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Distributed Denial-of-Service (DDoS) attacks can occur in quantum networks, which can pose a
significant threat to its key distribution protocols. We introduce a quantum analogue of a classical
entropic DDoS detection system, and apply it in the context of detecting an attack on a quantum
network. In particular, we examine DDoS attacks on a quantum repeater and harness the associated
entanglement entropy for the detection system. Our method contributes to the applicability of
quantum information from the domain of data security to the area of network security.

Introduction.—A central aim of quantum information
science is to design quantum systems to perform infor-
mation tasks [1]. Prominent examples of such work in-
volved deriving quantum analogues of classical informa-
tion applications, and harnessing the quantum resource
to demonstrate an advantage over the classical case.

For instance, the property of superposition is used by
quantum models of computation to drastically outper-
form the best classical supercomputers on certain tasks
[2, 3]. Another example are the quantum realizations
of secure key distribution protocols which are predicated
on the impossibility to copy quantum information [4].
Perhaps the most relevant example for our work are the
quantum analogues of classical communication networks,
simply called quantum networks [14]. In these networks,
quantum information can be teleported [5], recently to
distances exceeding a 1000km [6].

Beyond this established work, a further direction is to
design novel quantum technologies by utilizing our un-
derstanding of the classical case. Our main result is to
demonstrate progress in this direction.

Distributed Denial-of-Service (DDoS) attacks are a sig-
nificant topic in classical network security [7, 8], and var-
ious systems have been developed to detect such attacks
on a classical network. Similarly, DDoS attacks have also
been identified to be a considerable threat in quantum
networks [4, 17, 18][19] and in this work we design a sys-
tem to detect such attacks. This advances the applica-
bility of quantum information from the domain of data
security to the area of network security.

Classical DDoS.—In classical networks, Distributed
Denial-of-Service (DDoS) attacks are rather frequent
events [7, 8] and their reach can extend into the criti-
cal infrastructure of a nation, as witnessed in Estonia [9]
and New Zealand [10]. In such networks, information is
transmitted in the form of data packets and the role of
directing this traffic is performed by routers. To initiate a
DDoS flooding attack, many routers would direct packets
from multiple attack nodes to a victim node. The intent
behind this flood of traffic is to overload the victim node
so that it becomes unresponsive to legitimate traffic.

Preventing a DDoS attack requires most essentially the
ability to identify the attack traffic as early as possible
[11]. To achieve this temporal capability, detection sys-

tems have been designed using the Shannon entropy

H(X) ≡ −
∑

i

pi log pi, (1)

where pi are the probabilities associated to random vari-
able X and logarithms are taken to base 2.

Reviews of such entropic approaches can be found in
[8, 11, 12]. We briefly outline one of these methods [13].

A flow at a router is group of packets categorized as

fij(ui, dj , t) ≡ {< ui, dj , t > |ui ∈ U, dj ∈ D}, (2)

where i, j ∈ Z+, U is the set of the upstream routers, D
denotes the set of destination addresses from the router,
and t is the time stamp. Let |fij(ui, dj , t)| represent the
number of packets of flow fij at time t. For a given time
interval ∆T , the variation of the number of packets for a
given flow is defined as

Nij(ui, dj , t+ ∆t) ≡ |fij(ui, dj , t+ ∆T )| − |fij(ui, dj , t)|.
(3)

If |fij(ui, dj , t)| = 0, then Nij(ui, dj , t+ ∆T ) is the num-
ber of packets of flow fij that went through the router
during time interval ∆T . The quantity

pij(ui, dj , t+ ∆T ) =
Nij(ui, dj , t+ ∆T )∑∞

i=1

∑∞
j=1Nij(ui, dj , t+ ∆T )

,

(4)
gives the probability of the flow fij over all flows at the
router with

∞∑

i=1

∞∑

j=1

pij(ui, dj , t+ ∆T ) = 1. (5)

The computation of the Shannon entropy (1) at the
router is obtained through

H(F ) = −
∑

i,j

pij(ui, dj , t+ ∆T ) log pij(ui, dj , t+ ∆T ),

(6)
where F is the associated random variable with respect
to flows during ∆T . If the total number of flows is con-
strained to N , then (6) is rather simply

H(F ) = H(p1, p2, . . . , pN ) = −
N∑

i=1

pi log pi, (7)
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with 0 ≤ H(F ) ≤ logN . The lower bound occurs when
there is only one flow.

In order to model a DDoS attack, a number of assump-
tions are made. These are that there is no extraordinary
change of traffic in a very short time for the non-attack
case, the number of attack packets is at least an order
of magnitude higher than that of normal flows, there is
only one attack ongoing at a time, and that the number
of flows is stable for both non-attack and attack cases.

Suppose attack flows start passing through the router
at t = (n + 1)τ , hence t = nτ signifies the time at the
router just before the attack. The respective distribu-
tions are

{p(n+1)τ
1 , p

(n+1)τ
2 , . . . , p

(n+1)τ
N }, (8)

{pnτ1 , pnτ2 , . . . , pnτN }. (9)

A consequence of the assumptions is that pnτk � p
(n+1)τ
k

for some k. Further reasoning with Jensen’s inequality
leads to

−
N∑

i=1

pnτi log pnτi � −
N∑

i=1

p
(n+1)τ
i log p

(n+1)τ
i . (10)

Expressing this in terms of the entropy (7) gives

H(Fnτ )� H(F (n+1)τ ). (11)

The entropy at the router drops dramatically as soon as
attack flows are passing through, thus allowing for an
ability to detect an attack as early as possible.

Quantum Repeaters.—Quantum networks [14] gener-
ate entanglement over long distances. These entangle-
ment flows are routed through devices known as repeaters
[15, 16] which perform entanglement swapping to connect
two spatially entangled links into a longer entangled link.
Alternatively, one can view this procedure as teleporting
the entangled quantum information.

Specifically in this work, we will use Bell states

|βxy〉 =
|0〉 ⊗ |y〉+ (−1)x |1〉 ⊗ |ȳ〉√

2
, (12)

where the bar denotes negation and we have a choice
between xy = 00, 01, 10, or 11. With respect to the com-
putational basis states, the quantum information in the
Bell state (12) takes the form

(
ȳ√
2
,
y√
2
,

(−1)xy√
2

,
(−1)xȳ√

2

)
. (13)

In our simple routing scenario, the outcome is a Bell
state between the request node and the receiver node
(which are spatially apart), without the request node di-
rectly sending a qubit to the receiver node. This can be
accomplished through a quantum repeater. We generate
Bell pairs at both the request node (qubits A and B) and
the repeater node (qubits C and D). One qubit (B) of
the request pair reaches the repeater to be Bell projected
with a qubit (C) at the repeater.

The joint state can be written as

|Request〉 ⊗ |Repeater〉 ≡ |β00〉A,B ⊗ |βxy〉C,D
= 1

2 (|βxy〉A,D ⊗ |β00〉B,C
+ |βx̄y〉A,D ⊗ |β10〉B,C (14)

+ (−1)x |βxȳ〉A,D ⊗ |β01〉B,C
+ (−1)x |βx̄ȳ〉A,D ⊗ |β11〉B,C .

The repeater performs a Bell state projection on BC.
This returns one of four possible outcomes with conse-
quences for AD

|β00〉B,C → |βxy〉A,D
|β01〉B,C → (−1)x |βxȳ〉A,D
|β10〉B,C → |βx̄y〉A,D (15)

|β11〉B,C → (−1)x |βx̄ȳ〉 .

Depending on the outcome, the repeater applies a par-
ticular unitary operator to qubit D,

(I⊗ I) |βxy〉A,D ,
(I⊗ (−1)xσ̂1)(−1)x |βxȳ〉A,D ,

(I⊗ (−1)yσ̂3) |βx̄y〉A,D , (16)

(I⊗ (−1)x+yσ̂3σ̂1)(−1)x |βx̄ȳ〉A,D ,

where σ̂1 = |0〉 〈1| + |1〉 〈0| , σ̂2 = −i |0〉 〈1| + i |1〉 〈0| and
σ̂3 = |0〉 〈0|−|1〉 〈1|. Afterwards, the non-projected qubit
(D) of the repeater pair leaves towards the destination
node. This results in the desired output of having state
|βxy〉A,D shared between the request node and receiver.

We want to view this procedure in terms of the von
Neumann quantum entropy [1], which is defined as

S(ρ) ≡ −Tr(ρ log ρ), (17)

where ρ is a density operator. The entropy is zero if and
only if it is a pure state. For an arbitrary composite sys-
tem with subsystems K and L, the joint and conditional
entropy are respectively

S(ρKL) ≡ −Tr(ρKL log ρLK), (18)

S(ρK |ρL) ≡ S(ρKL)− S(ρL), (19)

where ρK = TrL(ρKL) and ρL = TrK(ρKL). Suppose
ρKL is a pure state, then ρKL is entangled if and only if

S(ρK |ρL) < 0. (20)

In this case the entropy of either subsystem, S(ρK) or
S(ρL), is referred to as the entanglement entropy.

In the repeater, the density operator is

ρC,D = |βxy〉B,C 〈βxy|B,C , (21)

and the associated conditional entropy is

S(ρC |ρD) = S(ρC,D)− S(ρD) = 0− 1 = −1, (22)
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which indicates entanglement (20) as expected. Note
that at the time before projection, qubits A and D are
not entangled

S(ρA|ρD) = S(ρA,D)− S(ρD) = 2− 1 = 1. (23)

For the output state, the density operator takes the form

ρA,D = |βxy〉A,D 〈βxy|A,D , (24)

and the associated conditional entropy is

S(ρA|ρD) = S(ρA,D)− S(ρD)

= 0− 1 = −1, (25)

signifying entanglement, with a loss of it in

S(ρC |ρD) = S(ρC,D)− S(ρD)

= 2− 1 = 1. (26)

In terms of the joint entropy, just before projection (22)
we see that S(ρC,D) = 0 which specifies a pure state.
After projection (26) we have that S(ρC,D) = 2 which
signifies missing information in CD. Part of that missing
information moved, as described by the updated entropy
S(ρA,D) = 0 in the output |βxy〉A,D.

Quantum DDoS.—Quantum networks can also experi-
ence DDoS attacks [17], which poses a significant threat
to its quantum key distribution protocols [4, 18]. Given
that repeaters have a maximum session capacity [20], we
consider DDoS attacks where service requests exceed that
maximum capacity.

The entanglement entropy will be used to formulate
a DDoS detection system analogous to the classical case
(11). To derive this, we utilize the material from [21].

Our model starts with the request node generating
|β00〉A,B with qubit B is sent to the repeater. The re-

peater generates |β00〉C,D which can be viewed as an in-

stantiation of |βxy〉C,D.

We consider the quantities before the projection. The
total system is ρA,B,C,D which denotes

|β00〉A,B |β00〉C,D 〈β00|A,B 〈β00|C,D , (27)

and the subsystem held at the repeater is ρB,C,D as it
excludes ρA. Given qubits C and D are jointly in a pure
state, we have that

S(ρB,C,D) = S(ρB) = 1. (28)

The qubit B is maximally mixed since it is entangled with
qubit A in a Bell state. Thus the entanglement entropy
of qubit A before the projection equates to

S(ρA) = S(ρB,C,D). (29)

We take the partial trace to obtain the density operator
for qubit D

ρD = TrABC(ρA,B,C,D). (30)

We have that S(ρD) = 1 since it is entangled with ρC .
The entanglement entropy forms a crucial role for a

repeater session. A successful session occurs when the
entanglement is swapped (15). The swapping is success-
ful only if the repeater uses some rank one orthogonal
projectors Πi such that no matter what outcome occurs
at the repeater on qubits B and C, the value of the entan-
glement entropy of ρA before projection must equal the
value of the entanglement entropy of ρA after projection.

We proceed to examine the quantities after the projec-
tion. If the repeater obtains outcome i, then the density
operator of D is

ρDi =
1

pi
TrABC(ΠiρA,B,C,D), (31)

where pi is the associated Born probability. Given

∑

i

Πi = I, (32)

we have that

ρD =
∑

i

piρDi
. (33)

After measurement, qubits A and D are in a pure entan-
gled state. The entanglement entropy of D equates to
the entanglement entropy of A after projection

S(ρDi) = S(ρA). (34)

Using the crucial condition that a successful session re-
quires the entropy before projection and entropy after
projection of ρA to equate, we can formulate relation-
ships between the quantities before and after projection.
Specifically using (29) and (34), we obtain

S(ρDi) = S(ρB,C,D), (35)

and furthermore

S(ρB,C,D) = S(ρDi) =
∑

i

piS(ρDi). (36)

Applying the concavity inequality [21] to (33) results to

S(ρD) ≥
∑

i

piS(ρDi
). (37)

Combining (36) and (37) gives

S(ρB,C,D) =
∑

i

piS(ρDi
) ≤ S(ρD). (38)

Therefore, before the projection one can predict that a
successful session is possible when and only when

S(ρB,C |ρD) = S(ρB,C,D)− S(ρD) ≤ 0. (39)

A failed session will occur when S(ρB,C |ρD) > 0. For our
specific case (27), we have that S(ρB,C |ρD) = 0 which
implies a successful session ahead.
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The capacity of the repeater is defined as the maximum
number of sessions it can facilitate simultaneously and
this is directly related to the number of Bell pairs that
can be stored in memory [20]. In our case, this would
be the maximum number of copies of ρC,D generated at
a time to keep the service at full capacity. After that
time, any unused Bell pairs get destroyed and the system
regenerates to full capacity at the next time point.

With respect to capacity, we modify our previous anal-
ysis to N copies of system ρA,B,C,D for large N . The
repeater would make a complete projective measurement
on (ρB,C)⊗N . In this case all the entropies are multiplied
by N . Hence the condition (39) for sessions is maintained
and we can interpret it in terms of capacity.

If S(ρB,C |ρD) < 0 before the projection, then
−S(ρB,C |ρD) is the number of Bell pairs left afterwards
in the memory. It quantifies the unused capacity af-
ter the session requests have been fulfilled. Whereas if
S(ρB,C |ρD) > 0, it not possible to carry out a session to
begin with, and predicts an unresponsive service due to
requests exceeding the capacity. Therefore (39) can be
used to model a DDoS attack.

To design a detection system, suppose a flood of attack
requests reaches a repeater at specific time t = (n+ 1)τ ,
and as in the classical case [13] we assume the number of
attack requests is at least an order of magnitude higher
than that of normal requests. The entropy of the requests
at the repeater is quantified as

S(ρnτB )� S(σ
(n+1)τ
B ), (40)

where ρ is used to label the systems involved prior to
attack, and σ denotes the systems involved in the attack
(the superscripts signify the respective times). The re-
peater generates the same full capacity at each time point
hence

S(ρnτ,nτC,D ) = S(σ
(n+1)τ,(n+1)τ
C,D ), (41)

and with (40) we obtain

S(ρnτ,nτ,nτB,C,D )� S(σ
(n+1)τ,(n+1)τ,(n+1)τ
B,C,D ). (42)

From (41) we have that

S(ρnτD ) = S(σ
(n+1)τ
D ). (43)

Combining this with (42) produces an entropic DDoS
detection formula at the repeater

S(ρnτ,nτB,C |ρnτD )� S(σnτ,nτB,C |σnτD ). (44)

The conditional entropies in (44) encode both the re-
quests and the capacity. In an attack the entropy in-
creases dramatically at the repeater, signifying a drastic

reduction in capacity. This provides an early detection
system that is comparable to the classical case (11).
Future Work.—In classical networks, after detecting

a DDoS attack it is common to employ a mitigation
method [7]. As a result the service capacity is unaf-
fected, leaving service available to legitimate traffic. For
the quantum DDoS case presented, future work could
involve developing a mitigation method after detection.

We illustrate this with a simple method that could
be used to develop a more sophisticated strategy. Sup-

pose we have attack Bell states |β00〉(n+1)τ,(n+1)τ
A1B1

and

|β00〉(n+1)τ,(n+1)τ
A2B2

. The labels A1 and A2 refer to the
qubits at the respective attack nodes, and labels B1 and
B2 are the qubits that reach the repeater at t = (n+1)τ .
Under normal conditions, the repeater would perform a
projection with the Bell pairs generated at the repeater.

Given that the attack has been detected, the repeater
rather performs a joint projective measurement on the
attack qubits themselves, B1 and B2 at t = (n+1)τ . We
can write this as

|β00〉(n+1)τ,(n+1)τ
A1B1

⊗ |β00〉(n+1)τ,(n+1)τ
A2B2

= 1
2 (|β00〉(n+1)τ,(n+1)τ

A1A2
⊗ |β00〉(n+1)τ,(n+1)τ

B1B2
(45)

+ |β01〉(n+1)τ,(n+1)τ
A1A2

⊗ |β01〉(n+1)τ,(n+1)τ
B1B2

(46)

+ |β10〉(n+1)τ,(n+1)τ
A1A2

⊗ |β10〉(n+1)τ,(n+1)τ
B1B2

+ |β11〉(n+1)τ,(n+1)τ
A1A2

⊗ |β11〉(n+1)τ,(n+1)τ
B1B2

.

This joint measurement would swap the entanglement to
qubits A1 and A2 which are at the attack nodes. Conse-
quently the Bell pairs generated at the repeater have not
been used, thereby leaving the repeater capacity available
for legitimate traffic.

In a large classical network, it advantageous to de-
vise a traceback method [13] so to identify the source
of the attack. Both classical and quantum networks can
be modelled as a directed acyclic graphs, where the up-
stream routers could be viewed as parent nodes and the
downstream routes as children nodes. Hence an interest-
ing direction would be to employ quantum causal models
[22] to provide a traceback model for DDoS attacks on
a quantum network. The attacks could be formulated in
terms of do-interventions, and would allow the ability to
apply a quantum do-calculus or a quantum causal dis-
covery algorithm to carry out successful traceback for a
DDoS attack on a quantum network.
Conclusion.—DDoS attacks are a central topic in clas-

sical network security, and have been identified to be sig-
nificant threat on quantum networks. In this work, we
design a quantum analogue of a classical DDoS detection
system, and apply it in the context of a quantum net-
work. We hope that our design contributes to extending
the applicability of quantum information from the do-
main of data security to area of network security.



5

[1] M. A. Nielsen and I. L. Chuang, Quantum computation
and quantum information. (Cambridge University Press,
2010).

[2] F. Arute et al., “Quantum supremacy using a pro-
grammable superconducting processor”, Nature, 574,
505–510 (2019).

[3] Y. Wu et al., “Strong quantum computational advantage
using a superconducting quantum processor”, Physical
Review Letters, 127, 180501 (2021).

[4] F. Xu, X. Ma, Q. Zhang, H.K. Lo, and J.W. Pan, “Secure
quantum key distribution with realistic devices”, Reviews
of Modern Physics, 92, 025002 (2020).

[5] C.H. Bennett, G. Brassard, C. Crepeau, R. Jozsa,
A.Peres, and W.K. Wootters, “Teleporting an unknown
quantum state via dual classical and Einstein-Podolsky-
Rosen channels”, Physical Review Letters, 70, 1895–1899
(1993).

[6] J. Ren et al., “Ground-to-satellite quantum teleporta-
tion”, Nature, 549, 70–73 (2017).

[7] E. Osterweil, A. Stavrou, and L. Zhang, “21 Years of Dis-
tributed Denial-of-Service: A Call to Action”, Computer,
53, 94–99 (2020).

[8] T. Mahjabin, Y. Xiao, G. Sun, and W. Jiang, “A sur-
vey of distributed denial-of-service attack, prevention,
and mitigation techniques”, International Journal of Dis-
tributed Sensor Networks, 13, 1550147717741463 (2017).

[9] M. Lesk, “The new front line: Estonia under cyberas-
sault”, IEEE Security & Privacy, 5, 76–79 (2007).

[10] F.M.A., “Market Operator Obligations Targeted Review
– NZX”, Financial Markets Authority New Zealand,
(2021).

[11] A. Koay, “Detecting High and Low Intensity Distributed
Denial of Service (DDoS) Attacks”, PhD thesis Victoria
University of Wellington, (2019).
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jdušek, and R.V. Meter, “Attacking the quantum inter-
net”, IEEE Transactions on Quantum Engineering, 2,
1–17 (2021).

[18] R. Clark, S. Bartlett, M. Bremner, P.K. Lam, and T.
Ralph, “The impact of quantum technologies on secure
communications”, Australian Strategic Policy Institute,
(2021).

[19] A. B. Price, J. G. Rarity, and C. Erven, “A quantum
key distribution protocol for rapid denial of service de-
tection”, EPJ Quantum Technology, 7, 8 (2020).

[20] J. Rabbie, K. Chakraborty, G. Avis, and S. Wehner, “De-
signing quantum networks using preexisting infrastruc-
ture”, arXiv:2005.14715 [quant-ph] (2020).

[21] E. Witten, “A mini-introduction to information theory”,
La Rivista del Nuovo Cimento, 43, 187–227 (2020).

[22] J. Barrett, R. Lorenz, and O. Oreshkov, “Quantum
causal models”, arXiv:1906.10726 [quant-ph] (2019).



1

I. DERIVATION OF THE QUANTUM REPEATER EQUATIONS

In main text, we had the equation

|β00〉A,B ⊗ |βxy〉C,D =
1

2
(|βxy〉A,D ⊗ |β00〉B,C + |βx̄y〉A,D ⊗ |β10〉B,C (1)

+ (−1)x |βxȳ〉A,D ⊗ |β01〉B,C + (−1)x |βx̄ȳ〉A,D ⊗ |β11〉B,C .

It can be derived in the following manner:

|β00〉A,B |βxy〉C,D =

(
|00〉A,B + |11〉A,B√

2

)
⊗
(
|0y〉C,D + (−1)x |1ȳ〉C,D√

2

)
(2)

=
1

2
(|00〉A,B |0y〉C,D + (−1)x |00〉A,B |1ȳ〉C,D (3)

+ |11〉A,B |0y〉C,D + (−1)x |11〉A,B |1ȳ〉C,D) (4)

=
1

2
(|0y〉A,D |00〉B,C + (−1)x |0ȳ〉A,D |01〉B,C (5)

+ |1y〉A,D |10〉B,C + (−1)x |1ȳ〉A,D |11〉B,C) (6)

=
1

4

[
2 |0y〉A,D |00〉B,C + 2(−1)x |1ȳ〉A,D |11〉B,C (7)

+ 2(−1)x |0ȳ〉A,D |01〉B,C + 2 |1y〉A,D |10〉B,C

]
(8)

=
1

2

[
1

2
(|0y〉A,D |00〉B,C + |0y〉A,D |11〉B,C (9)

+ (−1)x |1ȳ〉A,D |00〉B,C + (−1)x |1ȳ〉A,D |11〉B,C) (10)

+
1

2
(|0y〉A,D |00〉B,C − |0y〉A,D |11〉B,C (11)

+ (−1)x̄ |1ȳ〉A,D |00〉B,C − (−1)x̄ |1ȳ〉A,D |11〉B,C) (12)

+
1

2
((−1)x |0ȳ〉A,D |01〉B,C + (−1)x |0ȳ〉A,D |10〉B,C (13)

+ |1y〉A,D |01〉B,C + |1y〉A,D |10〉B,C) (14)

+
1

2
((−1)x |0ȳ〉A,D |01〉B,C − (−1)x |0ȳ〉A,D |10〉B,C (15)

− |1y〉A,D |01〉B,C + |1y〉A,D |10〉B,C)

]
(16)

=
1

2

[(
|0y〉A,D + (−1)x |1ȳ〉A,D√

2

)(
|00〉B,C + |11〉B,C√

2

)
(17)

+

(
|0y〉A,D + (−1)x̄ |1ȳ〉A,D√

2

)(
|00〉B,C − |11〉B,C√

2

)
(18)

+

(
(−1)x |0ȳ〉A,D + (−1)2x |1y〉A,D√

2

)(
|01〉B,C + |10〉B,C√

2

)
(19)

+

(
(−1)x |0ȳ〉A,D + (−1)x+x̄ |1y〉A,D√

2

)(
|01〉B,C − |10〉B,C√

2

)]
(20)

=
1

2
(|βxy〉A,D ⊗ |β00〉B,C + |βx̄y〉A,D ⊗ |β10〉B,C (21)

+ (−1)x |βxȳ〉A,D ⊗ |β01〉B,C + (−1)x |βx̄ȳ〉A,D ⊗ |β11〉B,C .

We also applied the following operators to the respective states to obtain the outcome |βxy〉A,D:
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2

(I⊗ (−1)xσ̂1)(−1)x |βxȳ〉A,D = (I⊗ (−1)xσ̂1)

(
(−1)x |0ȳ〉A,D − |1y〉A,D√

2

)
(22)

=
1√
2

(|0〉A ⊗ (−1)x(−1)xσ̂1 |ȳ〉D) (23)

+
1√
2

(|1〉A ⊗ (−1)xσ̂1 |y〉D) (24)

=
1√
2

(|0〉A ⊗ (−1)x+x |y〉D) (25)

+
1√
2

(|1〉A ⊗ (−1)x |ȳ〉D) (26)

=
1√
2

(|0〉A ⊗ |y〉D) (27)

+
1√
2

((−1)x |1〉A ⊗ |ȳ〉D) (28)

=

(
|0y〉A,D + (−1)x |1ȳ〉A,D√

2

)
(29)

= |βxy〉A,D (30)

(I⊗ (−1)yσ̂3) |βx̄y〉A,D = (I⊗ (−1)yσ̂3)

(
|0y〉A,D + (−1)x̄ |1ȳ〉A,D√

2

)
(31)

=
1√
2

(|0〉A ⊗ (−1)yσ̂3 |y〉D) (32)

+
1√
2

(|1〉A ⊗ (−1)y(−1)x̄σ̂3 |ȳ〉D) (33)

=
1√
2

(|0〉A ⊗ (−1)y(−1)y |y〉D) (34)

+
1√
2

(|1〉A ⊗ (−1)y(−1)x̄(−1)ȳ |ȳ〉D) (35)

=
1√
2

(|0〉A ⊗ (−1)y+y |y〉D) (36)

+
1√
2

(|1〉A ⊗ (−1)y+ȳ(−1)x̄ |ȳ〉D) (37)

=
1√
2

(|0〉A ⊗ |y〉D) (38)

+
1√
2

(|1〉A ⊗ (−1)(−1)x̄ |ȳ〉D) (39)

=
1√
2

(|0〉A ⊗ |y〉D) (40)

+
1√
2

(|1〉A ⊗ (−1)x |ȳ〉D) (41)

=

(
|0y〉A,D + (−1)x |1ȳ〉A,D√

2

)
(42)

= |βxy〉A,D (43)



3

(I⊗ (−1)x+yσ̂3σ̂1)(−1)x |βx̄ȳ〉A,D = (I⊗ (−1)x+yσ̂3σ̂1)

(
(−1)x |0ȳ〉A,D − |1y〉A,D√

2

)
(44)

=
1√
2

(|0〉A ⊗ (−1)x(−1)x+yσ̂3σ̂1 |ȳ〉D) (45)

− |1〉A ⊗ (−1)x+yσ̂3σ̂1 |y〉D) (46)

=
1√
2

(|0〉A ⊗ (−1)x(−1)x+y(−1)y |y〉D) (47)

− |1〉A ⊗ (−1)x+y(−1)ȳ |ȳ〉D) (48)

=
1√
2

(|0〉A ⊗ (−1)x+y+x+y |y〉D) (49)

− |1〉A ⊗ (−1)x+y+ȳ |ȳ〉D) (50)

=
1√
2

(|0〉A ⊗ |y〉D) (51)

− |1〉A ⊗−(−1)x |ȳ〉D) (52)

=
1√
2

(|0〉A ⊗ |y〉D) (53)

+ (−1)x |1〉A ⊗ |ȳ〉D) (54)

=

(
|0y〉A,D + (−1)x |1ȳ〉A,D√

2

)
(55)

= |βxy〉A,D (56)


