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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.
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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 C* ® 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 C?@C?®C? and C*®C*®C*, 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
C™ ® C™ [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 Z', 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)®V. 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 {E,, = M; M,,} acting on H, a Hilbert
space, with a property that > M} M, = Iy, where I3 is an identity operator on . If the set is a POVM, we call
each E,, 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 FE,, 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 [2/] Let S := {|1;)} be a set of orthogonal states in a multipartite system ®N Ha,. For each i =
1,2,...,N, define B; = {A1As ... 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 B; 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

[U1) = 10) 4, ® 1) 4, ® [+) 455

[v2) = 1) 4, ® |[+) 4, ®10) a4, )
[3) = |+)a, ®10) 4, ® |1) a4,

[a) = |—)a, @ |—)a, ®|—) 4,

where |£) = [0) £ [1). Then {|;)}%_, is a UPB in C? ® C? ® C2.

Let (CH)®N .= ClC?®- - ®C?, and denote ZY = Zy x Zg x - - - x Zg, where Z4 :={0,1,2,...,d— 1} and repeat
N times. We assume that {|j)},ez, is the computational basis of C?, then the computational basis of (C?)®V is

{l7)a, ® [j2)a, @ - @ IN)An } (i o in) €2 - (2)
We also denote the vector (j1, jo,...,jn) as
{jl}Al X{jZ}A2 X"'X{jN}AN- (3)

There are d vectors in Zév , and all vectors in Zév form an N-dimensional hypercube. Each product state |j1)4, ®
J2)a, @+ @ |jn)ay € (CH)EN corresponds to a vector {ji},, X {jata, ¥ -+ x {in}a, €ZY.

For a general product state |¢)) € (C%)®V there exists a unique subset E4, C Zg4 for 1 < i < N and nonzero
ag-?i) € C for j; € E4,, such that

A . A . A .
W= 3 ] o 3 dh| oo 3 dVuan ] . @

J1€EA, A J2€E A, As INEEAy An

Then E = E4, X Ea, X --- x Eg, CZY is a subcube of ZY. We denote |E| := Hz]\il |E4,| as the number of vectors
contained in F. We say a set of subcubes forms a decomposition of Zfl\’ , if any two subcubes are disjoint, and the
union of all subcubes is Zév .



III. CONSTRUCTION OF OPSS IN (C*)®Y FOR ODD N >3

In this section, we show a decomposition of Z5 for odd N > 3, and we show an OPS from this decomposition.
When N = 3, the authors of Ref. [34] gave a decompos1t10n {Bi})_, of Z3, where the 9 subcubes are

By :={1,2}4 x {0} x {0, 1}c,

By :={1,2}a x {0,1}p x {2}c,

B3 :={2}4 x {1,2}p x {0,1}¢,

By :={0,1}4 x {2} x {1,2}¢,

Bs :={0,1}4 x {1,2}p5 x {0}¢, (5)

Bg :={0}a x {0,1}5 x {1,2}c,

By :={0}a x {0} x {0}c,

Bs :={1}a x {1}p x {1}c,

By :={2}4 x {2} x {2}¢.
Note that B; contains 22 vectors of Z§ for 1 <1i <6, and B; contains 1 vector of Zg for 7 <1i <9. See Fig. 1 for this
decomposition.

FIG. 1: The decomposition for the Z3 hypercube.

Then by these subcubes, the authors constructed an OPB U?_, B; in (C3)®3, where

By :={|v1(i,4)) = 1£)4 @ [0) ® [mi)e | (i,5) € Z5},

By = {[¢2(i,)) = [§)a @ [ni)p @ 2)c | (i,7) € Z3},

Bs := {|¢3(i,4)) = [2) 4 ® &) ® |mi)e | (i,4) € Z3}

By = {la(i. ) = In)a @ 1205 ® 1&)c | ,4) € 23},

Bs = {|vs(i,5)) = Ini)a ® &) 5 @ 0)c | (5, 4) € 23} (6)
Bs := {|v6(i,5)) = [0)a ® i) ® ;)¢ | (i,4) € Z3}

By :={|0)a ®[0)p @ [0)c | (i,5) € Z3},

By :={|{)a® L) ®|)c | (i,5) € Z2},

By :={12)4® 205 ®|2)c | (i,) € Z3},

and |m> [0) + (—1)"1), &) = [1) + (=1)7|2), for i,j € Z> [34]. The authors of Ref. [23] showed that the
OPS U!_,B; U By 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 Zév and odd N > 3.

Construction Let By = {1} 4, x {1}4, X ... x {1} 4,, where N is odd. We denote
{n} =101}, {&:={1,2}. (7)



Next, assume that K C {41, As,..., Ay} and |K| is even. In particular, |[K| = 0 implies that K = (). For any fixed
K, we can construct two subcubes

Cx ::Cf,?l) X CfKAQ) X oee X CE?N),
Dy =D x D) x . x DI,

(8)

as follows. Let

ctan . [ {0}a, if Ay € K,
K {77}A1 if Ay €K,

D(Al) — {2}A1 if Ay ¢ K,
K - {§}A1 if A, € K.

For 2 <i<N, C&?i) and D%m are defined one after another as in Table I.

TABLE I: The construction of CE?") and D%‘i) for2<i<N
Pe{C, D}, it [P ={0}a, or {n}a, | PP ={2}a, or {€}a,
iFA ¢ K | PO = {0}ar,, | PO ={2}a,,,
ifAie K | PO = {eba,, | PO = {n}a

We denote
A= {K C{Ay,As,..., Ax} | |K| is even} . (10)

Then |A| = 2V~1. We also denote

B:={B}u [J {Px} (11)
KeA
Pe{C,D}

where |B| = 2V + 1, and |Pg| = 2/K1.
To show that the set B of 2V 4 1 subcubes is a decomposition of Z2', 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 2V + 1 subcubes is invariant under the cyclic permutation of the N parties.

By the cyclic property, we always assume that

Ay = AGmeany, if j>N+1 (12)

Lemma 3 The set B of 2V + 1 subcubes is a decomposition of ZY . Moreover, each Pk contains exactly one vector
in {07 2}N = {07 2}A1 X {07 2}A2 X X {07 2}AN'

In other words, if we regard the set {0,2}" 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 in Table II. We also give the decomposition of Z3
in Table III in Appendix A. Note that the decomposition of Z3 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)®V. For the subcube Py = P}Al) X ”PI((A
we can define

2)><~-~><731§(AN)el’:c’,

|0>AJ- if’Pl((Aj) = {O}AJ.,

Prcya, = {1214 ifp%jiz{z}f‘ﬂ" (13)
! Ima, PR’ ={nta,,
€)a, if P = {€}a;,



TABLE II: The decomposition of Z3, where {n} = {0,1}, and {¢} = {1,2}.

K Cx D

0 {O}Al X {O}Az X {O}As {2}A1 X {Z}Az X {2}A3
{A1, Ao} [{n}a, x {€a, x {2}as [{€}a) x {n}a, x{0}as
{A1, As}{n}a, x{0}a, x {&}as[{§}a, X {2}a, X {n}a,
{A2, As}[{0}a, x {€}a, X {n}as [{2}a; x {n}a, x{&}as

where i) = [0) % |1, |€) = [1) % [2). Then
|Pk) := Pr)a, @ [Pr)a, © -+ @ |Pr)ay (14)
is an OPS of size 215! in (C*)®N. Further, we let
1Bo) :=[1)a, ®[1)a, @+ @ [1)ay- (15)
By Lemma 3, we can construct an OPB in (C?)®¥

Lemma 4 The set

{1Btu U IPx) (16)
KeA
Pe{C,D}

is an OPB in (C3)®N
Then we are ready to introduce the first main result in this paper:

Theorem 1 In (C3)®V the OPS O :=J kea |Pxk) is strongly nonlocal, where |O| = 3N —
Pe{C,D}

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 |By). More general result can
be found in Sec. V.

IV. UPB IN (C*)®V

In this section, we will introduce another main result in this paper. We construct a UPB in (C?)®V. First, we

consider the simple case N = 3. Let
2 2 2
= <Z|i>> oY 1] ® (ZI’C)) : (17)
i=0 A j=0 k=0 c

The authors of Ref. [34] showed that {B; \{1/)1(0 0)}}5_, U{|S)} given by Egs. (6) and (17) is a UPB in (C3)®3
Inspired by this idea, we show a UPB in ((C3)

B

For any subcube Px = P}? X P}?Z) - X P(AN we define
|0>A]- if P(A) = {O}Aj,
if P(45) —
Pida, =8 o (19

(10) + 1), if PA) = {n}a,,
(11) +12)a, if P = {€}a,

and the state

Pic) = 1Pi) s [Pr) az -+ [P an € QPk).- (19)



Also, we define the “stopper” state

19) = (Z |i1>> ®<Z i2>> ® - ® <Z |z'N>> : (20)
i1=0 A, \i2=0 Ay in=0 A

N

Now we can give a UPB in (C?)®¥,

Theorem 2 In (C3)®V | the set of orthogonal product states

u={sru J (P)\{IPH)}) (21)
e

is a UPB of size 3V — 2NV,

The proof is given via contradiction. Using the special properties of our decomposition of hypercube, we can show
that, for a pure product state [¢), if it is orthogonal to all vectorsin |J xea (|Px) \ {|P£)}) , it has to be a scaling
Pe{C,D

)

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 C» @ C2? @ ---® C*N 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
Ch ®@C% @ -.-®CI. First, we need to give a decomposition of the hypercube Zg, x Zg, X --- X Zg,. Then we
show a strongly nonlocal OPS in C* ® C% ® --- ® C. Finally, we construct a UPB in C* @ C% @ ... @ CI~.
Without loss of generality, we always assume that 3 < d; < dy <--- <dy, and N > 3 is odd. Denote Hﬁvzl{di}Ai =
{dl}Al X {dQ}A2 X X {dN}AN'

A. The decomposition of a general cube

We define the layers L1, Lo, . .. ,LLd1—1 P where each layer is defined as the difference set
2
N

L ::H{k717k’k+1,...,di*k*Ldi*k}Ai

i=1

N (22)
[k +1, . di—k =1},
=1

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

N
B [T L e L )

i=1

i

Then it is easy to see that ZY = ByUL; U-- ~U£Ld171J forms a decomposition of the hypercube Zg, X Zg, X -+ X Zg,, -

Next, we will give a further decomposition of eachzlayer L. The decomposition of Ly, is similar to the decomposition
of Z', and see Eq. (11). For theset |J xea {Px} givenin Eq. (11), we can obtain a decomposition | J xea {Pk x}
Pe{C,D} Pe{C,D}
of Ly by the following replacements:
e replace {0} 4, with {k —1}4,;
e replace {2} 4, with {d; — k}a,;

e replace {n}a, with {nip}ta,={k—1,k,....di =k —1}4,;



e replace {1, with {&x}a, ={k,k+1,...,d; — k}a4,.

Therefore, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 5 The set {Bo} UlJ xen {Pr.r} is a decomposition of Zg, X Zq, X
Pe{C,D}

1<k<| Bt

B. Strongly nonlocal OPS in C* @ C2 @ -..® C for odd N > 3

For the subcube Py x = P(Al) X P,iA[?) X e X P,EAI?), we define

[k —1)a, if ,PliAIé) ={k—1}a4,,

|dj — k), it P = {dj — k}a,,

|Pr,ic)a; = e (A
k) A, if 77;5,;%) = {m}a,,
e (A4,
e, P = {6da,,
where [ni) 4, , |€k) 4, are the Fourier basis spanned by {|m) 4, }fn b1
dj—k—1
m—k+1)n d;—2k
) a4y o= { Z wfi 72k+1) Im)a; bn’o
m=k—1
dj—Fk
- d;—2k
k), = (3 it s

27r\/71

where wq; o1 = e® 2

. We also denote
|Pr.ic) = [Pr.ic)a, @ [Prr)a, @ @ |Pr k) Ay,
and

1Bo) := [B1)a, @ |B2)a, @+ @|BN)ans

where [8;) 4, is the Fourier basis spanned by {|m)a, } LL "’_ JJ . That is

dj—| 8t -1

(m—1 452 n
1B5) 4, = Z Wy _QLQ m) 4,

41

m=| n=0

277‘/*1
dj—2L

where w, o dzl) =€ . Now, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 6 nCh" @C2 @ ---@CW,3<d, <dy <---<dy, the set

{Boyyu U IPexk)
KeA
Pe{C,D}
1<k< | B
is an OPB.

We can also give a strongly nonlocal OPS in C* @ C® ® - .. ® Cv.

Theorem 3 In C" @ C¥ @ ---®@ CN | the OPS O :=|J kea |Pi.x) is strongly nonlocal, and
e{c, D}

0| = dyds - dy — (dy — 2)(ds — 2) -+ (di — 2).

The proof of Theorem 3 is similar to Theorem 1.

! and {|m }ifL l’: , respectively. That is

(25)



C. UPBinChg@C?g...@C«w

We denote

di—1 da—1 dy—1
|S) = (Z |¢1>> ® <Z |i2>> ® @ (Z |iN>> : (27)
A

i1=0 A, \i2=0 As in=0 .

Also, for each element Py i (and also By) in the decomposition, we denote that

lk—1)a, ifPW) ={k—1}4,,
|dj —k)a, if P ={d; —k}a,,
P, = / . _ / ’ 28
Peocda = $ Jiva, i PAD = () a,, (28)
Yiee, li)a, if PA) = {&}a,
and the product state
Pix) = Plr)as ® Plghas @ ® P ) ay € [Prx). (29)

We also denote

di—| Bt -1 do—| Bt 1 dyv—|47t -1
By) = o] @ Yooy @@ > lin) | €1Bo). (30)

in=| ] " in=[ % | Ay in=| %7

AN

Then we are ready to generalize Theorem 2.

Theorem 4 In Ch @ C2 @ ---@C¥, 3<d; <dy <---<dy, the set of orthogonal product states

u={S)}u(BN{IBHHU U (P)\{IPE)}) (31)
St
1<k< [ At |

is a UPB of size didy---dn — ZNL—dlglj,

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 C** @ C* @ - --® C for odd N > 3, d; > 3, and
1 <4 < 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 C ® C% @ C9 @ C%, 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 NV > 57 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 Z}

TABLE III: The decomposition of Z3, where {n} = {0,1}, and {¢} = {1,2}.

K Crx Dk

0 {O}A1 X {O}AQ X {O}AS X {0}A4 X {0}A5 {2}A1 X {2}A2 X {2}A3 X {2}A4 X {2}A5
{AlvAQ} {77}141 X {€}A2 X {2}A3 X {2}144 X {2}A5 {f}z‘h X {77}142 X {O}As X {0}A4 X {0}A5
{A17A3} {77}141 X {O}AQ X {€}A3 X {2}A4 X {2}A5 {f}A1 X {2}142 X {n}Aa X {0}A4 X {O}As
{A17A4} {77}141 X {O}Az X {O}AB X {f}AzL X {2}A5 {f}A1 X {2}142 X {2}A3 X {77}144 X {O}As
{A17A5} {77}141 X {O}Az X {0}A3 X {0}A4 X {E}A5 {f}A1 X {2}A2 X {2}A3 X {2}A4 X {77}145
{A27A3} {O}Al X {S}Az X {77}143 X {0}A4 X {0}A5 {2}A1 X {U}Az X {S}AS X {2}A4 X {2}A5
{A27A4} {O}Al X {S}Az X {2}A3 X {U}A4 X {0}A5 {2}A1 X {U}Az X {0}A3 X {§}A4 X {2}A5
{A27A5} {O}Al X {’E}Az X {2}A3 X {2}144 X {77}A5 {2}A1 X {U}Az X {0}A3 X {0}A4 X {5}145
{A37A4} {O}Al X {O}Az X {f}As X {U}Azl X {O}As {2}141 X {2}A2 X {77}143 X {f}AzL X {2}A5
{As, As}  [{0}a; x {0}, x {€}as X {2} a, X {n}as [{2}a; X {2}, X {n}as X {0}a, X {€}a;
{As, A5} [{0}a, x {0}, x {0}a; x {€}a, x {n}as |{2}a, x {2}, x {2}a; x {n}a, x {€}a;

{A17A27A37A4} {"7}141 X {f}Az X {77}143 X {£}A4 X {2}A5

{€}A1 X {77}142 X {g}AS X {77}144 X {O}As

{A1, Az, A, As} [{n}a, x {€a, X {n}as x {0}a, x {E}as

{6 ay x {n}a, x{}a; x {2}, x {n}a;

{A17A27A47A5} {W}A1 X {S}A2 X {2}A3 X {W}A4 X {S}AF)

{€}A1 X {n}Az X {O}Aa X {€}A4 X {n}As

{A1, A3, Aa, As}{n}a, x {0}a, x {€as X {n}ay x {} 4,

{6 ay x {2}, X {n}as x {€}as X {n}a,

{Az, Az, Ay, As}|{0}a;, x {&}a, x {n}ta; x {€}a, x {n}a,

{2}ay x {n}a, x {€}as x {n}a, x{E}a;

Appendix B: The proof of Lemma 2

Proof. If K =, we can obtain that

Cop={0}a, x{0}a, x...
D@ :{2}A1 X {2},42 X,

"Ak2i}? where k1 < ko < ...

If K # 0, we fix K = {Ag,, Ak, - -

Pl P = by, < () ay o or PR P
{&} alternatively appear in PE(A’“) X PE(A’”) X e X P;?k”).
There are four cases.

1. If Ay ¢ K, Ay ¢ K, by Eq. (9) and Table I, we have

x {0}ay,
X {Q}AN.

Crk = {O}A1 XX {O}Akl—l X {g}Akl XX {U}Akzi X {O}Ak2i+1 X X {O}AN7

Dk = {2}A1 X X {Q}Ak171 X {n}Akl X X {g}Ain X {2}Ak2i+1

2. If Ay e K, Ay ¢ K, by Eq. (9) and Table I, we have

Cx ={nfa, X x{&ay,, x{2}ay,, 1 ¥
Dk = {g}Al XX {W}Akzi X {O}Ak2i+l X

3. If A; ¢ K, Ay € K, by Eq. (9) and Table I, we have

Crk ={0}a, x - - X {O}Ak171 X {g}Akl X
Dic = {2ha, X+ % {2hag, ., % {bag, X

4. If Ay € K, Ay € K, by Eq. (9), and Table I, we have

X

"'X{Q}AN'

X {Q}AN7
X {O}AN.

o X {77}AN7
X {f}AN'

Crk = {77}141 X X {f}AN
Dg ={&fa, x - x {n}ay-

(B1)

< ko;. By Eq. (9) and Table I, we know that
= {§}Akj X {77}Ak]+1 for 1 <j <2i—1. Thus, {5} and

(B3)

(B4)



10

P;(AN) 73%41)

P}(A2)

73;;43)

FIG. 2: The cyclic property of Pk for P € {C, D}, where 73%‘”1) can be determined by Pﬁ?i) through Table I for
1<i<N-1,and 77( 1) can be determined by P}?N) through Table I.

By the four cases and Eq. (B1), we know that 77%‘1) can also be determined by 77§<AN) through Table I for P € {C, D}.
It means that Px forms a cycle for P € {C,D}, where PI((Ai“) can be determined by P;?i) through Table I for
1<i<N-1,and 73( 1 can be determined by P%AN) through Table I. See Fig. 2 for this phenomenon.

For any Px = 7)%41) X P%A” X -e X PI(?N), it becomes

Pl = P s pllien) s pUAN) s pldn) L p{i)

after a cyclic permutation of the parties {A;, As,..., Ax}. Then to prove B is invariant under cyclic permutations,
it suffices to prove that Py, € B. We can define K’ as the image of K after the permutation. By the cyclic property

of Pr in Fig. 2, the components of Py, satisfies Table I. Then we have Py, € B, ie., P, = Ck if P(A ) = {0} 4,

or {n}ta,; Py = D+ if ”P(A - = {2}, or {¢}4,. Thus the set B of 2V + 1 subcubes is invariant under the cyclic
permutation of the IV parties. a

Appendix C: The proof of Lemma 3
Proof. First, we need to show that B contains 3V vectors. For each subcube Px = P;?l) X P§?2) X - X P?N),
it contains 2/%! vectors. Then B contains

1+Z ( )221— 3N (C1)

vectors. Next, for any vector {j1}a, x {ja}a, X -+ X {in}ay € ZY, we need to find a Pg € B such that {j;}a, x
{g2}a, x -+ x{jn}tay € Pk.

There are two possible cases.

1. I jp=1for all 1 <k < N, then {j1}a, X {Ja}a, X - x {in}ay = Bo.

2. If there exists a ji # 1 for 1 < k < N, then j; € {0,2}. Without loss of generality, we assume that j; = 0.

Then we can find ’P(A’“) = {0}, or {n},, for P € {C,D}. Next, if jr+1 = 0, then by Table I, we can determine
that P;?’“Jrl) = {O}Ak+1 and Agi1 ¢ K; if jiy1 # 0, then by Table I, we can determined that ’P;?’““ = {&}a,,, and

Agy1 € K. By Fig. 2, we can repeat this process N times through Table I. Then we can determine P(Ai) for1 <i:< N,

and determine whether A; € K. Furthermore, P = C if P); () {0}4, or {77},41, and P =D fP(Al) = {2} 4, or
{€} 4, In this way, we can find the subcube Pk such that {jl}Al X {jata, x - x {in}ay € Pk.

Thus the 2V + 1 subcubes of B is a decomposition of Z2". From the above proof, we know that each Pg contains
exactly one vector in {0, 2}". O

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 H,,, we can take an orthonormal basis {|0), |1),---,|n — 1)}. Then consider an
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operator F on H,,. 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 notatlon of the operator and the matrix.

Next, for the n X n matrix F := 1" Z aw| i)(j] and two subsets S, T C {]0),]1),---,|n — 1)}, we introduce
the followmg notation

skt = Z D asils)

SYES |t)eT

In other words, s E1 is a sub-matrix of F, with S, 7 indicating the chosen row coordinates and column coordinates. In
particular, when & = T, we simplify the notation as Es := sEs. Moreover, we say that an orthogonal set {|1;)}icz.
is spanned by S C {]0),|1),---,|n — 1)}, if any |¢);) can be linearly generated by states from S.

Lemma 7 (Block Zeros Lemma [24]) Let an n x n matric E = (a; ;)i jez, be the matriz representation of an
operator E = MTM under the baszs B :={]0),|1),...,|n —1)}. Given two nonempty disjoint subsets S and T of B,
assume that {|v;) }i- {\¢]> _o are two orthogonal sets spanned by S and T respectively, where s = |S|, and t = |T].
If (5|Elgj) =0 for any i€ ZS,] € Zi(we call these zero conditions), then sET =0 and 7Es = 0.

Lemma 8 (Block Trivial Lemma [24]) Let an n x n matric E = (a; ;)i jez, be the matriz representation of an
operator E = MM under the basis B := {|0),[1),...,|n—1)}. Given a nonempty subset S := {|ug), |u1),. .., |us_1)}
of B, let {|¢j>};;é be an orthogonal set spanned by S. Assume that (¢;|E|y;) = 0 for any i # j € Zs. If there exists a
state \ut> € S, such that {ju,)} Es\{|u,)} =0 and (ue|wpj) # 0 for any j € Zs, then Es x Is. (Note that if we consider

{li)}s *Zy as the Fourier basis, i.e. |1;) = Y"1 Y wi|u;) for j € Zs, then it must have (uelps) #0 for any j € Zs).

Proof. By Lemmas 1 and 2, we only need to show that As,...,Axy can only perform a triv-
ial OPLM. Assume that A,,..., Ay come together to perform an OPLM {E = MTM}, where E =
(ai2i3...iN,j2j3...jN){i2}A2X“‘X{iN}AN{jQ}AZX”,X{jN}ANezé\I*l, then {14, ® M|y) : |¢p) € O} should be mutually or-
thogonal. Note that if Qiis...in,j2j3.JN — 0, then Ajojz...jN,i2i3...in — 0.

For any vector v = {ji}a, X {jo}a, X --- x {in}ay € Z&, we denote v4) = {j}, for 1 < i < N. Let

Ay = {As, As,..., Ax}. For any subcube Px = Pﬁ?l) X 73%42) X oo X 7)%41\’), we denote P;?J) = P&Aﬂ X - X
P AN), and |P§?J)> = |Pk)a, ® --- @ |Pk)ay. For two different subcubes Pg,Pj,, denote P(AJ>EP/ (4, =
K K’

(au,v)uepi(Ap’UEP;{/(AJ). For any state [¢)) = [1)a,[¥)a, - - - [¥)ay € O, we also denote [1)(47)) = [th)a, ... [th) a4y
Then for two different |9}, |¢) € O, we have

0= (¥|Ls, ® El¢) = (¥l¢)a, (| El7). (D1)
Therefore, if (1)]¢) 4, # 0, then (p(47)|E|¢p(A7)) = 0. We need to use these orthogonality relations to show that E o I.
Step 1: Let Pg, Pk, be any two different subcubes with 73%‘1) N P}W(Al) # (. Then by Eq. (13), we can always

find a state |¢) 4, € |Pk)a, and a state |¢p) 4, € [Pl )a,, such that (¢|¢)a, # 0. Applying Lemma 7 to \P}?‘”) and
|P}(,(AJ)>, we obtain

pﬁ(AJ)EP;(,(AJ) =0. (D2)

For any Py, assume v € PI((A"). Then for any u ¢ Pg?‘]) € ZY 71, there must exist a Pj.,, such that u € P}(,(A"), and
Pr. A 0 73%41) = (). By Eq. (D2), we obtain that a,, = 0.

Step 2: Define two vectors vy = {0}, x {0}a, x -+~ x {0}ay € ZY P and v; = {1}4, x {0} 4, x --- x {0}, € ZY 1.
We can choose two subcubes

Co = {0}a, x {0}a, x {0}a, x -+ x {0} ay, (D3)
D{A1,A2} = {g}Al X {77}142 X {O}As X {0}A4 X X {O}AN7 (D4)

such that vy = CéA")7 and v, € DEQJ)A }- By Step 1, we obtain that a,, , = 0 for any v # vy € ZY ™", and ay, 4 = 0
(Ay)

for any u # vg,v1 € Zs . Then applying Lemma 8 to \’D{A A }> we have ay,,v, = oy, 0, = k. Define

M:{UEZQFI | v =k, ay, =0 for anyw;év}. (D5)
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Then we have shown that vy, v; € M. In order to show E = kI, we only need to prove that M = Zévfl.
Step 3 Assume v € M, then there must exist a P such that v € P, For any u ¢ P{*)| we must have @, , = 0
for any v’ € PK A7) by Step 1. Applying Lemma 8 to [P A")> we have

P C M. (D6)
By using this fact, we have

v € M = {€}a, X {n}ay x {0}a, x---x{0}ay €M,
— {1},42 X {1},43 X {0}A4 X o0 X {O}AN S M,
= {n}ta, X {&ay x {na, x{0ha; x - x{0}ay €M,
= {1}a, x {1}a, x {1} 4, x {0}4, ---{0}ay € M,
...,
= {1}, x {1}a, x --- x {1}a, € M.

(D7)

Step 4: Finally, we need to prove that M = ZY~!. For any w € {0,2}V =1 := {0,2}4, x - -~ x {0,2}4,. We define
wy € Zév_l for 1 <k < N as follows,

(A0 _ {{1}A if i <k, (D8)

b {w}a, ifi>k.
Note that, w; = w. Then we can prove wy € M for 1 < k < N by backward induction. The base case is
wn = {1}a, x {1} a4, X -+ x {1}a, € M proved in Eq (D?) Next assume wy € M for some k > 2 as the induction
hypothesis. Note that w,({A’“) #* w,(ﬁkl), and w,(CA') = wk N ) for 1 < i # k < N. Then there must exist two subcubes
Ck, and Dg,, such that {0}4, X wg € Ck, and {2} 4, X wy € Dg,. Then by Step 3, we have C(’éJ),Dgé") C M.
By Table I, we know that {{} and {n} appears alternatively in Cgéz) - X C A") and D(Az) - X Dgé’“). Then
C(A’“) = {n}ta,, D(A"') = {{}a, or C(A’“) = {& A, ;ék) = {n}a,. Without loss of generality, we can assume that
A’“) ={n}a,, sz) ={&}a,. If w(A") = {0} 4,, then wy_1 € C(AJ if w(Ak = {2} 4,, then wy_1 € D( 7). In each
case we must have wi_1 € M. Thus, by induction, wy € M for 1 S k < N. It means that {0,2}V~! C M
For any v € Z5 !, we can find a P, such that v € ’P%“'). Moreover, we can always find a w € {0,2}V~1, such
that w € P(AJ by Lemma 3. By Step 3, we know that v € M. Thus M = Zévfl. This completes the proof. O

Appendix E: The proof of Theorem 2

Proof. By Lemma 4, we know that {|Bo)} UlJ xea |’PK> is a complete OPB. Since |A| = 2NV~ it implies that
E{C

there are 2V product states of |P}). Then |Z/{| =3V -1-2VN 1 =3V 2N

Let H be the space spanned by the states in ¢. For any state |[¢)) € H*, we only need to show that |¢) must be an
entangled state. We proved it by contradiction. Assume that there exists a product state |¢p) # 0 € HL. Then there
exists a unique subcube E = E4, X Ea, X -+ x Ea,, of Z§ with |E4,| = e; for 1 < i < N, and nonzero complex

numbers a for Ji € E4,, such that

W= X dM | e X dh)] ool X dlVun] (B1)

J1€EA, A Jj2€Ea, A, JNEEAy Ax

In other words, E is the support set of [1). Let H; be the space spanned the states in U \ {|S)}, then Hi is spanned
by the states in {|Bo)} Ul kea [Pj). Since Hq C H, it implies H+ C Hi. It means that [¢)) € Hi. Then there
Pe{C,D}

exist bg, € C and bp, € C, such that

0) = bio|Bo) + > bpi| PR, (E2)

KeA
Pe{C,D}
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and
(¥]S) =0. (E3)

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

U P« if b, = 0,
b 0
g=x7 (E4)
Bou |J Pk ifbg, #0.
bp . #0

If bp,, = 0 for all Pk, then |¢p) = bp,|Bo) with bp, # 0. However, there is (1)|S) # 0. It means that there is at one
nonzero bp,.. So at least one Px C E. By Lemma 3, P contains one vector of {0,2}", then we must have

Ea, € {{O}sz {2}Au {U}Aw {g}Aw {07 Q}Aw {07 1, 2}141'} : (E5)

Next, we will show that F = Z, i.e. F4, = Z3 for 1 <i < N. Actually, we only need to show that {0,2} 4, C Ea,
for 1 <4 < N. This is because by Lemma 3,

{0,2}N C E = bp, #0 for all P = ZY \ By C E. (E6)
And since F is a subcube, we must have
E=17%. (E7)

Now we are proving that {0,2}4, C Ey4, for 1 < i < N by contradiction. Assume that there exists ¢; such that
10,2} 4, € E4, . Meanwhile, we claim that there are at least two nonzero bp,. Assume there is only one nonzero
bp,, then there are two cases. If bg, = 0, then |[¢)) = bp, |Pk) for some Pk, which is not orthogonal to |S). If
b, # 0, then E = Px U By is not a subcube, which is also impossible.

By the above claim and Lemma 3, there are at least two vectors v # w € {0,2}" € E. Suppose v(Aia) £ qp(Aiz)
then {0,2}4, C E4,, . By using Eq. (12), we can always find 1 <7 < N such that

{072}Ai - EAi and {0’2}Ai+1 g EA;‘+1' (ES)
Then by Eq. (E5), Ea,,, € {{0}a,,1:{2}ass1: {0} 4,,1- {€} a,., }- There are the following two cases.
(a) Assume Ey,,, = {0}a,,, (Fa,,, = {2}4,,, is similar), then for all Px with bp, # 0, there must be
,PI((Af,H) — {O}Ai+1'
By Table I, we know that Pé(A") € {{0}a,,{n}a,} Therefore
2¢ |J P = 2¢ Ea. (E9)
bp, #0
A contradiction.

(b) Assume Ey4,,, = {n}a,,, (Fa, ., ={&}a,,, is similar). Note that there must be a Px C E such that pilin) —
{n}a,,., because all possible values of Pi*") are just {034, {2} acs: (b ars (€4

Then by Table T there are four possibilities of P& x P 1) x P2 namely

Fr=A{2}a, x {n}a, ., x{0}a,..,
Fo = {2} 4, x {(n}a, g, X {1 aisa,
Fy={&a, x {nta, x {0}a,.,
Fai={&}a, X {U}AHl X {g}AH?'

(E10)
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Then we define another subcube P, by preserving P}g,Aj) = P&Aj) for j ¢ {i,i+1,i+ 2}, and

{W}Al X {g}A'H»l X {W}Ai“ if ,PI(?I X ,P(AHA) X P Air2) - ]:17

. AL Az 1 A'L
P/(Ai) X PI(A71+1) X 'P/(AHQ) _ {n}a; x {g}AHl X {Q}Ai+2 if PI(( x ,Pﬁ( o : PI(( = 7 (E11)
K’ K’ K’ - .o p(As) (Aig1) (Ait2)
{O}Az X {g}AH—l X {77}141'+2 if PK X PK X PK = ‘F3’

{O}Ai X {6}Ai+1 X {2}Ai+2 if P;{Al) X P?Hl) X /P[({Ai+2) = Fu.

Then we can check that |K'| is still even and Pj., satisfies Table I, so P}, € {Ck,DPr}xen. Moreover, we
consider an vector v € Py with v(40) = {2} 4,, v Ai+1) = {1} 4, | and v4+2) € {{0}4,,,, {2} 4,,,}. Next, define
v', where v/(4%) = v(Ax) for k # 4, and v'(4) = {0}4,. Then by definition of P}, we know that v’ € Pj..
Since {0,2} 4, C Ey4,, there must be v’ € E. Therefore, Py, C E and AT {€}A,;,- This contradicts that
EA1‘+1 = {77}A1-+1~

Thus we proved {0,2}" C E by contradiction, and it means that E = Z4'. Then there are nonzero a( ) for Ji € Zs
and 1 <¢ < N, such that
A A AN)| -
wy=1 S ™| o Y dim | ee | Y AN | (E12)
J1€Z3 A J2€Z3 Ay JN€EZL3 An
Next, for all 1 < ¢ < N, we define
|Ui> = |0>A1 Q- |0>A1:—1 & |1> & |0> Aita - ® |0>AN7
vi) :=10)a, ® - ®[0)a,_, ® |24, ® 0)a,y, ® - ®[0) Ay, (E13)

R; = {0}A1 X {O}Az X X {5}141 x {W}Awl X X {O}AN'

Then R; € {Cx, Dk }iea for 1 <i < N, and v;,v; € R; for 1 < ¢ < N. By computing the coefficients of Eq. (E12),
for 1 <i < N, we have

Ha(()Aj) ~a§Ai) = Coeff. of |v;) = br, = Coeff. of |v}) = HaéAj) -aéAi) (E14)
J# J#i
Then it implies that a(A - gA") for 1 <¢ < N. Moreover, by using
2)4, ® - ®12)4,, ®0)4;, ® 2)4,, © - ® [2) Ay,
204, ® - ®12)4,, @14, ®12)4,,, ® - ® [2) Ay, (E15)
{2}A1 X {2}A2 X X {n}fh X {g}Ai+l e X {2}AN7
we can also obtain that agA"') = a(()Ai) for 1 <4 < N by a similar argument as above. Therefore, we conclude that
al A
) = Q) (a6™ (10) +11) +12)),) = H%w ) (E16)
i=1
which is not orthogonal to |S). This completes the proof. O
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