem for general n-partite systems
in C" ®C% ®---®C% by three detailed cases: n = 0 (mod 3), n =1 (mod 3)
and n = 2 (mod 3).

Theorem 2 Suppose that {|p)ic = |)it|y)it|2)it, © = 1,2,--- ,1l:} is a set
of locally indistinguishable orthogonal product states in C* ® C%+1 ® Cd+2
(t = 1,4,---,n — 2). For quantum systems in C* @ C® @ --- @ C, with
dy,da, - ,dy, >3, n>6 and n =0 (mod 3), the following Iy + 14+ -+ 1p_2
orthogonal product states are indistinguishable under LOCC,

[pi) = |x)i1ly)i1|z)i1]b)a|b)s]b)e - - - |b)n—3]|a)n—2]a)n—1|a)n,

1= 1727"' 711;
|it1,) = la)1]a)z]a)s|z)ialy)ialz)ialb)7 - - - [D)n—1|b)n,
1= 1727"' 7l4;
4

[Gitty ity _a) = 1)1 [D)m—al@hm—sla)m—zlahm—1]2)im[y)im|2)im @
|b>m+3 T ‘b>n7 1=1,2,- ,lm;

|¢i+ll+---+ln,5> =1[b)1--- |b>n*6|a>n*5‘a>n*4‘a>n*3|$>i(n—2)|y>i(n—2)‘z>i(n—2)v
1= 1727"' 7ln727

wherem = 7,10, ,n—5, and |a)¢|a)t+1]a)t+2 is orthogonal to |b)¢|b)t4+1]b)¢+2

(t=1,4,--- ,n—2).

Proof To distinguish these states, the first participant must start with a non-

trivial measurement. Since {|¢)i = |%)it|y)it|2)it, = 1,2,--- 11} is a set of
locally indistinguishable orthogonal product states in C% ® C%+1 @ C%+2(t =
1,4,---,n — 2), for |¢;), i = 1,2,---1;, we can draw the conclusion that

any first three participants cannot start with a nontrivial measurement. Simi-
larly, any followed three participants can neither start with a nontrivial mea-
surement for |p;1,), i = 1,2,---l4. Consequently, for states |Gy, ++1, s ),
i=1,2,---1,_2, the three participants cannot start with a nontrivial measure-
ment either. To sum up, none of the participants can make nontrivial measure-
ments. Therefore, the 1 +14+- - -+1,_2 quantum states in Chxlhg...@C
(di,da, -+ ,dp >3, n>6,n=0 (mod 3)) quantum systems cannot be distin-
guished by LOCC.

Similarly, we have the following theorems for the rest two cases, see proofs
in Appendix C and Appendix D, respectively.

Theorem 3 Suppose that {|p)it = |T)it|y)it|z)it, i = 1,2, I}, is a set of
locally indistinguishable orthogonal product states in C% ® Cd+1 @ Ct+2 (t =
1,4,--- ,n—3). And we select {|©)in = |T)in|¥)in|2)in, 1 = 1,2, -+ ,1,} is a set
of orthogonal product states in CH ®C9% @ C . The following Iy +14+---+1,
orthogonal product states in C @ C% @ --- ® C¥ (dy,da, -+ ,dp > 3, n >
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6, n =1 (mod 3)) are indistinguishable under LOCC,

|#:) = |z)i1|y)i1l2)i1[b)alb)s|b)6 - - - [B)n—1]a)n, 1 =1,2,---I1;
|Pivi,) = la)1la)2la)s|z)ialy)ialz)ialb)7 - [B)n—11D)n, & =1,2,---l4;
1Pitty e tlm_5) = D)1 [D)m—ala)m—3la)m—2]a)m—1]T)im|y)im|2)im (5)
‘b>m+3 c |b>n7 1=1,2, - lm;

|Gittytotly_5) = [T)inlY)inlb)3 - - - [b)n—ala)n—3la)n—2]|a)n-1]2)in, ©=1,2,--1n,

wherem = 7,10, -+ ,n—3, |a)¢|a)iy1|a)it+2 is orthogonal to |b)¢|b)i+1]b) 42, (t =
1,4,---,n —3), |a), and |b), are orthogonal.

Theorem 4 Suppose that {|o)it = |T)it|y)it|2)ie, ¢ = 1,2,--- 11}, is a set
of locally indistinguishable orthogonal product states in C* ® C%+1 ® Cd+2
(t = 1,4,--- ,n—4). And we select {|0)in—1) = [2)itn—1)|¥)itn—1)]2)i(n—1),
i=1,2,---,l,_1} is a set of orthogonal product states in C** @ Cén-1» © C.
The following Iy +14+- - -+1,_1 orthogonal product states in C" @C*?®- - -@C4n
(di,da, -+ ,dp >3, n>6,n=2(mod 3)) are indistinguishable under LOCC,

|oi) = |x)i1|y)i1]2)i1]b)a - - |B)n—2|a)n—1]a)n, 2 = 1,2, - 11;
|it1,) = la)1]a)z]a)s|z)ialy)ialz)ialb)7 - - - |D)n—1]b)n, @ =1,2,l4;

|itiyttlm_g) = 001 [Bym—ala)m—3|a)m—2]a@)m—1]2)im |Y)im|2)im

6
[B)m+3 - |b)ny ©=1,2,-lm; (©)
[itisttlna) = [T in=1)[B)2 - [b)n—5|a)n—ala)n—3la)n—2|9)i(n—1)12)i(n-1)
1= 1727"'ln717
wherem = 7,10, -+ ,n—4 and |a)¢|a)i+1]a)ir2 is orthogonal to [b)¢]b)141|0) 42

(t=1,4,---,n—4), |ayp-1]|a)n and |b)n_1|b)n are orthogonal..

As applications we consider a simple example in [24]. Take n = 9 and
d = 3, according to [24], one has the sets of nonlocal orthogonal product
states, containing 36 and 28 states, respectively. Nevertheless, from Theorem
2 we only need 21 states to construct the set of nonlocal orthogonal product
states.

Furthermore, in Ref. [24] the construction of nonlocal orthogonal product
states with n(2d — 3) + 1 members is presented in ®;‘:10d. According to
Theorem 2, we present 7 (3d — 2) orthogonal product states in ®?:10d for
n =0 (mod 3)(n > 6). Similarly, the nonlocal orthogonal product state sets
with 242 (3d —2) and 24 (3d —2) members are constructed by Theorem 3 and
Theorem 4 in ®@%_,C? for n = 1 (mod 3) and n = 2 (mod 3) (d > 3, n > 6),
respectively. It is easily proved that our nonlocal sets always have less numbers
than the given results.
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4 Conclusions and discussions

Local discrimination of quantum states has attracted much attention during
the last twenty years. The local distinguishability of quantum states can be
applied to design quantum protocols such as quantum cryptography [27128][29]
30]. The construction of sets of locally indistinguishable multipartite orthogo-
nal product states with less members is more difficult than bipartite ones. We
have presented improved constructions of locally indistinguishable orthogonal
product states in multipartite systems in a simpler and more effective way. We
have constructed 3d — 2 nonlocal orthogonal product states in C? ® C¢ @ C4
(d > 3) and 3d + 4 nonlocal orthogonal product states in C? @ C4+! @ C4+2
(d > 3). We have found further 2 (ng+mn3—1)—n; nonlocal orthogonal product
states in the tripartite quantum system C™ ® C™ ® C"™* (3 < n3 < ny < ng)
with arbitrary dimensions of individual subsystems. Based on the tripartite
constructions, we have put forward our recursive construction for arbitrary
multipartite systems C* ® C% @ --- ® C% (dy,ds,--- ,d, >3, n > 6). Above
all, the LOCC indistinguishable sets we constructed contain less members of
states than the existing ones, which optimize further the recent results and
would highlight the related researches in quantum information processing.
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Proof (1) When Alice starts with the nontrivial and nondisturbing measure-

ment M} My, we write the POVM elements MM, in the {|0),[1),--- ,|d —
1)} 4 basis:
agp o1 't G0,d-1
n a10 aix - G1,d-1
MAMA = . . . . )
ad—1,0 Ad—1,1 *** Gd—1,d—1

The postmeasurement states {Ma @ I ® Ic|p;),i =1, ,3d+ 4} should
be mutually orthogonal. Consider the states |¢;(q—1)) and [¢;1a(a—1)), ¢ =
1,2,---,d—1, we have (i|M;[1MA|O) (0—i|Ip|i)(0|Ic|0—3) = 0, i.c., (i| M M4|0)
:0, SO ap; = Q40 :O,i: 1,2,--- ,d—l.

For the states |¢;y(4—1)) and |¢;4(a—1)), @ # J, 4,5 = 1,2,--- ,d — 1, we
have (i| M} Ma[5)(0 — i|T5]0 — 5)(0[Ic|0) = 0, that is, (i|M|Malj) = 0, so
;= 0,04 i, j=1,2,---,d—1.

For the states |¢;) and [¢34—1)47), @ = 1,2,---,d — 1, we have (0 —
iIMEMAl0 + -+ (d — D)OI]0 + - + d)(i|Ic]0 + - - - + (d 4 1)) = 0, that
is, (0 — i/ MIMAJO+ -+ (d—1)) = 0,50 ago = a; =0,i=1,2,--- ,d—1.

Therefore, all of Alice’s POVM elements MI‘M 4 are proportional to the
identity operator and Alice cannot start with a nontrivial measurement.

(2) As for Bob, we write the POVM elements M}LBMB in the {]0),|1),---,
|d)} p basis:

boo  bor -+ boa-1  boa
bio bir -+ bra—1 bia
MpMp=| @ i o 11|,
ba—1,0 ba—1,1 -+ ba—1,d-1 ba—1,a
bao  bar -+ bada—1  baa

The postmeasurement states {IaQMp®Ic|p;),i =1, -+ ,3d+4} should be
mutually orthogonal. Consider the states |¢;) and |¢;42a—1)),i =1, ,d—1,
we have (0—i|14|0) (0| M Mp|i)(i|Ic|0—i) = 0, i.c., (O|MLMgl|i) = 0, s0 bp; =
bio=0,i=1,--,d—1.

For the states |¢i+2(d—1)> and |¢j+2(d—1)>7i 7& Js Zv.] = 15 27 e ad - 15 we
have (0|74]0)(i| ML Mg|j)(0 — i|Ic|0 — j) = 0, that is, (i|MLMg|j) = 0, so

For the states |¢;y2(a—1)) and |3(a—1)42),7 = 1,2,---,d — 1, we have
(01410 — 1) (i| ML, Mp|d)(0 — i|Io]0) = 0, that is, (i ML Mpg|d) = 0, so big =
bai=0,i=1,2,--,d—1.

For the states [¢14(q—1)) and [¢gg—1)+2),¢ = 1,2,---,d — 1, we have
(11410 — 1)(0 — 1|M L Mp|d)(0|Ic|0) = 0, that is, (0 — 1|MLMp|d) = 0, so
boa = bao = b1a = 0.

For the states (¢4 (q—1)) and |¢3(g—1)47),i = 1, ,d—1, we have (i|I4][0+

4 (d— D0 — i MEMB|0 + -+ -+ d)(0]Ic]0 + - 4 (d + 1)) = 0, that is,
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(0 — 4| MEMp|0 + --- +d) =0, s0 bog = bsi,i = 1,---,d — 1. And for the
states |¢g(q—1)44) and |@3g—1)4+7), we also have ((d — 2)[14]0 + --- + (d —
DY(d—1) —d|MEMp|0+-- -+ d){(d —2)|Ic|0+ -+ (d+1)) = 0, i.e., ((d—
1) — d|M]T3MB|O +---+d) =0, therefore bg_1,4—1 = bgq. Thus we assert that
the diagonal elements of M)LBM B are equal.

Therefore, all of Bob’s POVM elements MLM B are proportional to the
identity and Bob cannot start with a nontrivial measurement.

(3) As for Charlie, we write the POVM elements MgMc in the {]0),]1), -,
|d + 1)} ¢ basis:

Coo - Co,d-1 Cod C0,d+1
Cio - Cld-1 Cld C1,d+1
M Mo = ,
Cd—1,0 *** Cd—1,d—1 Cd—1,d Cd—1,d+1
Cdo - Cd,d-1 Cdd Cd,d+1
Cd+1,0 " Cd+1,d—1 Cd+1,d Cd+1,d+1

The postmeasurement states {IaQIp@Mc|p;),i =1, ,3d+4} should be
mutually orthogonal. Consider the states [¢;) and |¢;1(q—1)),i =1, ,d—1,
we have (0 — i[I4]i)(0|T5]0 — i) (i| ML Mc|0) = 0, ie., (i|MLMc|0) = 0, so
COi:CiOZO,i:L"' ,d*l

For the states |¢;) and |¢;), i # 4, 4,5 = 1,2,---,d — 1, we have (0 —
il 1410 — 7)(0] 110 (i| M{,Mc|j) = 0, that is, (i| ML Mc|j) = 0, s0 ¢ij = ¢ji = 0,
i1#£7,4,7=12,---,d—1.

For the states |¢14(4—1)) and |¢3(a—1)+1), we have (1|/74]0 —1)(0 — 1|Ip|0)
(0|M},Mc|d) = 0, i.e., (0| M} Mc|d) =0, so coq = a0 = 0.

For the states |¢;) and [¢3(4—1)4+1),7 = 1,2,--- ,d—1, we have (0 —[/4]0 —
)0\ T5|0)(i| M{Mc|d) = 0, that is, (i| M. Mc|d) = 0, s0 cig = cai = 0, i =
2, d—1.

For the states |¢14(q—1)) and [@3(4—1)+5), we have (1{14]0 —1)(0 — 1|I5|0)
(O|MLMc|(d+1)) = 0, that is, (0|MLMc|(d+1)) =0, 50 co.ar1 = at1.0 = 0.

For the states |¢;) and [¢g(q—1)45), % = 1,2,--- ,d—1, we have (0 —[14]0 -
1)(0|1]0)(i| ML Mo |(d + 1)) = 0, ie., (i(|MLMc|(d+ 1)) = 0, s0 ¢iar1 =
Cd+1,i20,’t': 1,2,--- ,d—l.

For the states |p3(g—1)+1) and [¢3g—1)4+5), ¢ = 1,2,--- ,d — 1, we have
(0—1]14]0— 1><O|IB|0><d|MéMc|d+ 1) = 0, that is, <d|Mg~MC|d+ 1) =0, so
Cd,d+1 = Cq+1,d4 = 0.

For the states |¢;12(4—1)) and [¢g(g—1)47), 7 = 1, ,d—1, we have (0[/4]0+

+(d = 1))EIB|0 4 - + d){(0 — i|MLMc|0 + - 4 (d + 1)) = 0, that is,
(0 =i MLEMe|0+ -+ (d+1)) =0, 50 cop = ¢, i =1,-+- ,d — 1.

For the states |¢3(q—1)+3) and [¢3g—1)+7), we have ((d — 2)[1a|0 + --- +
(d - 1)(d - 2|0 + - + d)((d — 1) — dIMEMc|0 + - + (d + 1)) = 0,
ie, ((d—1) —dMIMc|0+ -+ (d+ 1)) = 0,50 ca_1,4-1 = Caa- And for

1
1
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the states |p3a—1)+6) and |@s3a—1)4+7), we have ((d — 1)[1a]0 + --- + (d —
DY(d — D)|Ip|0+ -+ d){d — (d + 1)|MEMc|0 + - + (d + 1)) = 0, that is,
(d—(d+ 1)|MgMc|0+~ -+ (d+1)) =0, 50 cqq = €d+1,d+1- Thus the diagonal
elements of MéMc are equal.
Therefore, all of Charlie’s POVM elements M, gMc are proportional to the
identity matrices and Charlie cannot start with a nontrivial measurement.
To sum up, all of the three participators Alice, Bob and Charlie cannot

start with a nontrivial measurement. So, the 3d 44 states cannot be perfectly
distinguished by LOCC.

B. The impossibility of nontrivial measurement for Bob and Charlie
As for Bob, we write the POVM elements M]TBMB in the basis {|0), (1), 2), - -
In2 — 1)} p:

boo -+ bomi—1 bony  r boma—1
bio -+ bin-1 bin, - bin,-1
bri—1,0 " bny—1,mi—1 bni—1.ny *** bny—1n,—1 | , The postmeasurement
bn10 T bnl,nlfl bnlnl e bn1,’n271
bn27170 e bngfl,nlfl b’n271,’n1 e bng 1,na—1
states {14 @ Mp ® Ic|p;), i =1, 2(n2 +ng —1) —ny } should be mutually
orthogonal. Consider the states |¢)Z> and [ipom,—1)), 1 = 1, —1, we

have (0—i[14]0)(0| M Mpli)(i|Ic|0—i) = 0, that is, <o|M;MB| > = 0. Hence,
bOi:biOZO,iil,"' ,7’1,171.

For the states |¢j1o(n,—1)) and [@j1on,-1)), @ # J, 4, = 1,2, ,n1 — 1,
we have (0[14]0)(i| M Mp|5)(0 — i|Ic|0 — j) = 0, that is, (i|M} MB|j> = 0.
Hence, bij :bﬂ:O,’L#‘], Z,j: 1,2,"' ,7’1,171.

For the states [@;1a(n) —1)4(n2—n1)) A0 [@j12(n, —1)+(na=n1))s i # J» ] =
ni,---,ny — 1, we have (0 — 1/14]0 — 1)(i| M}, Mp|j)(0|Ic|0) = 0, that is,
(i|M},Mp|j) = 0. Hence, bij = bj; = 0, i # j,4,j =n1,--- ,ng — 1.

For the states |@;yo(n,—1)) and |@jia(n;—1)+(no=n1)) @ = L=+ ,n1 — 1
j = n1,--,n2 — 1, we have (0[14]0 — 1)(i| ML Mp|5)(0 — z|IC|O> = 0, ie.,

(ilMLMp|j) = 0. Hence, bjj = bj; = 0 for i = 1,---,n; —1 and j =
My, ,7’1,271.

For the states |¢14(n,—1)) and |jio(n; —1)+(no=n1))rd = N1, ,n2 — 1,
we have (1|74]0 — 1)(0 — 1|MEMp[5)(0|1c|0) = 0, i.e., (0 — 1[MEMpj) = 0.
Therefore, bOj = bjO = blj = 0, j =Ny, ,N2 — 1.

For the states (¢4 (n, —1)) and |@a(ny4ng—1)—n,), ¢ = 1, ,n1 — 1, we have

(A0 + -+ 4 (n1 = D)0 = i| MEMB[0+ -+ 4 (no = 1)){0[Ic[0 + -+ + (ng —
1)) = 0, that is, (0 — i|MLMp|0 + - + (na — 1)) = 0. Hence, boo = by, i =
L,--+,n1 — 1. And for the states [¢; o(n,—1)+3(ns—n,)) and |¢2(n2+n3_1)_m>,
j=mn1,-,n2—1, wehave (0[I4]0+ -+ (n1 —1)){(j—1)— j|M Mpl0+---+
(na—1))Y(m|Ic|04- - +(ns—1)) = 0, ie., (j—1)—j|MLMp|0+- - -+ (ng—1)) =
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0. Hence, bj_1,-1 = bj;, j = ni1, -+ ,n2 — 1. Thus all diagonal elements of
M]TBMB are equal.

Therefore, all of Bob’s POVM elements M)LBM p are proportional to the
identity operator and Bob cannot start with a nontrivial measurement.

As for Charlie, we write the POVM elements MgMC in the basis {]0), |1),

7|n3 — 1>}C:
o - Coni-1 Con;  *° Comno—1 *°°  COomg—1
Cio °° Cini—1 Cln, v Clpg—1 = Clmpg—1
Cnlfl,O e Cnlfl,nlfl Cnlfl,nl T Cnlfl,ngfl Tt Cnlfl,ngfl
n Cni0 "' Cnyni—1 Cniny " Cnyne—1 " Cnypnz—1
MM = ,
Cngfl,O e Cngfl,nlfl C’n271,’n1 e Cn271,n271 Tt anfl,’ng*l
Cny0 Cng,nlfl Cnaong e Cn27n271 Tt C’n2,n371
Cngfl,O e Cngfl,nlfl Cngfl,nl e C’n371,n271 Tt Cngfl,’ng*l

The postmeasurement states {4 @ Ip @ Mc|p;),i =1, -+ ,2(na+n3—1)—
n1} should be mutually orthogonal. Consider the states |¢;) and |¢;1(n, 1)),
i = 1,---,n1 — 1, we have (0 — i|L4]i)(0|Ip|0 — i)(i| ML, Mc|0) = 0, ie.,
(i|MEMc|0) = 0. Thus, co; = cio = 0 for i =1,--- ,ny — 1.

For the states |¢;) and |@;), ¢ # j, 4,5 = 1,2,--- ,n1 — 1, we have (0 —
i1410 — 5)(0|Ip|0)(i| ML Mc|j) = 0, that is, (i|MLMc|j) = 0. So ¢;j = 0,
1#7,4,j=12,--- ,n; — 1.

For the states |¢14(n,—1)) and |@it2(n,-1)), ¢ = n1,--- ,n2 — 1, we have
(1[14]0 — 1)(0 — 1|I]0)(0| ML Mcli) = 0, that is, (0|MJ,Mc|i) = 0. Thus,
COi:CiOZOfOri:nl,"' ,7’1,271.

For the states |¢;) and |¢pj1om,—1)),1 = 1,2, ,n1 —1;j =ny,-- ,ng—1,
we have (0 — i[I4]0 — 1)(0]15]0)(i| M, Mc|j) = 0, that is, (i|MLMco|j) = 0.
Hence, ¢;j =cj; =0fori=1,2,--- ,ny —1land j =nq,--- ,n2 — 1.

For the states |¢;yo(n,—1)) and |@jo(n,—1)), @ # 4, 4,5 = n1,--- ,ng — 1,
we have (0 — 1|74]0 — 1)(0|15|0) ()| ML Mc|j) = 0, ie., (i|M}Mc|j) = 0. So
Cij :O,’L'?éj, i,j:nl,'-' ,’ng—l.

For the states |¢14(n,—1)) and [@i12(n, —1)+3(na—ny))s & = N2, - ,n3— 1, we
have (1|14]0 — 1)(0 — 1|1]0)(0|MS,Mc i) = 0, i.e., (0|MSMc|i) = 0. Hence,
COi:CiOZO,iZHQ,"' ,7’1,371.

For the states |¢;) and |¢jqo(n,—1)43(ne—n1)) @ = 1,2,---,n1 — 1; j =
ng, - ,n3 — 1, we have (0 —i[I4]0 — 1)(0|15]0)(i| ML, Mc|j) = 0, i.e., (i| M,
Mcl|j) = 0. Therefore, ¢;;j = ¢j; = 0 for ¢ = 1,2,--- ,n1 — 1 and j =
no,- -+ ,ng — 1.

For the states [¢;1o(n,—1)) and |@j1o(n) —1)+3(na—n1))s & = N1, , N2 — 1
j = ng,---,nz — 1, we have (0 — 1|14]0 — 1)(0|I5]0)(i| ML Mc|j) = 0, ie.,
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<Z|M2Mc|j> = 0. Hence, ¢;;j = ¢j; = 0 for i = nq,---,ng —1 and j =
No,- -+ ,ng — 1.

For the states [@i12(n, —1)+3(na—n1)) A0 [P 42(ny —1)+3(na—ni))s & 7 J1 6] =
ng, - ,n3 — 1, we have (0 — 1|14]0 — 1)(0|15|0)(i| M Mc|j) = 0, that is,
(i|MEMc|j) = 0. Hence, ¢ij = 0,0 # j, i,j = na,--- ,n3 — 1.

For the states |@;yo(n,—1)); 1 = 1,2,--+ ,n1 — 1 and  |@a(nyqns—1)—n,)s We
have (0|74]0 + - - + (1 — 1))@ Ip[0 + - - + (ng — 1))0 — i| MLMe[0 4 - - - +
(n3 — 1)) = 0, that is, (0 — i|MJ,Mc|0 + -+ + (n3 — 1)) = 0. So coo = ¢4,
221, ,nl—l.

For the states |12, —1)+2(na—n1))» J = N1, -+ yNe—1 and [@a(ny4ng—1)—n1 )
we have (0[74|0+---+(n1—1))(m|I5|0+- --+(n2—1))((j—1)—j|M2MC|O+
-+ (n3—1)) = 0, that is, ((j — 1) — j|MLMc|0+ - - -+ (ng — 1)) = 0. Hence,
Cj—1,j—1 = Cjj, j =Ny, ,N2 — 1. And for the states |¢k7n1+2n2+n372>; e =
ng, -+ ,n3—1and |a(n,4ng—1)—n, ), We have (07404 -4 (n1 —1))(m[Ip|0+

4 (ny — DY(k = 1) = kf|MEMo|0 + - + (ng — 1)) = 0, ie., (k—1) -
k|MEMo|0+ -+ + (ng — 1)) = 0. Hence, cx_15-1 = ckky k =19, -+ ,n3 — 1.
Therefore, all diagonal elements of M, gMc are equal.

All of Charlie’s POVM elements are proportional to the identity operator
and Charlie cannot start with a nontrivial measurement.

To sum up, all of the three participants Alice, Bob and Charlie cannot
start with a nontrivial measurement. Therefore, the 2 (ng 4+ ng — 1) — n; states
cannot be perfectly distinguished by LOCC. This completes the proof.

C. Proof of Theorem 3

Proof Similarly, since the quantum state {|@)it = |€)it|y)it|2)it, 4 = 1,2, -+ 1t}
is a set of locally indistinguishable orthogonal product states in C% @ C%+ @
Cl+2 (t =1,4,--- ,n—3), for |¢;),i=1,2,---1;, by Theorem 1, the first three
participants cannot perform a nontrivial measurement. And so on, any of the
next three participants cannot perform a nontrivial measurement. As for the
last participant, with the first two participants, by Theorem 1, from the states
|Dittytotl,_g)s @ = 1,2, - 1,,, we can arrive the same conclusion. To sum up,
we prove it in a similar way that all of the participants can only make a trivial
measurement. Thus the I1 +14+- - -+, quantum states in C* ®C2 - - - %
(di,da, -+ ,dp > 3,n>6,n=1(mod 3)) quantum system cannot be perfectly
distinguished by LOCC. This completes the proof.

D. Proof of Theorem 4

Proof Similarly, since the quantum state {|@); = |)it|y)it|2)it, 0 = 1,2, i}
is nonlocal indistinguishable orthogonal product states in C% @ C%+1 @ C%+2
(t =1,4,--- ,n—4), for |¢;), i = 1,2,---11, by Theorem 1, the first three
participants cannot perform a nontrivial measurement. And so on, any of the
next three participants cannot perform a nontrivial measurement. As for the
last two participants, with the first participant, by Theorem 1, from the states
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|Dittytootly_a)s 8 = 1,2, 1,_1, we can arrive the same conclusion. To sum up,
we prove it in a similar way that all of the participants can only make a trivial
measurement. So the [; +14+- - -+1,—1 quantum states in ChgChg. . .@Cin
(d1,da, -+ ,dp > 3,n>6,n =2 (mod 3)) quantum system cannot be perfectly
distinguished by LOCC. This completes the proof.
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