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A set of orthogonal product states is strongly nonlocal if it is locally irreducible in every bipar-
tition, which shows the phenomenon of strong quantum nonlocality without entanglement [Phys.
Rev. Lett. 122, 040403 (2019)]. Although such phenomenon has been shown to any three-, four-,
and five-partite systems, the existence of strongly nonlocal orthogonal product sets in multipartite
systems remains unknown. In this paper, by using a general decomposition of the N -dimensional
hypercubes, we for the first time present strongly nonlocal orthogonal product sets in N -partite
systems for all odd N ≥ 3. Moreover, based on this decomposition, we give explicit constructions
of unextendible product bases in N -partite systems for odd N ≥ 3.

Keywords: strong quantum nonlocality, unextendible product bases, hypercubes

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum nonlocality is one of the most fundamental property in quantum world. Entangled states show Bell
nonlocality for violating Bell-type inequalities [1, 2]. However, besides Bell-type nonlocality, there is a different kind
of nonlocality which arises from local indistinguishability. A set of orthogonal states is locally indistinguishable if it is
impossible to distinguish them under local operations and classical communications (LOCC). Bennett et al. showed
the phenomenon of quantum nonlocality without entanglement, by presenting a locally indistinguishable orthogonal
product basis (OPB) in C3 ⊗ C3 [3]. Later, quantum nonlocality based on local indistinguishability has been widely
studied [4–20].

Recently, a stronger version of local indistinguishability was introduced by Halder et al. - local irreducibility [21].
A set of orthogonal states is locally irreducible if it is not possible to eliminate one or more states from the set
by orthogonality-preserving local measurements. Moreover, a set of orthogonal states is strongly nonlocal if it is
locally irreducible in every bipartition. They also showed the phenomenon of strong quantum nonlocality without
entanglement, by presenting two strongly nonlocal OPBs in C3⊗C3⊗C3 and C4⊗C4⊗C4, respectively. Then strongly
nonlocal orthogonal product sets (OPSs) and orthogonal entangled sets (OESs) were constructed in three-, four-, and
five-partite systems [22–26]. Recently, by using cyclic permutation group action, Shi et al. successfully constructed
strongly nonlocal OESs in N -partite systems [27]. However, the phenomenon of strong quantum nonlocality without
entanglement has been limited to three-, four-, and five-partite systems up to now. It is difficult to show this
phenomenon in N -partite systems. This is because the main construction of strongly nonlocal OPSs relies on the
decomposition of N -dimensional hypercubes [23], and when N is large, the decomposition can be more complex. In
this paper, we will give a general decomposition of the N -dimensional hypercubes for odd N ≥ 3, and construct
strongly nonlocal OPSs in N -partite systems for odd N ≥ 3.

An unextendible product basis (UPB) is a set of orthonormal product states whose complementary space has no
product states [28]. UPBs can be used to construct bound entangled states [4, 28], Bell-type inequalities without
quantum violation [29, 30] fermionic systems [31]. UPBs are also connected to quantum nonlocality and strong
quantum nonlocality [24, 25, 32]. By using tile structures, Shi et al. gave some explicit constructions of UPBs in
Cm ⊗Cn [33]. Then by the decomposition of three- and four-dimensional hypercubes, the authors of [25, 34] showed
some UPBs in three- and four-partite systems. In this paper, based on the decomposition N -dimensional hypercubes
for odd N ≥ 3, we give explicit constructions of UPBs in N -partite systems for odd N ≥ 3.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we introduce strong quantum nonlocality and UPBs. In Sec. III,
we give a decomposition of the hypercube ZN3 , and construct an OPS from this decomposition. We also give a
construction of a strongly nonlocal OPS from the decomposition of the hypercube. In Sec. IV, we introduce another
main result, a construction of UPBs in (C3)⊗N . More general results N -partite systems for odd N ≥ 3 can be found
in Sec. V.
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II. PRELIMINARIES

In the section, we will introduce the concepts of strong quantum nonlocality and UPBs. In this paper, our focus
is on the pure states. Moreover, to simplify the notation, we do not normalize states and operators. The positive
operator-valued measure (POVM) is a set of positive semi-definite operators {Em = M†mMm} acting on H, a Hilbert
space, with a property that

∑
mM

†
mMm = IH, where IH is an identity operator on H. If the set is a POVM, we call

each Em as a POVM element. We focus on this measurement in this paper, and we regard the POVM measurement
as trivial measurement if all the POVM elements Em are proportional to the identity operator.

In particular, we consider a specific local measurement called orthogonality-preserving local measurement (OPLM).
It performed to distinguish multipartite orthogonal states, and it is defined with the post-measurement states re-
maining to be orthogonal. Another important definition given in [21] is locally irreducible. For a set of multipartite
orthogonal states, we say it is locally irreducible if we cannot eliminate some states from the set by OPLMs. Fur-
thermore, a set of multipartite orthogonal states is defined to be strongly nonlocal if it is locally irreducible for every
bipartition of the subsystems. Despite the complicate definition, there is a simple method for showing strong quantum
nonlocality [21].

Lemma 1 [24] Let S := {|ψj〉} be a set of orthogonal states in a multipartite system ⊗Ni=1HAi . For each i =
1, 2, . . . , N , define Bi = {A1A2 . . . AN} \ {Ai} be the joint party of all but the ith party. Then the set S is strongly
nonlocal if the following condition holds for any 1 ≤ i ≤ N : if party Bi performs any OPLM, then the OPLM is
trivial.

A UPB is a set of orthogonal product states whose complementary space contains no product states. For example,
let

|ψ1〉 = |0〉A1
⊗ |1〉A2

⊗ |+〉A3
,

|ψ2〉 = |1〉A1
⊗ |+〉A2

⊗ |0〉A3
,

|ψ3〉 = |+〉A1
⊗ |0〉A2

⊗ |1〉A3
,

|ψ4〉 = |−〉A1
⊗ |−〉A2

⊗ |−〉A3
,

(1)

where |±〉 = |0〉 ± |1〉. Then {|ψi〉}4i=1 is a UPB in C2 ⊗ C2 ⊗ C2.
Let (Cd)⊗N := Cd⊗Cd⊗· · ·⊗Cd, and denote ZNd := Zd×Zd×· · ·×Zd, where Zd := {0, 1, 2, . . . , d−1} and repeat

N times. We assume that {|j〉}j∈Zd is the computational basis of Cd, then the computational basis of (Cd)⊗N is

{|j1〉A1
⊗ |j2〉A2

⊗ · · · ⊗ |jN 〉AN }(j1,j2,...,jN )∈ZNd . (2)

We also denote the vector (j1, j2, . . . , jN ) as

{j1}A1
× {j2}A2

× · · · × {jN}AN . (3)

There are dN vectors in ZNd , and all vectors in ZNd form an N -dimensional hypercube. Each product state |j1〉A1 ⊗
|j2〉A2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ |jN 〉AN ∈ (Cd)⊗N corresponds to a vector {j1}A1

× {j2}A2
× · · · × {jN}AN ∈ ZNd .

For a general product state |ψ〉 ∈ (Cd)⊗N , there exists a unique subset EAi ⊆ Zd for 1 ≤ i ≤ N and nonzero

a
(Ai)
ji
∈ C for ji ∈ EAi , such that

|ψ〉 =

 ∑
j1∈EA1

a
(A1)
j1
|j1〉


A1

⊗

 ∑
j2∈EA2

a
(A2)
j2
|j2〉


A2

⊗ · · · ⊗

 ∑
jN∈EAN

a
(AN )
jN
|jN 〉


AN

. (4)

Then E = EA1
×EA2

× · · · ×EAN ⊆ ZNd is a subcube of ZNd . We denote |E| :=
∏N
i=1 |EAi | as the number of vectors

contained in E. We say a set of subcubes forms a decomposition of ZNd , if any two subcubes are disjoint, and the
union of all subcubes is ZNd .
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III. CONSTRUCTION OF OPSS IN (C3)⊗N FOR ODD N ≥ 3

In this section, we show a decomposition of ZN3 for odd N ≥ 3, and we show an OPS from this decomposition.
When N = 3, the authors of Ref. [34] gave a decomposition {Bi}9i=1 of Z3

3, where the 9 subcubes are

B1 :={1, 2}A × {0}B × {0, 1}C ,
B2 :={1, 2}A × {0, 1}B × {2}C ,
B3 :={2}A × {1, 2}B × {0, 1}C ,
B4 :={0, 1}A × {2}B × {1, 2}C ,
B5 :={0, 1}A × {1, 2}B × {0}C ,
B6 :={0}A × {0, 1}B × {1, 2}C ,
B7 :={0}A × {0}B × {0}C ,
B8 :={1}A × {1}B × {1}C ,
B9 :={2}A × {2}B × {2}C .

(5)

Note that Bi contains 22 vectors of Z3
3 for 1 ≤ i ≤ 6, and Bi contains 1 vector of Z3

3 for 7 ≤ i ≤ 9. See Fig. 1 for this
decomposition.

0
1

2 0

1
2

0

1

2

A

𝓑1

𝓑4

𝓑3

𝓑6

𝓑7

𝓑9𝓑2

B

C

FIG. 1: The decomposition for the Z3
3 hypercube.

Then by these subcubes, the authors constructed an OPB ∪9
i=1Bi in (C3)⊗3, where

B1 := {|ψ1(i, j)〉 = |ξj〉A ⊗ |0〉B ⊗ |ηi〉C | (i, j) ∈ Z2
2},

B2 := {|ψ2(i, j)〉 = |ξj〉A ⊗ |ηi〉B ⊗ |2〉C | (i, j) ∈ Z2
2},

B3 := {|ψ3(i, j)〉 = |2〉A ⊗ |ξj〉B ⊗ |ηi〉C | (i, j) ∈ Z2
2},

B4 := {|ψ4(i, j)〉 = |ηi〉A ⊗ |2〉B ⊗ |ξj〉C | (i, j) ∈ Z2
2},

B5 := {|ψ5(i, j)〉 = |ηi〉A ⊗ |ξj〉B ⊗ |0〉C | (i, j) ∈ Z2
2},

B6 := {|ψ6(i, j)〉 = |0〉A ⊗ |ηi〉B ⊗ |ξj〉C | (i, j) ∈ Z2
2},

B7 := {|0〉A ⊗ |0〉B ⊗ |0〉C | (i, j) ∈ Z2
2},

B8 := {|1〉A ⊗ |1〉B ⊗ |1〉C | (i, j) ∈ Z2
2},

B9 := {|2〉A ⊗ |2〉B ⊗ |2〉C | (i, j) ∈ Z2
2},

(6)

and |ηi〉 = |0〉 + (−1)i|1〉, |ξj〉 = |1〉 + (−1)j |2〉, for i, j ∈ Z2 [34]. The authors of Ref. [23] showed that the
OPS ∪7

i=1Bi ∪ B9 is strongly nonlocal, which corresponds to the outermost layer of Fig. 1. They also gave a similar
decomposition for the 5-dimensional hypercube and showed that the OPS from the outermost layer is strongly nonlocal
[23]. Next, we generalize the decomposition of Fig. 1 to any N -dimensional hypercube ZN3 and odd N ≥ 3.

Construction Let B0 = {1}A1
× {1}A2

× . . .× {1}AN , where N is odd. We denote

{η} := {0, 1}, {ξ} := {1, 2}. (7)
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Next, assume that K ⊆ {A1, A2, . . . , AN} and |K| is even. In particular, |K| = 0 implies that K = ∅. For any fixed
K, we can construct two subcubes

CK :=C(A1)
K × C(A2)

K × · · · × C(AN )
K ,

DK :=D(A1)
K ×D(A2)

K × · · · × D(AN )
K ,

(8)

as follows. Let

C(A1)
K :=

{
{0}A1

if A1 /∈ K,
{η}A1

if A1 ∈ K,

D(A1)
K :=

{
{2}A1

if A1 /∈ K,
{ξ}A1

if A1 ∈ K.

(9)

For 2 ≤ i ≤ N , C(Ai)
K and D(Ai)

K are defined one after another as in Table I.

TABLE I: The construction of C(Ai)
K and D(Ai)

K for 2 ≤ i ≤ N

P∈{C,D}, if P(Ai)
K ={0}Ai or {η}Ai P

(Ai)
K ={2}Ai or {ξ}Ai

if Ai /∈ K P(Ai+1)

K = {0}Ai+1 P(Ai+1)

K = {2}Ai+1

if Ai ∈ K P(Ai+1)

K = {ξ}Ai+1 P(Ai+1)

K = {η}Ai+1

We denote

Λ := {K ⊆ {A1, A2, . . . , AN} | |K| is even} . (10)

Then |Λ| = 2N−1. We also denote

B := {B0} ∪
⋃
K∈Λ
P∈{C,D}

{PK}, (11)

where |B| = 2N + 1, and |PK | = 2|K|.
To show that the set B of 2N + 1 subcubes is a decomposition of ZN3 , we need to show some important properties

of this set. These properties are also useful for comprehension and further discussion on the nonlocal OPS and UPB.
The proofs of the following two lemmas can be found in Appendix B and C.

Lemma 2 The set B of 2N + 1 subcubes is invariant under the cyclic permutation of the N parties.

By the cyclic property, we always assume that

Aj = A(j modN), if j ≥ N + 1. (12)

Lemma 3 The set B of 2N + 1 subcubes is a decomposition of ZN3 . Moreover, each PK contains exactly one vector
in {0, 2}N := {0, 2}A1

× {0, 2}A2
× · · · × {0, 2}AN .

In other words, if we regard the set {0, 2}N as the “vectors at the corners”, the lemma above claims that these
corner vectors distribute evenly in our construction.

For better understanding, we give the decomposition of Z3
3 in Table II. We also give the decomposition of Z5

3

in Table III in Appendix A. Note that the decomposition of Z3
3 coincides with Eq. (5) and Fig. 1 if we consider

(A1, A2, A3) = (C,B,A).

For each subcube, we can construct an OPS in (C3)⊗N . For the subcube PK = P(A1)
K × P(A2)

K × · · · × P(AN )
K ∈ B,

we can define

|PK〉Aj :=


|0〉Aj if P(Aj)

K = {0}Aj ,
|2〉Aj if P(Aj)

K = {2}Aj ,
|η〉Aj if P(Aj)

K = {η}Aj ,
|ξ〉Aj if P(Aj)

K = {ξ}Aj ,

(13)
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TABLE II: The decomposition of Z3
3, where {η} = {0, 1}, and {ξ} = {1, 2}.

K CK DK

∅ {0}A1 × {0}A2 × {0}A3 {2}A1 × {2}A2 × {2}A3

{A1, A2} {η}A1 × {ξ}A2 × {2}A3 {ξ}A1 × {η}A2 × {0}A3

{A1, A3} {η}A1 × {0}A2 × {ξ}A3 {ξ}A1 × {2}A2 × {η}A3

{A2, A3} {0}A1 × {ξ}A2 × {η}A3 {2}A1 × {η}A2 × {ξ}A3

where |η〉 = |0〉 ± |1〉, |ξ〉 = |1〉 ± |2〉. Then

|PK〉 := |PK〉A1
⊗ |PK〉A2

⊗ · · · ⊗ |PK〉AN (14)

is an OPS of size 2|K| in (C3)⊗N . Further, we let

|B0〉 := |1〉A1 ⊗ |1〉A2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ |1〉AN . (15)

By Lemma 3, we can construct an OPB in (C3)⊗N .

Lemma 4 The set

{|B0〉} ∪
⋃
K∈Λ
P∈{C,D}

|PK〉 (16)

is an OPB in (C3)⊗N .

Then we are ready to introduce the first main result in this paper:

Theorem 1 In (C3)⊗N , the OPS O :=
⋃

K∈Λ
P∈{C,D}

|PK〉 is strongly nonlocal, where |O| = 3N − 1.

The proof of the theorem is in Appendix D. It mainly use two important lemmas in Ref. [24], which allow us to
discuss the POVM matrix directly from the construction of OPS. Comparing Theorem 1 and Lemma 4, we can deduce
that the OPB in Lemma 4 would be a strongly nonlocal OPS after removing the state |B0〉. More general result can
be found in Sec. V.

IV. UPB IN (C3)⊗N

In this section, we will introduce another main result in this paper. We construct a UPB in (C3)⊗N . First, we
consider the simple case N = 3. Let

|S〉 =

(
2∑
i=0

|i〉

)
A

⊗

 2∑
j=0

|j〉


B

⊗

(
2∑
k=0

|k〉

)
C

. (17)

The authors of Ref. [34] showed that {Bi \ {ψi(0, 0)}}6i=1 ∪ {|S〉} given by Eqs. (6) and (17) is a UPB in (C3)⊗3.
Inspired by this idea, we show a UPB in (C3)⊗N .

For any subcube PK = P(A1)
K × P(A2)

K × · · · × P(AN )
K , we define

|P+
K〉Aj :=


|0〉Aj if P(Aj) = {0}Aj ,
|2〉Aj if P(Aj) = {2}Aj ,
(|0〉+ |1〉)Aj if P(Aj) = {η}Aj ,
(|1〉+ |2〉)Aj if P(Aj) = {ξ}Aj

(18)

and the state

|P+
K〉 = |P+

K〉A1
|P+
K〉A2

· · · |P+
K〉AN ∈ Q(PK). (19)
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Also, we define the “stopper” state

|S〉 :=

(
2∑

i1=0

|i1〉

)
A1

⊗

(
2∑

i2=0

|i2〉

)
A2

⊗ · · · ⊗

(
2∑

iN=0

|iN 〉

)
AN

. (20)

Now we can give a UPB in (C3)⊗N .

Theorem 2 In (C3)⊗N , the set of orthogonal product states

U := {|S〉} ∪
⋃
K∈Λ
P∈{C,D}

(
|PK〉 \ {|P+

K〉}
)

(21)

is a UPB of size 3N − 2N .

The proof is given via contradiction. Using the special properties of our decomposition of hypercube, we can show
that, for a pure product state |ψ〉, if it is orthogonal to all vectors in

⋃
K∈Λ
P∈{C,D}

(
|PK〉 \ {|P+

K〉}
)

, it has to be a scaling

of |S〉. That explains why we need a stopping state. The detailed proof is in Appendix E. When d is larger that 3,
the construction needs to be generalized. A layer-by-layer generalization of this UPB can be found in Sec. V.

We note that this UPB construction includes some known results as special cases, for example the construction
from Ref. [34].

V. THE CONSTRUCTION FOR GENERAL SYSTEM Cd1 ⊗ Cd2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ CdN FOR ODD N ≥ 3

We have showed strongly nonlocal OPSs and UPBs in (C3)
⊗N

. In this section, we will give a general result in
Cd1 ⊗ Cd2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ CdN . First, we need to give a decomposition of the hypercube Zd1 × Zd2 × · · · × ZdN . Then we
show a strongly nonlocal OPS in Cd1 ⊗ Cd2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ CdN . Finally, we construct a UPB in Cd1 ⊗ Cd2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ CdN .

Without loss of generality, we always assume that 3 ≤ d1 ≤ d2 ≤ · · · ≤ dN , and N ≥ 3 is odd. Denote
∏N
i=1{di}Ai :=

{d1}A1 × {d2}A2 × · · · × {dN}AN .

A. The decomposition of a general cube

We define the layers L1,L2, . . . ,Lb d1−1
2 c, where each layer is defined as the difference set

Lk :=

N∏
i=1

{k − 1, k, k + 1, . . . , di − k − 1, di − k}Ai

\
N∏
i=1

{k, k + 1, . . . , di − k − 1}Ai .

(22)

We also denote the central block as B0, which is defined as

B0 :=

N∏
i=1

{
bd1−1

2
c, bd1−1

2
c+1, . . . , di−b

d1−1

2
c−1

}
Ai

.

Then it is easy to see that ZNd = B0∪L1∪· · ·∪Lb d1−1
2 c forms a decomposition of the hypercube Zd1×Zd2×· · ·×ZdN .

Next, we will give a further decomposition of each layer Lk. The decomposition of Lk is similar to the decomposition
of ZN3 , and see Eq. (11). For the set

⋃
K∈Λ
P∈{C,D}

{PK} given in Eq. (11), we can obtain a decomposition
⋃

K∈Λ
P∈{C,D}

{Pk,K}

of Lk by the following replacements:

• replace {0}Ai with {k − 1}Ai ;

• replace {2}Ai with {di − k}Ai ;

• replace {η}Ai with {ηk}Ai ={k − 1, k, . . . , di − k − 1}Ai ;
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• replace {ξ}Ai with {ξk}Ai ={k, k + 1, . . . , di − k}Ai .

Therefore, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 5 The set {B0} ∪
⋃

K∈Λ
P∈{C,D}

1≤k≤b d1−1
2 c

{Pk,K} is a decomposition of Zd1 × Zd2 × · · · × ZdN .

B. Strongly nonlocal OPS in Cd1 ⊗ Cd2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ CdN for odd N ≥ 3

For the subcube Pk,K = P(A1)
k,K × P

(A2)
k,K × · · · × P

(AN )
k,K , we define

|Pk,K〉Aj :=


|k − 1〉Aj if P(Aj)

k,K = {k − 1}Aj ,
|dj − k〉Aj if P(Aj)

k,K = {dj − k}Aj ,
|ηk〉Aj if P(Aj)

k,K = {ηk}Aj ,
|ξk〉Aj if P(Aj)

k,K = {ξk}Aj ,

(23)

where |ηk〉Aj , |ξk〉Aj are the Fourier basis spanned by
{
|m〉Aj

}dj−k−1

m=k−1
and

{
|m〉Aj

}dj−k
m=k

, respectively. That is

|ηk〉Aj := {
dj−k−1∑
m=k−1

w
(m−k+1)n
dj−2k+1 |m〉Aj}

dj−2k
n=0 ,

|ξk〉Aj := {
dj−k∑
m=k

w
(m−k)n
dj−2k+1|m〉Aj}

dj−2k
n=0 ,

(24)

where wdj−2k+1 = e
2π
√
−1

dj−2k+1 . We also denote

|Pk,K〉 = |Pk,K〉A1
⊗ |Pk,K〉A2

⊗ · · · ⊗ |Pk,K〉AN ,

and

|B0〉 := |β1〉A1 ⊗ |β2〉A2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ |βN 〉AN , (25)

where |βj〉Aj is the Fourier basis spanned by
{
|m〉Aj

}dj−b d1−1
2 c−1

m=b d1−1
2 c

. That is

|βj〉Aj :=


dj−b d1−1

2 c−1∑
m=b d1−1

2 c

w
(m−b d1−1

2 c)n
dj−2b d1−1

2 c
|m〉Aj


dj−2b d1−1

2 c−1

n=0

, (26)

where w
dj−2b d1−1

2 c = e
2π
√
−1

dj−2b d1−1
2
c . Now, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 6 In Cd1 ⊗ Cd2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ CdN , 3 ≤ d1 ≤ d2 ≤ · · · ≤ dN , the set

{|B0〉} ∪
⋃
K∈Λ
P∈{C,D}

1≤k≤b d1−1
2 c

|Pk,K〉

is an OPB.

We can also give a strongly nonlocal OPS in Cd1 ⊗ Cd2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ CdN .

Theorem 3 In Cd1 ⊗ Cd2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ CdN , the OPS O :=
⋃

K∈Λ
P∈{C,D}

|P1,K〉 is strongly nonlocal, and

|O| = d1d2 · · · dN − (d1 − 2)(d2 − 2) · · · (dN − 2).

The proof of Theorem 3 is similar to Theorem 1.
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C. UPB in Cd1 ⊗ Cd2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ CdN

We denote

|S〉 :=

(
d1−1∑
i1=0

|i1〉

)
A1

⊗

(
d2−1∑
i2=0

|i2〉

)
A2

⊗ · · · ⊗

(
dN−1∑
iN=0

|iN 〉

)
AN

. (27)

Also, for each element Pk,K (and also B0) in the decomposition, we denote that

|P+
k,K〉Aj :=


|k − 1〉Aj if P(Aj) = {k − 1}Aj ,
|dj − k〉Aj if P(Aj) = {dj − k}Aj ,∑
i∈ηk |i〉Aj if P(Aj) = {ηk}Aj ,∑
i∈ξk |i〉Aj if P(Aj) = {ξk}Aj

(28)

and the product state

|P+
k,K〉 = |P+

k,K〉A1
⊗ |P+

k,K〉A2
⊗ · · · ⊗ |P+

k,K〉AN ∈ |Pk,K〉. (29)

We also denote

|B+
0 〉 =

d1−b d1−1
2 c−1∑

i1=b d1−1
2 c

|i1〉


A1

⊗

d2−b d1−1
2 c−1∑

i2=b d1−1
2 c

|i2〉


A2

⊗ · · · ⊗

dN−b d1−1
2 c−1∑

iN=b d1−1
2 c

|iN 〉


AN

∈ |B0〉. (30)

Then we are ready to generalize Theorem 2.

Theorem 4 In Cd1 ⊗ Cd2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ CdN , 3 ≤ d1 ≤ d2 ≤ · · · ≤ dN , the set of orthogonal product states

U := {|S〉} ∪
(
|B0〉\{|B+

0 〉}
)
∪

⋃
K∈Λ
P∈{C,D}

1≤k≤b d1−1
2 c

(
|PK〉 \ {|P+

K〉}
)

(31)

is a UPB of size d1d2 · · · dN − 2Nbd1−1
2 c.

The proof is similar to Theorem 2.

VI. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

In this paper, based on the decomposition of N -dimensional hypercubes for odd N ≥ 3, we constructed strongly
nonlocal orthogonal product sets and unextendible product bases in Cd1 ⊗Cd2 ⊗· · ·⊗CdN for odd N ≥ 3, di ≥ 3, and
1 ≤ i ≤ N . There are some interesting problems left. How to generalize our results to even-partite systems. When
N = 4, the authors in [23] showed strongly nonlocal orthogonal product sets in Cd1 ⊗ Cd2 ⊗ Cd3 ⊗ Cd4 , which are
constructed from the decomposition of 4-dimensional hypercubes. However, their structures cannot be extended to
N -partite systems when N ≥ 6 and N is even. The second question is whether one can show that our unextendible
product bases are strongly nonlocal for N ≥ 5? Note that, when N = 3, strongly nonlocal extendable product bases
has been shown in [25].
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Appendix A: The example of the decomposition of Z5
3

TABLE III: The decomposition of Z5
3, where {η} = {0, 1}, and {ξ} = {1, 2}.

K CK DK

∅ {0}A1 × {0}A2 × {0}A3 × {0}A4 × {0}A5 {2}A1 × {2}A2 × {2}A3 × {2}A4 × {2}A5

{A1, A2} {η}A1 × {ξ}A2 × {2}A3 × {2}A4 × {2}A5 {ξ}A1 × {η}A2 × {0}A3 × {0}A4 × {0}A5

{A1, A3} {η}A1 × {0}A2 × {ξ}A3 × {2}A4 × {2}A5 {ξ}A1 × {2}A2 × {η}A3 × {0}A4 × {0}A5

{A1, A4} {η}A1 × {0}A2 × {0}A3 × {ξ}A4 × {2}A5 {ξ}A1 × {2}A2 × {2}A3 × {η}A4 × {0}A5

{A1, A5} {η}A1 × {0}A2 × {0}A3 × {0}A4 × {ξ}A5 {ξ}A1 × {2}A2 × {2}A3 × {2}A4 × {η}A5

{A2, A3} {0}A1 × {ξ}A2 × {η}A3 × {0}A4 × {0}A5 {2}A1 × {η}A2 × {ξ}A3 × {2}A4 × {2}A5

{A2, A4} {0}A1 × {ξ}A2 × {2}A3 × {η}A4 × {0}A5 {2}A1 × {η}A2 × {0}A3 × {ξ}A4 × {2}A5

{A2, A5} {0}A1 × {ξ}A2 × {2}A3 × {2}A4 × {η}A5 {2}A1 × {η}A2 × {0}A3 × {0}A4 × {ξ}A5

{A3, A4} {0}A1 × {0}A2 × {ξ}A3 × {η}A4 × {0}A5 {2}A1 × {2}A2 × {η}A3 × {ξ}A4 × {2}A5

{A3, A5} {0}A1 × {0}A2 × {ξ}A3 × {2}A4 × {η}A5 {2}A1 × {2}A2 × {η}A3 × {0}A4 × {ξ}A5

{A4, A5} {0}A1 × {0}A2 × {0}A3 × {ξ}A4 × {η}A5 {2}A1 × {2}A2 × {2}A3 × {η}A4 × {ξ}A5

{A1, A2, A3, A4} {η}A1 × {ξ}A2 × {η}A3 × {ξ}A4 × {2}A5 {ξ}A1 × {η}A2 × {ξ}A3 × {η}A4 × {0}A5

{A1, A2, A3, A5} {η}A1 × {ξ}A2 × {η}A3 × {0}A4 × {ξ}A5 {ξ}A1 × {η}A2 × {ξ}A3 × {2}A4 × {η}A5

{A1, A2, A4, A5} {η}A1 × {ξ}A2 × {2}A3 × {η}A4 × {ξ}A5 {ξ}A1 × {η}A2 × {0}A3 × {ξ}A4 × {η}A5

{A1, A3, A4, A5} {η}A1 × {0}A2 × {ξ}A3 × {η}A4 × {ξ}A5 {ξ}A1 × {2}A2 × {η}A3 × {ξ}A4 × {η}A5

{A2, A3, A4, A5} {0}A1 × {ξ}A2 × {η}A3 × {ξ}A4 × {η}A5 {2}A1 × {η}A2 × {ξ}A3 × {η}A4 × {ξ}A5

Appendix B: The proof of Lemma 2

Proof. If K = ∅, we can obtain that

C∅ = {0}A1
× {0}A2

× . . .× {0}AN ,
D∅ = {2}A1

× {2}A2
× . . .× {2}AN .

(B1)

If K 6= ∅, we fix K = {Ak1 , Ak2 , . . . , Ak2i}, where k1 < k2 < . . . < k2i. By Eq. (9) and Table I, we know that

P
(Akj )

K × P
(Akj+1)

K = {η}Akj × {ξ}Akj+1
or P

(Akj )

K × P
(Akj+1)

K = {ξ}Akj × {η}Akj+1
for 1 ≤ j ≤ 2i− 1. Thus, {η} and

{ξ} alternatively appear in P(Ak1 )

K × P(Ak2 )

K × · · · × P(Ak2i )

K .
There are four cases.
1. If A1 /∈ K, AN /∈ K, by Eq. (9) and Table I, we have

CK = {0}A1
× · · · × {0}Ak1−1

× {ξ}Ak1 × · · · × {η}Ak2i × {0}Ak2i+1
× · · · × {0}AN ,

DK = {2}A1 × · · · × {2}Ak1−1
× {η}Ak1 × · · · × {ξ}Ak2i × {2}Ak2i+1

× · · · × {2}AN .
(B2)

2. If A1 ∈ K, AN /∈ K, by Eq. (9) and Table I, we have

CK = {η}A1
× · · · × {ξ}Ak2i × {2}Ak2i+1

× · · · × {2}AN ,
DK = {ξ}A1

× · · · × {η}Ak2i × {0}Ak2i+1
× · · · × {0}AN .

(B3)

3. If A1 /∈ K, AN ∈ K, by Eq. (9) and Table I, we have

CK = {0}A1 × · · · × {0}Ak1−1
× {ξ}Ak1 × · · · × {η}AN ,

DK = {2}A1 × · · · × {2}Ak1−1
× {η}Ak1 × · · · × {ξ}AN .

(B4)

4. If A1 ∈ K, AN ∈ K, by Eq. (9), and Table I, we have

CK = {η}A1
× · · · × {ξ}AN

DK = {ξ}A1
× · · · × {η}AN .

(B5)
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P(A2)
K

P(A1)
KP(AN )

K

P(AN−1)

K

P(A3)
K

FIG. 2: The cyclic property of PK for P ∈ {C,D}, where P(Ai+1)
K can be determined by P(Ai)

K through Table I for

1 ≤ i ≤ N − 1, and P(A1)
K can be determined by P(AN )

K through Table I.

By the four cases and Eq. (B1), we know that P(A1)
K can also be determined by P(AN )

K through Table I for P ∈ {C,D}.
It means that PK forms a cycle for P ∈ {C,D}, where P(Ai+1)

K can be determined by P(Ai)
K through Table I for

1 ≤ i ≤ N − 1, and P(A1)
K can be determined by P(AN )

K through Table I. See Fig. 2 for this phenomenon.

For any PK = P(A1)
K × P(A2)

K × · · · × P(AN )
K , it becomes

P ′K′ = P(Ai)
K × P(Ai+1)

K × · · · × P(AN )
K × P(A1)

K × · · · × P(Ai−1)
K

after a cyclic permutation of the parties {A1, A2, . . . , AN}. Then to prove B is invariant under cyclic permutations,
it suffices to prove that P ′K′ ∈ B. We can define K ′ as the image of K after the permutation. By the cyclic property

of PK in Fig. 2, the components of P ′K′ satisfies Table I. Then we have P ′K′ ∈ B, i.e., P ′K′ = CK′ if P(Ai)
K = {0}Ai

or {η}Ai ; P ′K′ = DK′ if P(Ai)
K = {2}Ai or {ξ}Ai . Thus the set B of 2N + 1 subcubes is invariant under the cyclic

permutation of the N parties. ut

Appendix C: The proof of Lemma 3

Proof. First, we need to show that B contains 3N vectors. For each subcube PK = P(A1)
K × P(A2)

K × · · · × P(AN )
K ,

it contains 2|K| vectors. Then B contains

1 +

N−1
2∑
i=0

2

(
N

2i

)
22i = 3N (C1)

vectors. Next, for any vector {j1}A1
× {j2}A2

× · · · × {jN}AN ∈ ZN3 , we need to find a PK ∈ B such that {j1}A1
×

{j2}A2
× · · · × {jN}AN ∈ PK .

There are two possible cases.
1. If jk = 1 for all 1 ≤ k ≤ N , then {j1}A1

× {j2}A2
× · · · × {jN}AN = B0.

2. If there exists a jk 6= 1 for 1 ≤ k ≤ N , then jk ∈ {0, 2}. Without loss of generality, we assume that jk = 0.

Then we can find P(Ak)
K = {0}Ak or {η}Ak for P ∈ {C,D}. Next, if jk+1 = 0, then by Table I, we can determine

that P(Ak+1)
K = {0}Ak+1

and Ak+1 /∈ K; if jk+1 6= 0, then by Table I, we can determined that P(Ak+1)
K = {ξ}Ak+1

and

Ak+1 ∈ K. By Fig. 2, we can repeat this process N times through Table I. Then we can determine P(Ai)
K for 1 ≤ i ≤ N ,

and determine whether Ai ∈ K. Furthermore, P = C if P(A1)
K = {0}A1

or {η}A1
, and P = D if P(A1)

K = {2}A1
or

{ξ}A1
. In this way, we can find the subcube PK such that {j1}A1

× {j2}A2
× · · · × {jN}AN ∈ PK .

Thus the 2N + 1 subcubes of B is a decomposition of ZN3 . From the above proof, we know that each PK contains
exactly one vector in {0, 2}N . ut

Appendix D: The proof of Theorem 1

Before proving the theorem, we need to introduce some notations and two useful lemmas given in [24]. Given
an n-dimensional Hilbert space, say Hn, we can take an orthonormal basis {|0〉, |1〉, · · · , |n − 1〉}. Then consider an



11

operator E on Hn. It will have a matrix representation under the basis, and we also denote it as E. When there is
no ambiguity, we will not distinguish the notation of the operator and the matrix.

Next, for the n× n matrix E :=
∑n−1
i=0

∑n−1
j=0 ai,j |i〉〈j| and two subsets S, T ⊆ {|0〉, |1〉, · · · , |n− 1〉}, we introduce

the following notation

SET :=
∑
|s〉∈S

∑
|t〉∈T

as,t|s〉〈t|.

In other words, SET is a sub-matrix of E, with S, T indicating the chosen row coordinates and column coordinates. In
particular, when S = T , we simplify the notation as ES := SES . Moreover, we say that an orthogonal set {|ψi〉}i∈Zs
is spanned by S ⊆ {|0〉, |1〉, · · · , |n− 1〉}, if any |ψi〉 can be linearly generated by states from S.

Lemma 7 (Block Zeros Lemma [24]) Let an n × n matrix E = (ai,j)i,j∈Zn be the matrix representation of an
operator E = M†M under the basis B := {|0〉, |1〉, . . . , |n− 1〉}. Given two nonempty disjoint subsets S and T of B,
assume that {|ψi〉}s−1

i=0 , {|φj〉}t−1
j=0 are two orthogonal sets spanned by S and T respectively, where s = |S|, and t = |T |.

If 〈ψi|E|φj〉 = 0 for any i ∈ Zs, j ∈ Zt(we call these zero conditions), then SET = 0 and T ES = 0.

Lemma 8 (Block Trivial Lemma [24]) Let an n × n matrix E = (ai,j)i,j∈Zn be the matrix representation of an
operator E = M†M under the basis B := {|0〉, |1〉, . . . , |n− 1〉}. Given a nonempty subset S := {|u0〉, |u1〉, . . . , |us−1〉}
of B, let {|ψj〉}s−1

j=0 be an orthogonal set spanned by S. Assume that 〈ψi|E|ψj〉 = 0 for any i 6= j ∈ Zs. If there exists a

state |ut〉 ∈ S, such that {|ut〉}ES\{|ut〉} = 0 and 〈ut|ψj〉 6= 0 for any j ∈ Zs, then ES ∝ IS . (Note that if we consider

{|ψj〉}s−1
j=0 as the Fourier basis, i.e. |ψj〉 =

∑s−1
i=0 w

ij
s |ui〉 for j ∈ Zs, then it must have 〈ut|ψj〉 6= 0 for any j ∈ Zs).

Proof. By Lemmas 1 and 2, we only need to show that A2, . . . , AN can only perform a triv-
ial OPLM. Assume that A2, . . . , AN come together to perform an OPLM {E = M†M}, where E =
(ai2i3...iN ,j2j3...jN ){i2}A2

×···×{iN}AN ,{j2}A2
×···×{jN}AN∈Z

N−1
3

, then {IA1
⊗ M |ψ〉 : |ψ〉 ∈ O} should be mutually or-

thogonal. Note that if ai2i3...iN ,j2j3...jN = 0, then aj2j3...jN ,i2i3...iN = 0.

For any vector v = {j1}A1
× {j2}A2

× · · · × {jN}AN ∈ ZN3 , we denote v(Ai) = {ji}Ai for 1 ≤ i ≤ N . Let

AJ := {A2, A3, . . . , AN}. For any subcube PK = P(A1)
K × P(A2)

K × · · · × P(AN )
K , we denote P(AJ )

K := P(A2)
K × · · · ×

P(AN )
K , and |P(AJ )

K 〉 := |PK〉A2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ |PK〉AN . For two different subcubes PK ,P ′K′ , denote P(AJ )

K

EP′
K′

(AJ ) :=

(au,v)u∈P(AJ )

K ,v∈P′
K′

(AJ ) . For any state |ψ〉 = |ψ〉A1
|ψ〉A2

. . . |ψ〉AN ∈ O, we also denote |ψ(AJ )〉 = |ψ〉A2
. . . |ψ〉AN .

Then for two different |ψ〉, |φ〉 ∈ O, we have

0 = 〈ψ|IA1
⊗ E|φ〉 = 〈ψ|φ〉A1

〈ψ(AJ )|E|φ(AJ )〉. (D1)

Therefore, if 〈ψ|φ〉A1
6= 0, then 〈ψ(AJ )|E|φ(AJ )〉 = 0. We need to use these orthogonality relations to show that E ∝ I.

Step 1: Let PK ,P ′K′ be any two different subcubes with P(A1)
K ∩ P ′K′

(A1) 6= ∅. Then by Eq. (13), we can always

find a state |ψ〉A1 ∈ |PK〉A1 and a state |φ〉A1 ∈ |P ′K′〉A1 , such that 〈ψ|φ〉A1 6= 0. Applying Lemma 7 to |P(AJ )
K 〉 and

|P ′K′
(AJ )〉, we obtain

P(AJ )

K

EP′
K′

(AJ ) = 0. (D2)

For any PK , assume v ∈ P(AJ )
K . Then for any u /∈ P(AJ )

K ∈ ZN−1
3 , there must exist a P ′K′ , such that u ∈ P ′K′

(AJ )
, and

P ′K′
(A1) ∩ P(A1)

K = ∅. By Eq. (D2), we obtain that av,u = 0.

Step 2: Define two vectors v0 = {0}A2
×{0}A3

×· · ·×{0}AN ∈ ZN−1
3 and v1 = {1}A2

×{0}A3
×· · ·×{0}AN ∈ ZN−1

3 .
We can choose two subcubes

C∅ = {0}A1
× {0}A2

× {0}A3
× · · · × {0}AN , (D3)

D{A1,A2} = {ξ}A1
× {η}A2

× {0}A3
× {0}A4

× · · · × {0}AN , (D4)

such that v0 = C(AJ )
∅ , and v1 ∈ D(AJ )

{A1,A2}. By Step 1, we obtain that av0,v = 0 for any v 6= v0 ∈ ZN−1
3 , and av1,u = 0

for any u 6= v0, v1 ∈ ZN−1
3 . Then applying Lemma 8 to |D(AJ )

{A1,A2}〉, we have av0,v0 = av1,v1 = k. Define

M =
{
v ∈ ZN−1

3 | av,v = k, av,w = 0 for any w 6= v
}
. (D5)
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Then we have shown that v0, v1 ∈M . In order to show E = kI, we only need to prove that M = ZN−1
3 .

Step 3 Assume v ∈M , then there must exist a PK such that v ∈ P(AJ )
K . For any u /∈ P(AJ )

K , we must have av′,u = 0

for any v′ ∈ P(AJ )
K by Step 1. Applying Lemma 8 to |P(AJ )

K 〉, we have

P(AJ )
K ⊆M. (D6)

By using this fact, we have

v1 ∈M =⇒ {ξ}A2
× {η}A3

× {0}A4
× · · · × {0}AN ⊆M,

=⇒ {1}A2 × {1}A3 × {0}A4 × · · · × {0}AN ∈M,

=⇒ {η}A2 × {ξ}A3 × {η}A4 × {0}A5 × · · · × {0}AN ⊆M,

=⇒ {1}A2
× {1}A3

× {1}A4
× {0}A5

· · · {0}AN ∈M,

=⇒ . . . ,

=⇒ {1}A2
× {1}A3

× · · · × {1}AN ∈M.

(D7)

Step 4: Finally, we need to prove that M = ZN−1
3 . For any w ∈ {0, 2}N−1 := {0, 2}A2

× · · · × {0, 2}AN . We define

wk ∈ ZN−1
3 for 1 ≤ k ≤ N as follows,

w
(Ai)
k =

{{1}Ai if i ≤ k,
{w}Ai if i > k.

(D8)

Note that, w1 = w. Then we can prove wk ∈ M for 1 ≤ k ≤ N by backward induction. The base case is
wN = {1}A2

× {1}A3
× · · · × {1}AN ∈ M proved in Eq. (D7). Next assume wk ∈ M for some k ≥ 2 as the induction

hypothesis. Note that w
(Ak)
k 6= w

(Ak)
k−1 , and w

(Ai)
k = w

(Ai)
k−1 for 1 ≤ i 6= k ≤ N . Then there must exist two subcubes

CK1
and DK2

, such that {0}A1
× wk ∈ CK1

and {2}A1
× wk ∈ DK2

. Then by Step 3, we have C(AJ )
K1

,D(AJ )
K2

⊆ M .

By Table I, we know that {ξ} and {η} appears alternatively in C(A2)
K1
× · · · × C(Ak)

K1
and D(A2)

K2
× · · · × D(Ak)

K2
. Then

C(Ak)
K1

= {η}Ak , D(Ak)
K2

= {ξ}Ak or C(Ak)
K1

= {ξ}Ak , D(Ak)
K2

= {η}Ak . Without loss of generality, we can assume that

C(Ak)
K1

= {η}Ak , D(Ak)
K2

= {ξ}Ak . If w
(Ak)
k−1 = {0}Ak , then wk−1 ∈ C(AJ )

K1
; if w

(Ak)
k−1 = {2}Ak , then wk−1 ∈ D(AJ )

K2
. In each

case, we must have wk−1 ∈M . Thus, by induction, wk ∈M for 1 ≤ k ≤ N . It means that {0, 2}N−1 ⊆M .

For any v ∈ ZN−1
3 , we can find a PK , such that v ∈ P(AJ )

K . Moreover, we can always find a w ∈ {0, 2}N−1, such

that w ∈ P(AJ )
K by Lemma 3. By Step 3, we know that v ∈M . Thus M = ZN−1

3 . This completes the proof. ut

Appendix E: The proof of Theorem 2

Proof. By Lemma 4, we know that {|B0〉} ∪
⋃

K∈Λ
P∈{C,D}

|PK〉 is a complete OPB. Since |Λ| = 2N−1, it implies that

there are 2N product states of |P+
K〉. Then |U| = 3N − 1− 2N + 1 = 3N − 2N .

Let H be the space spanned by the states in U . For any state |ψ〉 ∈ H⊥, we only need to show that |ψ〉 must be an
entangled state. We proved it by contradiction. Assume that there exists a product state |ψ〉 6= 0 ∈ H⊥. Then there
exists a unique subcube E = EA1

× EA2
× · · · × EAN of ZN3 with |EAi | = ei for 1 ≤ i ≤ N , and nonzero complex

numbers a
(Ai)
ji

for ji ∈ EAi , such that

|ψ〉 =

 ∑
j1∈EA1

a
(A1)
j1
|j1〉


A1

⊗

 ∑
j2∈EA2

a
(A2)
j2
|j2〉


A2

⊗ · · · ⊗

 ∑
jN∈EAN

a
(AN )
jN
|jN 〉


AN

. (E1)

In other words, E is the support set of |ψ〉. Let H1 be the space spanned the states in U \ {|S〉}, then H⊥1 is spanned
by the states in {|B0〉} ∪

⋃
K∈Λ
P∈{C,D}

|P+
K〉. Since H1 ⊆ H, it implies H⊥ ⊆ H⊥1 . It means that |ψ〉 ∈ H⊥1 . Then there

exist bB0
∈ C and bPK ∈ C, such that

|ψ〉 = bB0
|B0〉+

∑
K∈Λ
P∈{C,D}

bPK |P+
K〉, (E2)
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and

〈ψ|S〉 = 0. (E3)

By Comparing Eq. (E1) and Eq. (E2), we know that

E =


⋃

bPK 6=0

PK if bB0
= 0,

B0 ∪
⋃

bPK 6=0

PK if bB0
6= 0.

(E4)

If bPK = 0 for all PK , then |ψ〉 = bB0
|B0〉 with bB0

6= 0. However, there is 〈ψ|S〉 6= 0. It means that there is at one
nonzero bPK . So at least one PK ⊆ E. By Lemma 3, PK contains one vector of {0, 2}N , then we must have

EAi ∈ {{0}Ai , {2}Ai , {η}Ai , {ξ}Ai , {0, 2}Ai , {0, 1, 2}Ai} . (E5)

Next, we will show that E = ZN3 , i.e. EAi = Z3 for 1 ≤ i ≤ N . Actually, we only need to show that {0, 2}Ai ⊆ EAi
for 1 ≤ i ≤ N . This is because by Lemma 3,

{0, 2}N ⊆ E ⇒ bPK 6= 0 for all PK ⇒ ZN3 \ B0 ⊆ E. (E6)

And since E is a subcube, we must have

E = ZN3 . (E7)

Now we are proving that {0, 2}Ai ⊆ EAi for 1 ≤ i ≤ N by contradiction. Assume that there exists i1 such that
{0, 2}Ai1 6⊆ EAi1 . Meanwhile, we claim that there are at least two nonzero bPK . Assume there is only one nonzero
bPK , then there are two cases. If bB0

= 0, then |ψ〉 = bPK |PK〉 for some PK , which is not orthogonal to |S〉. If
bB0
6= 0, then E = PK ∪ B0 is not a subcube, which is also impossible.

By the above claim and Lemma 3, there are at least two vectors v 6= w ∈ {0, 2}N ∈ E. Suppose v(Ai2 ) 6= w(Ai2 ),
then {0, 2}Ai2 ⊆ EAi2 . By using Eq. (12), we can always find 1 ≤ i ≤ N such that

{0, 2}Ai ⊆ EAi and {0, 2}Ai+1 6⊆ EAi+1 . (E8)

Then by Eq. (E5), EAi+1
∈
{
{0}Ai+1

, {2}Ai+1
, {η}Ai+1

, {ξ}Ai+1

}
. There are the following two cases.

(a) Assume EAi+1
= {0}Ai+1

(EAi+1
= {2}Ai+1

is similar), then for all PK with bPK 6= 0, there must be

P(Ai+1)
K = {0}Ai+1

.

By Table I, we know that P(Ai)
K ∈ {{0}Ai , {η}Ai}. Therefore

2 /∈
⋃

bPK 6=0

P(Ai)
K ⇒ 2 /∈ EAi . (E9)

A contradiction.

(b) Assume EAi+1 = {η}Ai+1 (EAi+1 = {ξ}Ai+1 is similar). Note that there must be a PK ⊆ E such that P(Ai+1)
K =

{η}Ai+1
, because all possible values of P(Ai+1)

K are just {0}Ai+1
, {2}Ai+1

, {η}Ai+1
, {ξ}Ai+1

.

Then by Table I there are four possibilities of P(Ai)
K × P(Ai+1)

K × P(Ai+2)
K , namely

F1 := {2}Ai × {η}Ai+1 × {0}Ai+2 ,

F2 := {2}Ai × {η}Ai+1
× {ξ}Ai+2

,

F3 := {ξ}Ai × {η}Ai+1
× {0}Ai+2

,

F4 := {ξ}Ai × {η}Ai+1
× {ξ}Ai+2

.

(E10)
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Then we define another subcube P ′K′ by preserving P ′(Aj)K′ = P(Aj)
K for j /∈ {i, i+ 1, i+ 2}, and

P ′(Ai)K′ × P
′(Ai+1)
K′ × P ′(Ai+2)

K′ =



{η}Ai × {ξ}Ai+1
× {η}Ai+2

if P(Ai)
K × P(Ai+1)

K × P(Ai+2)
K = F1,

{η}Ai × {ξ}Ai+1
× {2}Ai+2

if P(Ai)
K × P(Ai+1)

K × P(Ai+2)
K = F2,

{0}Ai × {ξ}Ai+1 × {η}Ai+2 if P(Ai)
K × P(Ai+1)

K × P(Ai+2)
K = F3,

{0}Ai × {ξ}Ai+1
× {2}Ai+2

if P(Ai)
K × P(Ai+1)

K × P(Ai+2)
K = F4.

(E11)

Then we can check that |K ′| is still even and P ′K′ satisfies Table I, so P ′K′ ∈ {CK ,DK}K∈Λ. Moreover, we

consider an vector v ∈ PK with v(Ai) = {2}Ai , v(Ai+1) = {1}Ai+1
and v(Ai+2) ∈ {{0}Ai+2

, {2}Ai+2
}. Next, define

v′, where v′(Ak) = v(Ak) for k 6= i, and v′(Ai) = {0}Ai . Then by definition of P ′K′ , we know that v′ ∈ P ′K′ .
Since {0, 2}Ai ⊆ EAi , there must be v′ ∈ E. Therefore, P ′K′ ⊂ E and P

′(Ai+1)
K′ = {ξ}Ai+1 . This contradicts that

EAi+1
= {η}Ai+1

.

Thus we proved {0, 2}N ⊆ E by contradiction, and it means that E = ZN3 . Then there are nonzero a
(Ai)
ji

for ji ∈ Z3

and 1 ≤ i ≤ N , such that

|ψ〉 =

∑
j1∈Z3

a
(A1)
j1
|j1〉


A1

⊗

∑
j2∈Z3

a
(A2)
j2
|j2〉


A2

⊗ · · · ⊗

 ∑
jN∈Z3

a
(AN )
jN
|jN 〉


AN

. (E12)

Next, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ N , we define

|vi〉 := |0〉A1
⊗ · · · ⊗ |0〉Ai−1

⊗ |1〉Ai ⊗ |0〉Ai+1
⊗ · · · ⊗ |0〉AN ,

|v′i〉 := |0〉A1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ |0〉Ai−1 ⊗ |2〉Ai ⊗ |0〉Ai+1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ |0〉AN ,
Ri := {0}A1 × {0}A2 × · · · × {ξ}Ai × {η}Ai+1 × · · · × {0}AN .

(E13)

Then Ri ∈ {CK ,DK}K∈Λ for 1 ≤ i ≤ N , and vi, v
′
i ∈ Ri for 1 ≤ i ≤ N . By computing the coefficients of Eq. (E12),

for 1 ≤ i ≤ N , we have∏
j 6=i

a
(Aj)
0 · a(Ai)

1 = Coeff. of |vi〉 = bRi = Coeff. of |v′i〉 =
∏
j 6=i

a
(Aj)
0 · a(Ai)

2 (E14)

Then it implies that a
(Ai)
1 = a

(Ai)
2 for 1 ≤ i ≤ N . Moreover, by using

|2〉A1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ |2〉Ai−1 ⊗ |0〉Ai ⊗ |2〉Ai+1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ |2〉AN ,
|2〉A1

⊗ · · · ⊗ |2〉Ai−1
⊗ |1〉Ai ⊗ |2〉Ai+1

⊗ · · · ⊗ |2〉AN ,
{2}A1

× {2}A2
× · · · × {η}Ai × {ξ}Ai+1

× · · · × {2}AN ,
(E15)

we can also obtain that a
(Ai)
1 = a

(Ai)
0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ N by a similar argument as above. Therefore, we conclude that

|ψ〉 =

N⊗
i=1

(
a

(Ai)
0 (|0〉+ |1〉+ |2〉)Ai

)
=

N∏
i=1

a
(Ai)
0 · |S〉, (E16)

which is not orthogonal to |S〉. This completes the proof. ut
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