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W eproposeacom m unication-assisted local-hidden-variablem odelthatyieldsthecorrectoutcom e

forthe m easurem entofany productofPaulioperatorson an arbitrary graph state,i.e.,thatyields

thecorrectglobalcorrelation am ong theindividualm easurem entsin thePauliproduct.W ithin this

m odel,com m unication is restricted to a single round ofm essage passing between adjacent nodes

ofthe graph. W e show thatany m odelsharing som e generalpropertieswith ourown isincapable,

for at least som e graph states,ofreproducing the expected correlations am ong allsubsets ofthe

individualm easurem ents.Theability to reproduceallsuch correlationsisfound to depend on both

the com m unication distance and the sym m etriesofthe com m unication protocol.

PACS num bers:03.65.U d,03.67.-a

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

G raph states are m ulti-partite entangled states that
play m any im portantrolesin quantum inform ation the-
ory. The class of graph states is equivalent, by local
unitaries in the Cli�ord group, to the class of states
stabilized by Paulioperators[1,2]. This class includes
Bellstates,G HZ states,basisstatesforstabilizercodes,
cluster states,and m any others. O fparticular interest
are the cluster states,which are the graph states rep-
resented by two-dim ensionalsquare lattices[3]. Cluster
stateshave been shown to be su�cientto allow univer-
salquantum com putation within a m easurem ent-based
schem e[4].Forthisreason,a com pleteunderstanding of
the entanglem entpropertiesofgraph stateswould likely
im proveourunderstandingoftheroleentanglem entplays
in quantum com putation,as wellas teaching us about
som e ofthe m ost usefulstates in quantum inform ation
theory.G raph statesand theirapplicationsarereviewed
in Ref.[5].
Both G �uhneetal.[6]and Scaranietal.[7]haveshown

that graph states display nonlocalproperties under the
m easurem ent ofPaulioperators. In this work,we fur-
therourunderstanding ofthenonlocality ofgraph states
by introducing a com m unication-assisted local-hidden-
variable(LHV)m odelthatpredictstheoutcom eofm ea-
suring an arbitrary Pauliproducton an arbitrary graph
state. Since graph states violate Bell-type inequalities,
the m odelnecessarily involvescom m unication.
O urinvestigationisinspired bythatofTessieretal.[8],

who described a com m unication-assisted LHV m odelfor
arbitrary Paulim easurem ents on a G HZ state. In the
spirit ofTessier etal.,we form ulate our LHV m odelin
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term sofhidden variablesthatcan bethoughtofasspec-
ifying valuesforthe x,y,and z spin com ponentsofthe
qubits.In general,a com m unication protocolm ightper-
m it the party at a particular qubit to com m unicate to
any otherparty whatPaulim easurem entism ade on its
qubit. In our com m unication protocol,however,we re-
strictcom m unication to be between partiescorrespond-
ing to nodes thatare adjacentin the underlying graph.
Thisrestriction tocom m unication only with neighborsin
thegraph m akesintuitivesenseifwethink ofagraph asa
recipeforconstructingthecorrespondinggraph state.In
thatcase,nodesthatareconnected haveinteracted in the
pastand therefore occupy a privileged position with re-
gard to exchangeofinform ation.W ecalla protocolthat
restrictscom m unication to neighborsa nearest-neighbor
com m unication protocol.
Although ourcom m unication-assisted LHV m odelpre-

dicts correctly the outcom e ofthe m easurem ent ofany
Pauliproduct,it fails in som e cases to predict the ex-
pected correlations for subsets of the individual m ea-
surem entsin a Pauliproduct. By considering restricted
classes ofgraphs,we show that two generalproperties
ofour m odelassure its failure. Perhapsunsurprisingly,
one ofthese is the lim itation to nearest-neighbor com -
m unication. M ore generally,we considerprotocolswith
a lim ited com m unication distance,de�ned as the num -
ber ofsuccessive edges through which inform ation can
be sent,and we show that any protocolwhose com m u-
nication distance is constantorscaleslessthan linearly
with thenum berofqubitsfailsto predictsom esubm ea-
surem ents correctly. Less obvious is a second problem
ofour protocol,which we callsite invariance,i.e.,the
property thatnodesin sym m etricsituationsperform the
sam e action. W e consider the e�ects ofeach ofthese
propertiesin som edetailand show thatifa protocolhas
eitherproperty,itfailson som esubm easurem ents.
Thispaperisorganized asfollows.In Sec.IIweintro-

ducetheform alde�nition ofgraph states.In Sec.IIIwe
describe our m odeland prove that it correctly predicts
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the globalresult ofany Paulim easurem ent on a graph
state,i.e.,predicts the globalcorrelation am ong the in-
dividualm easurem entsin the Pauliproduct. In Sec.IV
wedem onstratethatneithersite-invariancenorany �xed
com m unication distanceiscom patiblewith thegoalofre-
producingallsubcorrelations,though wedodem onstrate
thata site-invariantprotocolcan reproduceallsubcorre-
lationson aone-dim ensionalclusterstate.A �nalsection
sum m arizesourconclusions.

II. G R A P H STA T ES

A graphisasetofn nodesandasetofedgesconnecting
them . The neighborhood N (j)ofa node j isthe setof
nodesthatareconnected to it.G iven a particulargraph,
we can associate a qubitwith each node and de�ne the
corresponding graph state ofthe qubitsin the following
way. Let X ,Y ,and Z denote the Paulim atrices �x,
�y,and �z,and adopt the shorthand ofwriting tensor
productsofPaulim atricesasproductsofPaulim atrices
indexed by position,i.e.X 
 I
 Y = X 1Y3.The graph
state j ion n qubits isthe sim ultaneous+ 1 eigenstate
ofthe (com m uting)operators

G j = X j

Y

k2N (j)

Zk ; j= 1;:::;n: (1)

The operatorsG j constitute an independentsetofgen-
erators ofthe stabilizer group ofj i. Any graph state
can beconstructed by preparing each qubitin theeigen-
state ofspin up in the x direction and then applying a
controlled-phasegatebetween each pairofqubitsthatis
connected by an edge in the graph. The orderin which
the controlled-phase gatesare im plem ented isunim por-
tantsincethey allcom m ute.
Thestructureofgraph statesm akesthem good candi-

datesforthestudy ofnonlocality.Fora connected graph
(of at least two nodes), allsingle-qubit m easurem ents
yield random values,yet these values are correlated in
such a way thatcertain productsofthem givedeterm in-
istic results. IfM represents an n-fold tensor product
ofthe Paulim atrices,I,X ,Y ,and Z,then the result
ofm easuring M on the n-qubitgraph state j iisdeter-
m ined by which offollowingthreecasesappliestoM (see
Ref.[9]):

(i) M isan elem entofthe stabilizergroup,i.e.,M =
G
a1
1 � � � Gan

n is a product ofthe generators G j for
som eaj = 0;1,in which casea m easurem entofM
obviously givesoutcom e+ 1.

(ii) � M is an elem ent of the stabilizer group, i.e.,
� M = G

a1
1 � � � Gan

n is a product ofthe generators
G j forsom eaj = 0;1,in which caseam easurem ent
ofM obviously givesoutcom e� 1.

(iii) � M isnotanelem entofthestabilizer,i.e.,M isnot
a productofthe generatorsup to a m ultiplicative

factor� 1,in which casea m easurem entofM gives
outcom es+ 1 and � 1 with equalprobability.

Them inussign in case(ii)com esfrom thefactthatprod-
uctsofgeneratorscan introduce ateach site term ssuch
asZX Z = � X orZX = iY ,with i’sfrom pairsofsites
m ultiplying to give a � 1.These term slead to G HZ-like
paradoxesfor the graph state,im plying that com m uni-
cation between the partiesisrequired to m odelthe cor-
relationsclassically.

III. C O M M U N IC A T IO N -A SSIST ED LH V

M O D EL FO R G R A P H STA T ES

A . D escription ofthe m odel

O urm odelusesn binary random variables,z1;:::;zn,
each taking on values� 1 with equalprobability. These
hidden variables can be thought ofas values for the z
spin com ponentsofthe n qubits.Forthe corresponding
values ofthe x and y spin com ponents,we de�ne the
quantities

xj =
Y

k2N (j)

zk ; (2a)

yj = zj

Y

k2N (j)

zk : (2b)

Thevaluesxj aresuggested by the + 1 valuesassociated
with the generatorsG j,i.e.,

xj

Y

k2N (j)

zk = + 1; (3)

in analogy to Eq.(1).The values

yj = xjzj (4)

aresuggested by the analogousrelationsYj = iX jZj for
Paulim atrices.
W e assum e now that each party is given a m easure-

m entM j to perform ,chosen from I (no m easurem ent),
X ,Y ,and Z. After the m easurem ent,there is a round
ofcom m unication between neighboring sites,and then
each party outputsa value+ 1 or� 1 asthe resultofthe
m easurem ent. W hen no m easurem entisperform ed ata
site,theoutputcan be regarded as+ 1.
During theround ofcom m unication,sitej sendsa bit

cj to each site k 2 N (j),where cj = 0 ifM j = I;Z

and cj = 1 ifM j = X ;Y . The value vj outputatsite j
is determ ined by the hidden variable for the observable
m easured atthatsiteand by the quantity

tj =
X

k2N (j)

ck m od 4; (5)

which iscom puted from thebitssenttositejfrom neigh-
boring sitesand which isequalto the num berofneigh-
boringsitesthatm akean X orY m easurem entm odulo4.
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Theoutputvj isdeterm ined by rulesthatdecidewhether
to ip thesign ofthehidden variableassociated with the
m easurem entatsite j:

1.IfM j = I,vj = 1.

2.IfM j = Z,vj = zj.

3.IfM j = X ,vj =

�
xj if tj = 0;1;

� xj if tj = 2;3:

4.IfM j = Y ,vj =

�
yj if tj = 1;2;

� yj if tj = 0;3:

This protocolreproduces the quantum predictions for
any globalPaulim easurem ent on graph states, as we
show in the nextsubsection. In otherwords,ifwe take
theproductoftheoutputsfrom allthesites,theresultis
the sam e asthe quantum prediction fora m easurem ent
oftheoperatorM =

N n

j= 1
M j.Thenum berofbitscom -

m unicated in thisprotocolistwice the num berofedges
in the graph.
Variantsofrules3 and 4 also give the correctpredic-

tionsforglobalPaulim easurem ents;forexam ple,these
rulescan be m odi�ed so thatthe sign ip occursunder
thesam ecircum stancesforboth X and Y m easurem ents.
W enote,however,thatneithertherulesgiven abovenor
these m odi�ed rules are guaranteed to reproduce allof
thecorrelationspredicted by quantum m echanicson sub-
sets ofthe Paulioperators m easured. W e take up the
question ofthesesubcorrelationsin Sec.IV.

B . P roofthat the m odelw orks

The proof that our m odel yields the correct global
quantum predictionsproceedsin two stages.W e�rstin-
troducea sim plerelated m odelthatinvolvesno classical
com m unication and show thatthis sim ple m odelm akes
the correct quantum predictions in cases (i) and (iii)
above, but not in case (ii). W e then show that the
com m unication-assisted m odelm akescorrectglobalpre-
dictionsin allthreecases.
The sim ple no-com m unication m odelhas each party

outputthehidden variable1,xj,yj,orzj associated with
the m easurem entm ade atitssite. The com m unication-
assisted m odel is derived from this no-com m unication
m odelby som etim esipping the sign ofthe outcom e at
a sitewhereX orY ism easured,i.e.,by outputting � xj
instead ofxj or� yj instead ofyj.Thedecision to ip a
sign isdeterm ined by the num berofX and Y m easure-
m entsm adeatneighboring sites,in accordancewith the
conditionsin rules3 and 4.
For any tensor product of Pauli operators, M =

N n

j= 1
M j, it is usefulto introduce a corresponding n-

tuple m of the sam e form as M , but with the tensor
productofPaulioperatorsreplaced by an n-tupleofthe
corresponding hidden variables,1,xj,yj,and zj.In the
no-com m unication m odel,theelem entsofthen-tupleare
the outcom esofthe m easurem entsM j. The n-tuplesm

form an abelian group oforder 4n,with m ultiplication
de�ned bitwise.
The hidden variables xj, yj, zj satisfy a com m uta-

tive algebra, sim ilar to the Pauli algebra, with x2j =
y2j = z2j = 1 and yj = xjzj,as in Eq.(4). The note-
worthy di�erences from the Paulialgebra are the com -
m utativity and the absence of an i in Eq.(4). As a
consequence,when a m easurem ent has the form M =
� G

a1
1 � � � Gan

n ,the productofallparties’outputs in the
no-com m unication m odelalways equals + 1. Thus it is
clearthatthe no-com m unication m odelgetsthe correct
resultin case(i)above,butnotin case(ii).
W eshow now thattheno-com m unication m odelisalso

correctin case (iii). For this purpose,note that the n-
tuplesgj associatedwith thestabilizergeneratorsG j gen-
erateasubgroup oforder2n,which containsthen-tuples
associated with allPauliproductsM such that� M isin
thestabilizer.Thissubgroup de�nes2n cosetswhich,ex-
ceptforthe subgroup itself,necessarily contain n-tuples
associated with Pauliproductsfrom case (iii). Thuswe
need to show thattheno-com m unication m odelpredicts
a random outcom e forallcosetsexceptthe subgroup it-
self.W enotethattwo n-tuplesin thesam ecosetpredict
the sam e outcom e,thusallowing usto restrictattention
to a single elem entin each coset. Elem entsofthe form
(za11 ;:::;zann ),with aj = 0;1,clearly predicta random
overalloutcom e,except when aj = 0 for allj (i.e.,the
identity n-tuple). M oreover,these 2n n-tuples each be-
long to a di�erentcoset,since they m akeup a subgroup
oftheir own that contains none ofthe elem ents ofthe
subgroup generated by the gj,exceptthe identity.Thus
werecoverthe correctpredictionsforcase(iii).
The next step in the proof is to show that the

com m unication-assisted LHV m odelrecoversthe correct
predictions for a m easurem ent ofM in allthree cases.
IfM is as in (iii),then the result predicted by the no-
com m unication m odelis random ,and ipping an out-
com e atany site doesnota�ectthis. Thusthe com m u-
nication m odelworks when M is as in (iii). To show
thatthem odelalso workswhen M isasin (i)or(ii),we
proceed by induction. The m odelworkswhen M isany
one ofthe generatorsG j. W e considera Pauliproduct
M =

N n

l= 1
M l that is a product,up to a factor � 1,of

generatorsG k with k < j. W ith this assum ption,it is
clearthatM j iseitherI orZ. O urinductive procedure
isto show thatifthe m odelcorrectly predictsthe over-
allcorrelation forM ,then italso reproducesthe overall
correlation forM 0= � M G j.
Considertheoutcom eforam easurem entofM 0,aspre-

dicted byquantum m echanics.W eexpressM 0in term sof
M =

N n

l= 1
M l and the generatorG j = X j

Q

k2N (j)
Zk.

Upon m ultiplying M with G j,we obtain the following:
(a) at each k 2 N (j) for which M k = I,the product
IZ = Z givesM 0

k
= Z;(b)ateach k 2 N (j)forwhich

M k = Z,the productZZ = I givesM 0
k = I;(c)ateach

k 2 N (j)forwhich M k = X | we letq denote the num -
berofsuch sites| theproductX Z = � iY givesM 0

k = Y

and introducesa factorof� i;(d)ateach k 2 N (j)for
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which M k = Y | we let r denote the num ber of such
sites| the product Y Z = iX gives M 0

k
= X and intro-

duces a factor of+ i. O verallwe thus obtain a factor
(� i)qir = (� i)q+ r(� 1)r. Now consider site j: ifq+ r

is even,M j = I,and we are left with M 0
j = X and no

additionalfactors ofi; if q + r is odd, M j = Z, and
we are left with M 0

j = Y and an additionalfactor ofi.
There are thus four possibilities: ifq+ r = 0;1 m od 4,
then M 0 = (� 1)rM G j,and ifq+ r = 2;3 m od 4,then
M 0= (� 1)r+ 1M G j.Itfollowsthatin the case q+ r = 0
m od 4,the quantum prediction for m easurem entofthe
operator M 0 is equalto the quantum prediction for a
m easurem ent ofM m ultiplied by (� 1)r, and sim ilarly
forthe othercases.
Now we consider the prediction given for a m easure-

m entofM 0 by ourcom m unication-assisted LHV m odel,
assum ing thatthe correctprediction isreturned forM .
The value returned fora m easurem entofM 0 isequalto
the value returned for a m easurem entofM ,m ultiplied
by the valuereturned fora m easurem entofG j,which is
1,and by a � 1 foreach sitethatchangesitssign-ip de-
cision.A review oftheim m ediately preceding paragraph
shows that the only site that changes the c-bit sent to
neighboring sites is site j,which changes its c-bit from
cj = 0 to cj = 1. This m eansthatatneighboring sites
k 2 N (j),the quantity tk ofEq.(5)increasesby 1. At
neighboring sites k 2 N (j) for which M k = X ,the X
becom esa Y in M 0,with tk increased by 1,so according
to rules3 and 4,there isno change in the sign-ip deci-
sion. Atneighboring sitesk 2 N (j)forwhich M k = Y ,
the Y becom es a X in M 0,with tk increased by 1,so
according to rules 3 and 4,site k changes its sign-ip
decision.The resultofthese changesisan overallfactor
of(� 1)r. The �nalcontribution com es from site j,for
which tj = q+ r m od 4,and which changesfrom M j = I

to M 0
j = X ifq+ riseven,and from M j = Z to M 0

j = Y

ifq+ r isodd.According to therules,thee�ectofthese
changesisto introducean additionalsign ip ifand only
ifq+ r = 2;3 m od 4,which is just what is required to
return the quantum predictions.

IV . G R A P H -STA T E SU B M EA SU R EM EN T S

Having shown that our com m unication-assisted LHV
m odelagreeswith quantum m echanicsforglobalcorrela-
tions,wenow considerthequestion ofsubm easurem ents.
A subm easurem entofaglobalPauliproductM isaPauli
product ~M such thatthe non-identity elem entsof ~M all
appearin M ,i.e., ~M j = M j or ~M j = I forallj. LHV
m odelsim plicitly predictthe resultofm easuring such a
subset ofthe Paulioperators ofa globalm easurem ent,
the m easurem ent ofan identity operator being sim ply
the om ission ofthe corresponding localhidden variable.
A propercom m unication-assisted LHV m odelforgraph
statesshould notonly reproducethepredictionsofquan-
tum m echanicsforglobalm easurem entsbutalso forall
possiblesubm easurem ents.

It can be shown that our m odelsatis�es this condi-
tion forsom e,butnotall,graph states.Determ ining the
graphsforwhich itworks,a classincluding com pletebi-
partite graphs (a case encom passing the star graphs of
G HZ states) and the sym m etric di�erence oftwo com -
pletegraphs[10],requirestheintroduction oftechniques
otherwise unused in this paper, and, as such, we re-
serve its exposition for another tim e [13]. Instead,we
focus here on understanding the properties that lim it
ourm odel’se�ectiveness.The following two subsections
show that protocols with �xed com m unication distance
or with sym m etric com m unication and decision proto-
colsgenerally do notreproduceallsubcorrelationson all
graphs. The �nalsubsection further explores the sym -
m etry ofsite invariance by considering itin the context
ofone-dim ensionalclusterstates.

A . N on-nearest-neighbor com m unication protocols

In a com m unication protocolwith com m unication dis-
tance d,nodesj and k can signalto each otherifthere
existswithin thegraph a path from j to k thattraverses
d orfeweredges[10].Putanotherway,thisisthe state-
m ent that inform ation can only be transm itted along
edges and that the num ber ofsuccessive edges through
which som e piece ofinform ation can be sentis atm ost
d. In this section we prove,via contradiction,that no
com m unication-assisted LHV m odelforwhich the com -
m unication distancesatis�es

d � 4

�
n

24
�
1

2

�

+ 1 (6)

correctlyreproducesthepredictionsofquantum m echan-
ics for all subm easurem ents on all graph states of n
qubits.

Theproofrelieson an in�niteclassofgraph statesfor
which a set of�ve globalm easurem ents can be chosen
thatarenotlocally distinguishable.Each oftheseglobal
m easurem ents includes a subm easurem ent that can be
written in term sofstabilizerelem entsand isthuscertain.
Theoutputofeach qubit,however,m ustbesuch thatthe
correctvaluesareobtained forallsubm easurem entsthat
areconsistentwith itsobservablesurroundings.Thisre-
quirem ent,for the particular states and m easurem ents
chosen,yieldsa contradiction.

Tobegin,considerthegraph statecorrespondingtoan
n-node ring where n = 12f and f isan odd positive in-
teger.Letthe qubitsbe num bered sequentially,starting
with 1atan arbitrarypointon theringand m ovingclock-
wise along it. Additionally,de�ne the following subsets
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ofthe n labels:

V = f4f;8f;12fg; (7a)

M = f2f;6f;10fg; (7b)

Y = fjjj� 1 m od 2g; (7c)

L = fjjj62 V;M and j� 2 m od 4g; (7d)

R = fjjj62 V;M and j� 0 m od 4g; (7e)

Sk = fjj2f(k� 1)< j< 2fkg: (7f)

Forourpurposes,itisusefulto think ofthe ring asar-
ranged in an equilateraltriangle with vertices speci�ed
by thesubsetV (see�gure1).Them idpointsofthelegs
ofthe triangle are then given by the subsetM ,and the
segm ents between adjacent vertices and m idpoints are
given by theSj’s.W eusethenotation Sj;k asshorthand
forSj [ Sk,and A nB isused to denotethesetconsisting
ofthe elem entsofA thatarenotin B.
Now considerglobalm easurem entsofthe form

M j =

8
><

>:

X orY ifj2 V;

Y ifj2 Y;

X otherwise,

(8)

such that the num ber of vertices m easuring Y is not
one. These globalm easurem ents include the following
subm easurem ents, for which quantum m echanics pre-
dictsan outcom ewith certainty.

ForM 4f,M 8f = X ,M 12f = X ,

X 2fX 4fX 6fX 8fX 10fX 12f

Y

j2L [R

X j =
6fY

j= 1

G 2j ; (9a)

im plying a m easurem entoutcom eof+ 1.

ForM 4f = Y ,M 8f = Y ,M 12f = Y ,

X 2fX 6fX 10f

Y

j2Y

Yj

Y

k2L

X k

=
3fY

j= 1

�

� G 4j� 3G 4j� 2G 4j� 1

�

;

(9b)

im plying a m easurem entoutcom eof(� 1)3f = � 1.

ForM 4f = Y ,M 8f = X ,M 12f = Y ,

Y4fX 6fX 8fX 10fY12f

Y

j2Y \S1;2

Yj

Y

k2R [(L nS1;2)

X k

= G 1

f� 1Y

j= 1

�

� G 4j� 1G 4jG 4j+ 1

�

G 4f� 1

6fY

k= 2f

G 2k ;

(9c)

im plying a m easurem entoutcom eof(� 1)f� 1 = + 1.
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FIG . 1: Exam ple dem onstrating that any com m unication-

assisted LHV m odelwith com m unication distance d � 1 fails

to reproducesom esubm easurem entsforthering with n = 12

nodes. Five ofthe globalm easurem ents shown on the ring,

Y1X 2Y3X 4Y5X 6Y7X 8Y9X 10Y11X 12 ,

Y1X 2Y3Y4Y5X 6Y7Y8Y9X 10Y11Y12 ,

Y1X 2Y3Y4Y5X 6Y7X 8Y9X 10Y11Y12 ,

Y1X 2Y3Y4Y5X 6Y7Y8Y9X 10Y11X 12 ,

Y1X 2Y3X 4Y5X 6Y7Y8Y9X 10Y11Y12 ,

contain subm easurem ents(shown in black)usefulforshowing

a contradiction. These subm easurem ents im ply the follow-

ing constraintson a nearest-neighborcom m unication m odel,

x2x4x6x8x10x12 = 1 ,

y
Y

1 x2y
Y

3 y
Y

5 x6y
Y

7 y
Y

9 x10y
Y

11 = � 1 ,

y
Y

1 y
Y

3 y4x6x8x10y12 = 1 ,

x2y4y
Y

5 y
Y

7 y8x10x12 = 1 ,

x2x4x6y8y
Y

9 y
Y

11y12 = 1 ;

which when m ultiplied togetheryield a contradiction.

Cyclic perm utation ofthis lastm easurem entyields two
m orewith + 1 outcom es.

ForM 4f = Y ,M 8f = Y ,M 12f = X ,wehave

X 2fY4fY8fX 10fX 12f

Y

j2Y \S3;4

Yj

Y

k2R [(L nS3;4)

X k ; (9d)

and forM 4f = X ,M 8f = Y ,M 12f = Y ,we have

X 2fX 4fX 6fY8fY12f

Y

j2Y \S5;6

Yj

Y

k2R [(L nS5;6)

X k : (9e)

Now assum e there exists a distance d = 2f � 1
com m unication-assisted LHV m odelthatcorrectly repli-
catesthe predictionsofquantum m echanicsforallPauli
m easurem entson n qubits.The outputofsuch a m odel
can be fully described in term s of single-qubit hidden
variableswhosevaluedependsboth on thequbitin ques-
tion and on the m easurem ents m ade by other qubits
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within itscom m unication range. W e write these hidden
variablesin theform �j

� wherejisthequbitbeing m ea-
sured,� isthehidden variablecorrespondingtothePauli
operatorm easured upon it,and � indicatesthem easure-
m ents m ade on qubits within its com m unication range.
The globalm easurem entsutilized for Eqs.(9) have the
virtuethateach qubit’scom m unication rangeincludesat
m ostoneotherqubitwhosem easurem entischangeable,
and thatisthequbitatthenearestvertex.Thus,in com -
parisonsbetween them ,the m easurem entperform ed on,
atm ost,a singlequbitneed beincluded in �.M oreover,
thequbitsatthecenterofeach sideofthetrianglecannot
see the changesat the vertices. Consequently,the con-
straintsim plied by Eqs.(9)on a hidden variable m odel
with com m unication ranged can beexpressed asfollows:

1 =x2fx4fx6fx8fx10fx12f
Y

j2L [R

x
X
j ; (10a)

� 1=x2fx6fx10f
Y

j2Y

y
Y
j

Y

k2L

x
Y
k ; (10b)

1 =y4fx6fx8fx10fy12f
Y

j2Y \S1;2

y
Y
j

Y

k2(L [R )\S4;5

x
X
k

Y

l2(L \S3;6)[(R nS4;5)

x
Y
l ;

(10c)

1 =x2fy4fy8fx10fx12f
Y

j2Y \S3;4

y
Y
j

Y

k2(L [R )\S6;1

x
X
k

Y

l2(L \S5;2)[(R nS6;1)

x
Y
l ;

(10d)

1 =x2fx4fx6fy8fy12f
Y

j2Y \S5;6

y
Y
j

Y

k2(L [R )\S2;3

x
X
k

Y

l2(L \S1;4)[(R nS2;3)

x
Y
l :

(10e)

UsingtheidentityA = A \(S1[S2[S3[S4[S5[S6)for
A = Y,L,orR and the factthatallvariablessquareto
1,itcan beshown thattheright-hand sideofEq.(10a)is
equalto theproductofthe right-hand sidesoftheother
fourequations.Thus,wehavethecontradiction 1 = � 1,
showingthatno distance-d com m unication-assisted LHV
m odelreproducesthe predictionsofquantum m echanics
in thisinstance.
For other values of n 6= 12f, with f odd, an iden-

ticalcontradiction applies to a graph consisting ofr =
(n � 12)m od 24 unconnected nodes and a ring ofsize
n � r. It is also possible to adapt our exam ple to two-
dim ensionalcluster states. O ne can show,for exam ple,
thatfora (3f + 3)� (3f + 3)clusterstate,with f odd,
a com m unication distanceofatleast2f isrequired.

B . Site-invariant com m unication protocols

Both the num bering and the arrangem entofnodesin
a graph are arbitrary,so itseem sreasonable to suppose

1

YGFED@ABC
2

YGFED@ABC
3

YGFED@ABC

Y

6

GFED@ABC Y

5

GFED@ABC Y

4

GFED@ABC

FIG . 2: Exam ple dem onstrating that any com m unication-

assisted LHV m odelbased on the hidden variablesofEq.(2)

and assisted by a site-invariantcom m unication protocolfails

to reproduce som e subm easurem ents. The globalm easure-

m ent M = Y1Y2Y3Y4Y5Y6 has a random outcom e,but con-

tainsa subm easurem ent ~M = Y1Y2Y3I4Y5I6 such that� ~M is

an elem entofthestabilizergroup.Thism eansthatan overall

sign ip isrequired to correctthe+ 1 prediction ofthehidden

variablesfora m easurem entof ~M .Thetwo qubitsm easuring

Y at nodes 1 and 3 are in sym m etric situations,as are the

qubits at nodes 2 and 5. Thus,under a site-invariant pro-

tocol,1 and 3 m ustm ake the sam e sign-ipping decision,as

m ust2 and 5.Foreach pair,thesign-ipping decisionscancel

oneanother,producing no overallsign ip and thusgiving an

incorrectresultof+ 1 forthe m easurem entof ~M .

that a com m unication protocolshould be insensitive to
these things. W e refer to this property as site invari-
ance and de�ne itform ally asfollows.G iven a graph G,
each ofwhosenodeshasbeen assigned a m easurem ent,a
perm utation that leavesthe graph invariantisone that
interchangesnodesand theirm easurem ents,lettingedges
m ovewith thenodes,such thatthenew graph G0isiden-
ticaltoG in thesensethatthey could beplaced on top of
each otherwith allnodes,m easurem ents,and edgesover-
lapping.A site-invariantprotocolisoneforwhich nodes
in identicalsituations,as de�ned by perm utations that
leave the graph invariant,m ake the sam e sign-ipping
decision. Surprisingly,we �nd this trait to be at odds
with the m odeling ofsubm easurem ents.
W e dem onstrate the lim itations im posed by site in-

varianceusing theexam pleofa 2� 3clusterstate,which
is depicted in Fig.2. The two relevant m easurem ents
for this exam ple are M = Y1Y2Y3Y4Y5Y6,which has a
random outcom e, and ~M = Y1Y2Y3I4Y5I6, which has
the certain outcom e � 1. W hen either ofthese is con-
sidered as a globalm easurem ent,our m odelyields the
correctprediction,aswe have already shown in general,
butwhen the second isconsidered asa subm easurem ent
ofthe�rst,them odelfails.In thissecond case,rules1{4
say that the two qubits m easuring Y at nodes 2 and 5
should introduceasign ip,butthetwoqubitsm easuring
Y atnodes1 and 3 should not. The resultisno overall
sign ip and an outcom e+ 1,showingthatthem odelgets
the subm easurem entoutcom e wrong. In contrast,when
~M isconsidered asa globalm easurem ent,rules1{4 dic-
tateasign ip forqubit2,butnootherqubit,thusgiving
thecorrect,certain outcom e� 1.Thesam em easurem ent
~M can lead to di�erentsign-ipping decisionsin thetwo
situationsbecause the nearest-neighborenvironm entsof
the qubits di�er depending on whether a subm easure-
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m entoraglobalm easurem entisunderconsideration.As
isshown in Figure 2,the counterexam ple is notlim ited
to thecom m unication m odelused in thispaper.In fact,
any site-invariantprotocolbased on ourhidden variables
yieldsan incorrectresultforthe subm easurem ent ~M .
This exam ple can easily be generalized by adding p

rowsand q colum nsto oppositesidesofthe2� 3 cluster
state. Doing this results in a class of(2 + 2p)� (3 +
2q) cluster states for which LHV m odels based on the
hidden variablesofEq.(2)and assistedbyasite-invariant
com m unication protocolfailforsom esubm easurem ents.

C . Site-invariant m odelfor 1-D cluster states

In Sec.IV A itwasshown thatthereexistgraph states
of size n for which any com m unication-assisted LHV
m odelm ust involve com m unication over a distance at
leastn=6 ifitreproducesallsubcorrelations. Note that
this result applies to allm odels,whether site-invariant
or not, and whatever the structure of the LHVs. In
Sec.IV B itwasshown thatforcertain graph states,no
m odelbased on the hidden variablesofEq.(2)and as-
sisted byasite-invariantcom m unication protocoliscapa-
ble ofreproducing allsubcorrelations. Thisresultholds
even ifthe m odelallowsunlim ited-distance com m unica-
tion.
Itisintriguing thatboth oftheseresultsapply to two-

dim ensionalclusterstates,sincetwo-dim ensionalcluster
states,alongwith single-qubitm easurem ents,areuniver-
salforquantum com putation.1 Itisthereforereasonable
to ask whetherthesam eresultshold forone-dim ensional
clusterstates(linearchains),which arenotuniversalfor
com putation [12].In thissubsection weshow thatlinear
chainsdo perm itsuccessfulsite-invariantprotocols.The
protocolwe describe involvescom m unication overa dis-
tanceequaltothenum berofedgesin theone-dim ensional
clusterstate (i.e,unlim ited com m unication).Atpresent
it is unknown whether the subcorrelations of a linear
chain could be reproduced by a protocolwith lim ited-
distancecom m unication.
Thefactthatunlim ited com m unication isallowed isin

the sam e spirit as our counterexam ple ofFig.2,where
com m unication spans the entire graph and the only re-
striction issite invariance.The key sim pli�cation in the
case ofone-dim ensionalclusterstatesis thatallqubits,
exceptthose atthe endsofthe chain,have exactly two
neighbors. Asa consequence,the form ofstabilizerele-
m entswhosehidden-variableresultfrom Eq.(2)requires
correction is constrained so that the correction can be
e�ected by a site-invariantprotocol.
For an n-qubit chain,the n stabilizer generators are

1 A dm ittedly,our m odels are only concerned with m easurem ents

ofPaulioperators,which are notuniversalfor com putation due

to the G ottesm an-K nilltheorem [11].

given by G 1 = X 1Z2, G j = Zj� 1X jZj+ 1 for j =
2;:::;n � 1, and G n = Zn� 1X n. Any stabilizer ele-
m ent is a product ofgenerators. An arbitrary product
ofgeneratorscan bedecom posed into a productofterm s
each ofwhich isa productofsuccessive generators. W e
callthese term s prim itive stabilizers or just prim itives.
The prim itive stabilizers are separated by the om ission
ofone orm ore generatorsin the product ofgenerators.
An exam ple of a stabilizer elem ent for n = 10 qubits
isG 1G 2G 3G 5G 6G 9 = � Y1X 2Y3I4Y5Y6Z7Z8X 9Z10. The
prim itivesin thisexam pleareG 1G 2G 3,G 5G 6,and G 9.
Associated with each prim itiveisaPauliproduct(with

thesign om itted)forthequbitscorrespondingtothegen-
erators in the prim itive. W e callthese Pauliproducts
words. For the 10-qubit exam ple above,the words are
Y1X 2Y3,Y5Y6,and X 9. At each end ofa word,there
is an I if one generator is om itted and a Z if two or
m ore generatorsare om itted. W e can m ake these word
boundariesapply even atthe end ofthe linearchain by
em bedding our cluster state in an in�nite linear chain.
The generatorsforthe qubitsto the leftofj= 1 and to
the right ofj = n are alwaysom itted,and we rede�ne
G 1 = Z0X 1Z2 and G n = Zn� 1X nZn+ 1.
Ifa word is bounded by an I,there m ustbe another

word im m ediately on theothersideoftheI.A sentence

isa Pauliproductconsisting ofa setofwordsseparated
by singleton Isand bracketed by Zsatboth ends.W ords
are not stabilizer elem ents,but sentences are. The ex-
am pleabovecontainstwo sentences,Z0Y1X 2Y3I4Y5Y6Z7

(including thezeroth qubit)and Z8X 9Z10.TheZ book-
endson asentenceseparateitfrom other,nonoverlapping
sentencesin thesam eoverallstabilizerelem ent.Between
theZsin successivesentences,therecan bean arbitrary
num ber of Is. Any stabilizer elem ent is a product of
nonoverlapping sentences.
W e can list the entire setofwordsby considering all

possibleprim itives:

X fora prim itive with onePaulioperator; (11a)

Y 
 Y foraprim itivewith twoPaulioperators; (11b)

Y 
 X 
 (j� 2) 
 Y for a prim itive with j � 3
Paulioperators.

(11c)

Forstabilizerelem ents,Isoccuronly between sentences
orassingletonsbetween words,X sand Y soccuronly in
words,and Zsoccuronly astheboundariesofsentences.
Recallthat the goalof the com m unication protocol

is to introduce a sign ip into the product ofhidden-
variable entries for those Pauli products that are the
negative ofa stabilizer elem ent. The only words that
introducea m inussign into thecorrespondingproductof
generatorsare those ofthe form Y 
 X 
 (j� 2) 
 Y with
j odd.Thusa candidatefora site-invariantcom m unica-
tion protocolisthe following.

1.Each siteatwhich an X ora Z ism easured broad-
caststhe m easurem entperform ed upon it.

2.Each site that m easures X determ ines ifit is the
m iddle(im plying an odd num berofX s)qubitin a
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word ofthe form (11c) in a subm easurem entsen-
tence,and ifso,ipsitshidden-variableentry,i.e.,
changesx to � x.

Thisclearly getsany stabilizerrightand thusallglobal
correlationsright.
The only question rem aining is whetherthis protocol

works for subcorrelations. W e answer this question by
showing the following: two sentences, S1 and S2, that

are subm easurem ents of the sam e global m easurem ent,

generally not a stabilizer elem ent, m ustbe identicalon

the region where they overlap, except possibly at brack-

eting Zs. This property im plies that S1 and S2 have
exactly the sam e words in the region ofoverlap. Thus,
forany pairofsubm easurem entsofthe globalm easure-
m ent,a sign ip arising from a word ofthe form (11c)
in the overlap region is com m on to both subm easure-
m ents. Since both the word and the sign ip occur in
both subm easurem ents,our protocolcorrectly predicts
both outcom es.
To prove this property,notice �rst that ifS1 and S2

overlap (should they notoverlap,theproperty istrivially
true),therearetwocases:theregion ofoverlap coincides
with one ofthe sentences,oritdoesnot. In the form er
case,wechooseS2 to bethesentencethatcoincideswith
the region ofoverlap,and in the latter case,we choose
S1 to be the sentence on the left and S2 to be the one
on the right.W ith these conventions,the leftboundary
ofthe overlap region coincides with the Z that bounds
theleftend ofS2,and therightboundary oftheoverlap
region coincides in the form er (latter) case with the Z
thatboundsthe rightend ofS2 (S1).
To be subm easurem ents ofthe sam e globalm easure-

m ent,the two sentencesm ustsatisfy the following basic
rule: in the overlap region,sites within a word ofone
sentence m ustbe occupied in the othersentence by the
sam e Paulioperator or by an I. Since Zs do not oc-
cur in words,this rule im plies that the Zs that bound
the overlap region at either end in one ofthe two sen-
tences cannot occupy a site within a word in the other
sentenceand thusm ustbea bounding Z ora singleton I
in theothersentence.Thesubm easurem entrequirem ent,
by itself,im pliesthatin the overlap region,the site ofa
singleton I in onesentencecan beoccupied by anything
in the othersentence,butthe available wordsim pose a
m uch strongerconstraint,aswenow show.
Considertheleftboundaryoftheoverlapregion,which

is occupied by the leftm ost Z in S2 and by a Z or a
singleton I in S1. Im m ediately to the right in both S1

and S2 is a word. W hen one ofthese words is shorter
than the other,the basic rule im plies that the shorter
word m ustbea pre�x ofthelongerone.A glanceatthe
allowed wordsin Eq.(11)shows,however,thatnoneisa
pre�x ofanother. Thus S1 and S2 m ust have the sam e
word in this�rstoverlap position,which isfollowed by a
singleton I in both sentences. Applying the sam e logic
to thisand subsequentsingleton Isshows,asprom ised,
thatS1 and S2 areidenticalin theoverlap region,except
possibly atthe boundaries.

V . C O N C LU SIO N

Com m unication-assisted LHV m odels allow us to ex-
plore the degree ofnonlocality presentin variousstates.
In thispaperwefocused on graph statesand param eter-
ized com m unication-assisted LHV m odelsby theallowed
distance ofcom m unication,where the distance between
two qubitsisde�ned asthenum beroflinksbetween the
corresponding nodes in its graph. Interestingly,a sim -
ple nearest-neighborcom m unication protocolis capable
ofyieldingtheglobalquantum -m echanicalcorrelation for
any m easurem entofPauliproductson any graph state,
butthe subm easurem entsofthese globalm easurem ents
are m uch harder to reproduce. To replicate the predic-
tionsofquantum m echanicsforallsubm easurem entson
any graph state,it is necessary for the com m unication
distance to scale as n=6 or faster in the num ber n of
qubits in the graph. Thus,using the m etric ofcom m u-
nication distance,reproduction ofallsubcorrelationsisa
m uch m ore di�culttask than producing globalcorrela-
tions.
Unexpectedly, another property of interest for com -

m unication protocols seem s to be a kind ofgraph iso-
m orphism sym m etry,which we dubbed site invariance.
By considering a classoftwo-dim ensionalclusterstates,
we showed that,regardless ofcom m unication distance,
site-invariantcom m unicationprotocolsbasedon thelocal
hidden variablesofEq.(2)are incapable ofyielding the
correctcorrelationsforallsubm easurem entson allgraph
states.Nevertheless,asite-invariantcom m unication pro-
tocolwith unlim ited com m unication distance is capable
ofyielding the correct correlations for allsubm easure-
m entson allone-dim ensionalclusterstates.Theseresults
arenotablebecausethetwo-dim ensionalclusterstateisa
suitable resource form easurem ent-based quantum com -
putation,while the one-dim ensionalclusterstate isnot.
This perhaps suggests a fundam entaldivision between
states such as the two-dim ensionalcluster state which
are su�cientfor quantum com putation and states such
asthe G HZ and one-dim ensionalclusterstate which are
not.
O urhopeisthatstudyofcom m unication-assistedLHV

m odelswilllead to a betterunderstanding ofthe nature
ofentanglem entand theapparentnonlocalityofquantum
m echanics. Already,in this paper,we have indications
thatthe richnessofentanglem entliesnotin the overall
m easurem entresult,butinm easurem entsubcorrelations.
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