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W e propose a com m unication-assisted localhidden—variablem odelthat yields the correct outcom e
for the m easurem ent of any product of Pauli operators on an arbitrary graph state, ie., that yields
the correct global correlation am ong the individualm easurem ents in the Pauliproduct. W ithin this
m odel, com m unication is restricted to a single round of m essage passing between adgcent nodes
of the graph. W e show that any m odel sharing som e general properties w ith our own is incapable,
for at least som e graph states, of reproducing the expected correlations am ong all subsets of the
Individualm easurem ents. T he ability to reproduce all such correlations is found to depend on both
the com m unication distance and the sym m etries of the com m unication protocol

PACS numbers: 03.65Ud, 03.674a

I. NTRODUCTION

G raph states are m ultipartite entangled states that
play m any im portant roles In quantum inform ation the—
ory. The class of graph states is equivalent, by local
uniaries n the Cl ord group, to the class of states
stabilized by Pauli operators fl, @]. This class includes
Bell states, GH Z states, basis states for stabilizer codes,
cluster states, and m any others. O f particular interest
are the cluster states, which are the graph states rep-
resented by two-din ensional square Jattices []. C uster
states have been shown to be su cient to allow univer—
sal quantum com putation within a m easurem ent-based
schem e if.']. For this reason, a com plete understanding of
the entanglem ent properties of graph states would lkely
In prove ourunderstanding ofthe rok entanglem ent plays
In quantum com putation, as well as teaching us about
som e of the m ost useful states In quantum nform ation
theory. G raph states and their applications are review ed
in Ref. [l

Both Guhneetal t_é] and Scaranietal fj] have shown
that graph states display nonlocal properties under the
m easurem ent of Pauli operators. In this work, we fur-
ther our understanding of the nonlocality ofgraph states
by introducing a com m unication-assisted locathidden—
variable (LHV ) m odelthat predicts the outcom e ofm ea—
suring an aroitrary Pauliproduct on an arbitrary graph
state. Since graph states violate Belltype nequalities,
the m odel necessarily involves com m unication.

O ur investigation is inspired by that of Tessieretal. f],
who described a com m unication-assisted LHV m odel for
arbitrary Paulim easurem ents on a GHZ state. In the
spirit of Tessier et al, we form ulate our LHV model In
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tem s ofhidden variables that can be thought ofas spec-
ifying values for the x, y, and z spin com ponents of the
qubits. In general, a com m unication protocolm ight per—
m it the party at a particular qubit to com m unicate to
any other party what Paulim easurem ent ism ade on is
qubit. In our com m unication protocol, however, we re—
strict com m unication to be between parties correspond-
Ing to nodes that are adpcent In the underlying graph.
T his restriction to com m unication only w ith neighbors in
the graph m akes intuitive sense ifwe think ofa graph asa
recipe for constructing the corresponding graph state. In
that case, nodes that are connected have interacted in the
past and therefore occupy a privilkeged position w ith re—
gard to exchange of inform ation. W e calla protocolthat
restricts com m unication to neighbors a nearest-neighbor
com m unication protocol.

A though our com m unication-assisted LHV m odelpre—
dicts correctly the outcom e of the m easurem ent of any
Pauli product, i fails In som e cases to predict the ex—
pected correlations for subsets of the individual m ea—
surem ents In a Pauliproduct. By considering restricted
classes of graphs, we show that two general properties
of our m odel assure is failure. Perhaps unsurprisingly,
one of these is the lin itation to nearest-neighbor com —
m unication. M ore generally, we consider protocols w ith
a lim ited comm unication distance, de ned as the num —
ber of successive edges through which informm ation can
be sent, and we show that any protocol whose com m u—
nication distance is constant or scales less than linearly
w ith the num ber of qubits fails to predict som e subm ea—
surem ents correctly. Less obvious is a second problem
of our protoco], which we call site invariance, ie., the
property that nodes In sym m etric situations perform the
sam e action. W e consider the e ects of each of these
properties in som e detailand show that ifa protocolhas
either property, it fails on som e subm easurem ents.

T his paper is organized as follow s. In Sec. IT we Intro—
duce the form alde nition of graph states. In Sec.@we
describe our m odel and prove that it correctly predicts
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the global result of any Pauli m easurem ent on a graph
state, ie., predicts the global correlation am ong the in—
dividualm easurem ents in the Pauliproduct. In Sec. :_1\[:
w e dem onstrate that neither site-invariance norany xed
com m unication distance is com patible w ith the goalofre—
producing all subcorrelations, though we do dem onstrate
that a site-invariant protocolcan reproduce all subcorre—
lationson a one-din ensionalclister state. A nalsection

sum m arizes our conclusions.

II. GRAPH STATES

A graph isa set ofn nodesand a set ofedges connecting
them . The neighborhood N (j) ofa node j is the set of
nodes that are connected to it. G iven a particular graph,
we can associate a qubit w ith each node and de ne the
corresponding graph state of the qubits in the follow ing
way. Let X, ¥, and Z denote the Paulim atrices ,

yr and ., and adopt the shorthand of w riting tensor
products of Paulim atrices as products of P aulim atrices
Indexed by position, ie. X I Y = X;1Y3.Thegraph
state j 1 on n qubits is the sin ultaneous + 1 eigenstate
of the (comm uting) operators

Jj= 1;:::;n: @)
k2N (3)

T he operators G 5 constitute an independent set of gen—
erators of the stabilizer group of j i. Any graph state
can be constructed by preparing each qubit in the eigen—
state of spin up In the x direction and then applying a
controlled-phase gate between each pair of qubits that is
connected by an edge In the graph. The order in which
the controlled-phase gates are in plem ented is unin por—
tant since they all com m ute.

T he structure of graph statesm akes them good candi-
dates for the study ofnonlocality. For a connected graph
(of at least two nodes), all sihglequbi m easurem ents
yield random values, yet these values are correlated in
such a way that certain products ofthem give determ in—
istic resultts. IfM represents an n-fold tensor product
of the Paulim atrices, I, X , Y, and Z, then the result
ofmeasuring M on the n-qubit graph state j 1 is deter-
m jne%by which of ollow Ing three casesappliesstoM (see
Ref. 9)):

(i) M is an elem ent of the stabilizer group, ie., M =
G anGis a product of the generators G 5 for
som e aj = 0;1, in which case a m easurem ent ofM
obviously gives outcome + 1.

(i) M is an elment of the stabilizer group, ie.,

M =G¥ anGis a product of the generators

G; orsomeay = 0;1, n which case am easuram ent
ofM obviously gives outcome 1.

(ii1) M isnotan elem entofthe stabilizer, ie., M isnot
a product of the generators up to a m uliplicative

factor 1, in which case am easurem ent ofM gives
outcomes + 1 and 1 wih equalprobability.

Them inus sign in case (ii) com es from the fact that prod—
ucts of generators can introduce at each site tem s such
asZXZ = X orZX = i¥ ,wih i's from pairs of sites
multiplying to give a 1. These tem s lead to G H Z-lke
paradoxes for the graph state, in plying that com m uni-
cation between the parties is required to m odel the cor—
relations classically.

III. COMMUNICATION-ASSISTED LHV
M ODEL FOR GRAPH STATES

A . D escription ofthe m odel

Ourm odelusesn binary random variables, zj;:::;2,,
each taking on values 1 wih equalprobability. T hese
hidden variables can be thought of as values for the z
spin com ponents of the n qubits. For the corresponding
valies of the x and y soin com ponents, we de ne the
quantities

Y
Xy = Zx ; (2a)
k2N (3)
Y
Vi = Z4 A (2b)
k2N (3)

The values x4 are suggested by the + 1 values associated
w ith the generatorsG 5, ie.,

Y
X5 ze=+1; 3)
k2N ()
In analogy to Eq. (-'_'). T he values
V= %523 @)

are suggested by the analogous relations Y4 = iX jZ 4 for
Paulim atrices.

W e assum e now that each party is given a m easure—
ment M 5 to perform , chosen from I (no m easurem ent),
X ,Y,and Z . A fter the m easurem ent, there is a round
of com m unication between neighboring sites, and then
each party outputsa value + 1 or 1 asthe result ofthe
m easurem ent. W hen no m easurem ent is perform ed at a
site, the output can be regarded as + 1.

D uring the round of com m unication, site j sends a bit
cy to each site k 2 N (j), wherecy = 0 ifM y = I;Z
and ¢y = 1 ifM y = X ;Y . The value vy output at site j
is detem ined by the hidden variable for the observable
m easured at that site and by the quantity

X
4= o modi4; 5)

k2N (3)
which is com puted from thebits sent to site j from neigh—

boring sites and which is equal to the num ber of neigh—
boring sitesthatm akean X orY m easurem entm odulo 4.



T he output vy isdetermm ined by rules that decide w hether
to Ip the sign ofthe hidden variable associated w ith the
m easurem ent at site j:

l.IfMj= I,Vj= 1.

2.IfMj= Z,Vj= Zj.

xs if t = 0;1;

3.IfM s = X , vy = R !
J r- Xj if tj=2,3

L o yy if = 1;2;
4.IfM y= Y, vy vi I t;= 0;3

T his protocol reproduces the quantum predictions for
any global Pauli m easurem ent on graph states, as we
show in the next subsection. In other words, if we take
the product ofthe outputs from allthe sites, the resul is
the sam e as the quagfum prediction for a m easurem ent
ofthe operatorM =  _, M j. The number ofbits com -
m unicated in this protocol is tw ice the num ber of edges
n the graph.

Variants of rules 3 and 4 also give the correct predic—
tions for global P aulim easurem ents; for exam ple, these
rules can be m odi ed so that the sign I occurs under
the sam e circum stances forboth X and Y m easurem ents.
W e note, how ever, that neither the rules given above nor
these m odi ed rules are gquaranteed to reproduce all of
the correlationspredicted by quantum m echanicson sub—
sets of the Pauli operators m easured. W & take up the
question of these subcorrelations In Sec. -N.

B . Proofthat them odelworks

The proof that our m odel yields the correct global
quantum predictions proceeds In two stages. W e st in—
troduce a sin ple related m odel that involves no classical
com m unication and show that this sin ple m odelm akes
the correct quantum predictions in cases (i) and (iii)
above, but not In case (i). W e then show that the
com m unication-assisted m odelm akes correct global pre—
dictions in all three cases.

The sim ple no-com m unication m odel has each party
output the hidden variable 1, x4, y;, Or zy associated w ith
the m easuram ent m ade at its site. The com m unication—
assisted m odel is derived from this no-com m unication
m odelby som etin es Ipping the sign of the outcom e at
a sittewhere X orY ismeasured, ie., by outputting xj
instead of xy or yj; instead ofy;. Thedecision to Ip a
sign is determ Ined by the number of X and Y m easure-
m entsm ade at neighboring sites, In accordance w ith the
conditions In rules 3 and 4.

N For any tensor product of Pauli operators, M =

=1 M 5/ i is usefil to Introduce a corresponding n-—
tuple m of the same form as M , but wih the tensor
product of P auli operators rep]aoed by an n-tupl of the
corresponding hidden variables, 1, x5, y5, and z;. In the
no-com m unication m odel, the elem ents ofthe n-tuplk are
the outcom es of the m easurem ents M §. The n-tuplesm

form an abelian group of order 4", w ith m ultiplication
de ned biw ise.

The hidden variables x5, yj, z; satisfy a oommuta—
tive algebra, sin ilar to the Pauli algebra, wih x =

yj zjz-= 1 and y5 = x5z, as in Eq. (4 Thenote—
worthy di erences from the Pauli algebra are the com —
mutativity and the absence of an 1 in Eq. (:ff). As a
consequence, when a m easurem ent has the om M =

G anG the product of all parties’ outputs in the
no-com m unication m odel always equals + 1. Thus it is
clear that the no-com m unication m odel gets the correct
result In case (i) above, but not In case ().

W e show now that the no-com m unication m odelis also
correct In case (iii). For this purpose, note that the n—
tuplesg; associated w ith the stabilizer generatorsG 5 gen—
erate a subgroup oforder 2", which contains the n—tuples
associated w ith allPauliproductsM such that M isin
the stabilizer. T his subgroup de nes 2" cosetswhich, ex—
cept for the subgroup itself, necessarily contain n-tuples
associated w ith Pauli products from case (iii). Thuswe
need to show that the no-com m unication m odel predicts
a random outcom e for all cosets except the subgroup it-—
self. W e note that two n-tuples in the sam e coset predict
the sam e outcom g, thus allow ing us to restrict attention
to a single elem ent in each coset. E lem ents of the form
(z:L jiii;z2r), wih ay = 0;1, clearly predict a random
overall outcom e, except when ay = 0 forall j (ie., the
dentity n-tuple). M oreover, these 2" n—-tuples each be-
long to a di erent coset, since they m ake up a subgroup
of their own that contains none of the elem ents of the
subgroup generated by the g;, except the identity. T hus
w e recover the correct predictions for case (iii).

The next step In the proof is to show that the
com m unication-assisted LHV m odel recovers the correct
predictions for a m easurem ent of M  in all three cases.
IfM isas n (i), then the resul predicted by the no-—
com m unication m odel is random , and Ipping an out—
com e at any site does not a ect this. Thus the comm u—
nication model works when M is as in (iil). To show
that them odelalso workswhen M isasin (i) or (i), we
proceed by induction. Them odelworkswhen M is any
one o%the generators G 5. W e consider a Pauli product
M = 11Mlthathaproduct up to a factor 1, of
generators Gy with k < j. W ih this assum ption, it is
clear that M 5 iseither I or Z . O ur inductive procedure
is to show that if the m odel correctly predicts the over—
all correlation forM , then it also reproduces the overall
correlation ©rM °= M Gj

C onsider the outcom e for a m easurem ent ofM O, aspre—
dJctedI\p%quantum m echanics. W e expressM 5 in tem sof
M = | ;M,and thegeneratorGy = X3 5y ) Zk-
Upon multiplying M wih G5, we cbtain the ©ollow Ing:
(@) ateach k 2 N (j) Prwhich My = I, the product
IZ = Z givesM ) = Z; b) ateach k 2 N (§) forwhich
My = Z,theproduct ZZ = I givesM )= I; (c) ateach
k2N () PrwhichM, = X | we Jt g denote the num —
ber of such sites| theproductX z = iY givesM 2= Y
and introduces a factor of i; d) ateach k 2 N (j) for



which M, = Y| we kt r denote the number of such
sites| the product YZ = iX givesM ? = X and intro-
duces a factor of +i. Overall we thus obtain a factor

( )9 = ( T ( 1)*. Now consider site j: if g+ r
iseven, M 5 = I,andweare]eﬂ:wjthM?= X and no
additional factors of i; if g+ r isodd, M y = Z, and

we are eft with M § = Y and an additional factor of i.
T here are thus four possbilities: f g+ r = 0;1mod 4,
thenM %= ( 1)'M Gy, and ifg+ r= 2;3mod 4, then
M %= ( )M G;. & Plowsthat ;n thecase g+ r= 0
m od 4, the quantum prediction for m easurem ent of the
operator M ° is equal to the quantum prediction Hr a
measurem ent of M multiplied by ( 1)°, and sim ilarly
for the other cases.

Now we consider the prediction given for a m easure—
ment ofM ° by our com m unication-assisted LHV m odel,
assum Ing that the correct prediction is retumed orM .
T he value retumed for a m easurem ent of M ° is equalto
the value retumed for a m easurem ent of M , m ultiplied
by the value retumed for a m easurem ent of G 5, which is
l,and by a 1 foreach site that changes is sign— i de-
cision. A review ofthe in m ediately preceding paragraph
show s that the only site that changes the cbit sent to
neighboring sites is site j, which changes is cbi from
¢; = 0tocy = 1. Thismeans that at neighboring sites
k 2 N (j), the quantity tx ofEq. 6) Increasesby 1. At
neighboring sitesk 2 N (j) orwhich M, = X, the X
becomesaY n M % with t, increased by 1, so according
to rules 3 and 4, there is no change in the sign— ip deci-
sion. At neighboring sitesk 2 N (j) orwhichM , = Y,
the Y becomesa X n M % wih t increased by 1, so
according to rules 3 and 4, site k changes is sign—
decision. T he result of these changes is an overall factor

of ( 1)*. The nal contrbution com es from site j, for
which ty = g+ r mod 4,and which changesfrom M 5= I
toM 39= X ifg+ riseven,and from M y= Z toM 39= Y

ifg+ r isodd. A ccording to the rules, the e ect ofthese
changes is to Introduce an additionalsign ip ifand only
ifg+ r= 2;3mod 4, which is just what is required to
retum the quantum predictions.

IvV.. GRAPH-STATE SUBM EASUREMENTS

Having shown that our com m unication-assisted LHV
m odelagreesw ith quantum m echanics for global correla—
tions, we now consider the question of subm easurem ents.
A subm easurem ent ofa globalPauliproductM isaPauli
product M” such that the non-identiy elem ents ofM” all
appear n M , ie, My =M orMy= I forallj. LHV
m odels in plicitly predict the result ofm easuring such a
subset of the Pauli operators of a globalm easurem ent,
the m easurem ent of an identiy operator being simply
the om ission of the corresponding localhidden variable.
A proper com m unication-assisted LHV m odel for graph
states should not only reproduce the predictions ofquan—
tum m echanics for globalm easurem ents but also for all
possible subm easurem ents.

Tt can be shown that our m odel satis es this condi-
tion for som e, but not all, graph states. D eterm ining the
graphs for which it works, a class lncluding com plete bi-
partite graphs (@ case encom passing the star graphs of
GHZ states) and the symm etric di erence of two com —
plete graphs hO requires the introduction of techniques
otherw ise unused in this paper, and, as such, we re-
serve its exposition for another tim e fl3 Tnstead, we
focus here on understanding the properties that lin it
ourm odel's e ectiveness. T he follow ing two subsections
show that protocols with xed com m unication distance
or with symm etric communication and decision proto—
cols generally do not reproduce all subcorrelations on all
graphs. The nal subsection further explores the sym —
m etry of site Invariance by considering it in the context
of one-din ensional cluster states.

A . N on-nearestneighbor com m unication protocols

In a com m unication protocolw ith com m unication dis—
tance d, nodes j and k can signal to each other if there
exists w ithin the graph a path from j to k that traverses
d or few er edges [_ld] Put another way, this is the state-
ment that nform ation can only be tranam itted along
edges and that the num ber of successive edges through
which som e piece of nform ation can be sent is at m ost
d. In this section we prove, via contradiction, that no
com m unication-assisted LHV m odel for which the com -
m unication distance satis es

correctly reproduces the predictions ofquantum m echan-
ics or all subm easurem ents on all graph states of n
qubits.

T he proof relies on an In nite class of graph states for
which a set of ve globalm easurem ents can be chosen
that are not locally distinguishable. Each ofthese global
m easurem ents ncludes a subm easurem ent that can be
w ritten in termm s ofstabilizer elem ents and isthus certain.
T he output ofeach qubit, however, m ust be such that the
correct values are obtained for all subm easurem ents that
are consistent w ith is observable surroundings. T his re—
quirem ent, for the particular states and m easurem ents
chosen, yields a contradiction.

To begin, consider the graph state corresponding to an
n-node ring wheren = 12f and f is an odd positive in—
teger. Let the qubits be num bered sequentially, starting
w ith 1 at an arbitrary point on the ring and m oving clock—
w ise along i. A ddiionally, de ne the follow ing subsets



ofthe n labels:

V = f4f;8f;12fqg; (7a)
M = f2f;6f;10fqg; (7o)
Y =fj5 1mod2g; (7c)
L=fiHBV;M andj 2mod4g; (7d)
R =fjfjB8V;M andj Omod4g; (7e)
S = £9REk 1)< j< 2fkg: (79)

For our purposes, it is useful to think of the ring as ar—
ranged In an equilateral triangle w ith vertices speci ed
by the subset V (see gure :g.') . Them idpoints of the kgs
of the triangle are then given by the subset M , and the
segm ents between ad-poent vertices and m idpoints are
given by the S4’s. W e use the notation S, as shorthand
for Sy [ Sx,and AnB is used to denote the set consisting
of the elem ents of A thatarenot n B.
Now consider globalm easurem ents of the form

8
2X orY ij2V;

Mj=}Y ifj27Y; 8)
° X otherw ise,

such that the number of vertices m easuring ¥ is not
one. These globalm easurem ents include the follow ing
subm easurem ents, for which quantum m echanics pre-
dicts an outcom e w ith certainty.

ForM 4¢, Mg = X ,M 12¢ = X,
Y ¥t

X =
2L [R j=1

XX arX e X ge X 106X 1258 G2y (92)

In plying a m easurem ent outcome of + 1.

ForMy =Y, Mg =Y, Mpe =Y,
Y Y
X2eX e X 10 Yy Xk
2Y k2L
Bt (9b)
= G4y 3Gay 2G4y 1 5
=1

inplying a m easurem ent outcom e of ( 1) = 1.

ForM 4 = Y ,Mge = X ,M12e = Y,
Y Y
YeeX 6eX geX 108 Y128 Y5 Xk
2Y\S1,2 k2R [ (LnSi,2)
g1 £ (9c)
Gyy 1G43G43+1 Gar 1 Gox 5
=1 k=2f

inplying a m easurem ent outcome of ( 1)F 1= +1.

FIG. 1: Exampl dem onstrating that any com m unication-
assisted LHV m odelw ith com m unication distanced 1 fails
to reproduce som e subm easurem ents for the ringwith n = 12
nodes. Five of the globalm easurem ents shown on the ring,

Y1X2Y3X 4Y5X 6Y7XgY0X10Y11X 12 4
Y1X 2Y3YsYsX 6Y7YsYoX 10Y11Y12
Y1X2Y3Y4YsX 6Y7XgYoX10Y11Y12 4
Y1X 2Y3Y4YsX 6Y7YgYoX 10Y11X 12 4
Y1X2Y3X 4Y5X 6Y7YgY¥9X 10Y11Y12 4

contain subm easurem ents (shown in black) useful for show ing
a contradiction. These subm easurem ents in ply the follow —
ing constraints on a nearestneighbor com m unication m odel,

XyXgXeXgX10X12 = 1,

Vi X2¥3 Y5 Xe¥7 Yo X10¥11 = 1,
yf Y§ YaXeXgX1oY12 = 1,
X2Y4Y5‘3{ y%{ YeX10X12 = 1,
X2X4X6YSY§ Y§1Y12 =1;

which when m ultiplied together yield a contradiction.

C yclic permm utation of this last m easurem ent yields two
m ore w ith + 1 outcom es.

ForM 4fF = Y ,M 8f = Y,M 12f = X ,wehave
Y Y
Xo2sYgeYgeX 10£X 12F Y5
42Y\ S35,

Xk i (9d)
K2R [ (LnSs;6)

andﬁDrM4f=X,M8f=Y,M12f=Y,wehave
Y Y
XoeX g X 6 YgrYiof Y5 Xy : (%)

J2Y\ Ss;6 k2R [ (LnSs;6)

Now assume there exists a distance d = 2f 1
com m unication-assisted LHV m odel that correctly repli-
cates the predictions of quantum m echanics for allPauli
m easurem ents on n qubits. T he output of such a m odel
can be fully describbed In tem s of singlequbit hidden
variableswhose value depends both on the qubit in ques—
tion and on the m easurem ents m ade by other qubits



w ithin its com m unication range. W e w rite these hidden
variables in the form 3 where j is the qubit beingm ea—
sured, isthehidden variable corresponding to the Pauli
operatorm easured upon i, and indicatesthem easure—
m ents m ade on qubits within its com m unication range.
The globalm easurem ents utilized for Egs. (-'_ﬁ) have the
virtue that each qubit’s com m unication range inclides at
m ost one other qubit whose m easurem ent is changeable,
and that isthe qubit at the nearest vertex. T hus, in com —
parisons between them , the m easurem ent perfom ed on,
atm ost, a single qubit need be included n . M oreover,
the qubits at the center ofeach side ofthe triangle cannot
see the changes at the vertices. Consequently, the con—
straints In plied by Egs. (rg) on a hidden variable m odel
w ith com m unication range d can be expressed as follow s:

Y
X
1 =xo¢XarXerXge X108 X128 Xy i 10a)
2L (R
Ty Y
1 ==xo¢XerX10¢ Vs Ry i (10b)
2Y k2t
X Y
1 =VyarxeeXge X105 Vi28 Y;
J2Y\S1;2
Y « Y v (10c)
Xy X1 7
k2 L[R)\Sy;s 12 (L\S3;6)[ RnSy;s)
Y
Y
1 =x2¢YaryYseXi0£ X128 g
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Usingtheidentity A = A\ (S1[S2[S3[S4[S5[Se) for
A = Y,L,orR and the fact that all vardiables square to
1, it can be shown that the right-hand side ofEq. QQa:) is
equalto the product of the right-hand sides of the other
four equations. T hus, we have the contradiction 1= 1,
show ing that no distance-d com m unication-assisted LHV
m odel reproduces the predictions of quantum m echanics
In this Instance.

For other values of n 6 12f, with £ odd, an iden-—
tical contradiction applies to a graph consisting of r =
n  12) mod 24 unconnected nodes and a ring of size
n r. It is also possble to adapt our exam ple to two—
din ensional cluster states. O ne can show, for exam ple,
that fora G3f + 3) (3f + 3) cluster state, with £ odd,
a com m unication distance of at least 2f is required.

B . Site-invariant com m unication protocols

Both the num bering and the arrangem ent of nodes in
a graph are arbitrary, so it seem s reasonable to suppose

FIG. 2: Exam plke dem onstrating that any com m unication—
assisted LHV m odelbased on the hidden variables ofEq. @‘)
and assisted by a site-invariant com m unication protocol fails
to reproduce som e subm easurem ents. T he global m easure—
mentM = Yi1Y,Y3Y4Y5Y¢ has a random outcom e, but con—
tains a subm easurem ent M” = Y1Y,Y314Y516¢ such that M is
an elem ent of the stabilizer group. T hism eans that an overall
sign Ip is required to correct the + 1 prediction ofthe hidden
variables for a m easurem ent of M” . T he two 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 must m ake the sam e sign— ipping decision, as
must 2 and 5. For each pair, the sign- ipping decisions cancel
one another, producing no overall sign Ip and thusgiving an
incorrect result of + 1 for the m easurem ent of M” .

that a com m unication protocol should be Insensitive to
these things. W e refer to this property as site invari-
ance and de ne it om ally as ollow s. G iven a graph G,
each ofwhose nodeshasbeen assigned a m easurem ent, a
pem utation that leaves the graph Invariant is one that
Interchangesnodes and theirm easurem ents, letting edges
m ove w ith the nodes, such that the new graph G° is iden—
ticalto G in the sense that they could be placed on top of
each otherw ith allnodes, m easurem ents, and edges over—
lapping. A site-invariant protocol is one for which nodes
In identical situations, as de ned by pem utations that
leave the graph invariant, m ake the sam e sign— Ppping
decision. Surprisingly, we nd this trait to be at odds
w ith the m odeling of subm easurem ents.

W e dem onstrate the lim itations inposed by site in-
variance using the exam ple ofa 2 3 cluster state, which
is depicted in Fig. -'_Z The two relevant m easurem ents
for this example are M = Y1Y,Y3Y,Y5Y¢, which has a
random outcome, and M° = Y Y,Y31L4Y5Is, which has
the certain outcome 1. W hen either of these is con—
sidered as a global m easurem ent, our m odel yields the
correct prediction, as we have already shown in general,
but when the second is considered as a subm easurem ent
ofthe rst, them odel fails. In this second case, rules 1{4
say that the two qubis m easuring Y at nodes 2 and 5
should introduce a sign Ip, but the two qubism easuring
Y atnodes 1 and 3 should not. The resulk is no overall
sign Jip and an outcom e + 1, show Ing that them odelgets
the subm easurem ent outcom e w rong. In contrast, when
M’ is considered as a globalm easurem ent, rules 1{4 dic—
tatea sign I Porqubit 2, butno otherqubit, thus giving
the correct, certain outcome 1. The sam em easurem ent
M’ can Jead to di erent sign—- Ipping decisions in the two
situations because the nearest-neighbor environm ents of
the qubits di er depending on whether a subm easure—



m ent ora globalm easurem ent isunder consideration. A s
is shown in Figure ¢ |2 the counterexam ple is not lim ited
to the com m unication m odelused in this paper. In fact,
any site-invariant protocolbased on our hidden variables
yields an incorrect resul for the subm easurem ent M .
This exam ple can easily be generalized by adding p
row s and g colum ns to opposite sides ofthe 2 3 cluster
state. D oing this results in a class of 2 + 2p) 3+
2q) cluster states for which LHV m odels based on the
hidden variablesofEqg. élga’) and assisted by a site-invariant
com m unication protocol fail for som e subm easurem ents.

C . Site-invariant m odel for 1-D cluster states

In Sec.:_l\-{-ii: i was shown that there exist graph states
of size n for which any comm unication-assisted LHV
m odel must Involve com m unication over a distance at
least n=6 if it reproduces all subcorrelations. N ote that
this resul applies to all m odels, whether site-invariant
or not and whatever the structure of the LHVs. In
Sec. .IV B' it was shown that for certain graph states, no
m odelbased on the hidden variables of Eqg. d and as—
sisted by a site-invariant com m unication protocolis capa—
bl of reproducing all subcorrelations. This result holds
even if the m odel allow s unlim ited-distance com m unica—
tion.

Tt is Intriguing that both ofthese results apply to two—
din ensional cluster states, since tw o-din ensional cluster
states, along w ith single-qubim easurem ents, are univer—
salfor quantum com putation.! It is therefore reasonable
to ask whether the sam e results hold for one-din ensional
cluster states (_]jnear chains), which are not universal for
com putation {13]. Tn this subsection we show that linear
chains do pem it successfiil site-invariant protocols. T he
protocolwe describbe nvolves com m unication over a dis—
tance equalto the num berofedges in the one-din ensional
cluster state (ie, unlim ired com m unication). At present
i is unknown whether the subcorrelations of a linear
chain could be reproduced by a protocol w ith lin ited-
distance com m unication.

T he fact that unlim ited com m unication isallowed is in
the sam e spirit as our counterexam ple of F ig. :2:, w here
com m unication spans the entire graph and the only re—
striction is site nvariance. The key sim pli cation in the
case of one-din ensional cluster states is that all qubits,
exoept those at the ends of the chain, have exactly two
neighbors. A s a consequence, the form of stabilizer ele—
m entswhose hidden-variable result from Eq. @’) requires
correction is constrained so that the correction can be
e ected by a site-invariant protocol.

For an n-qubit chai, the n stabilizer generators are

1 Adm ittedly, our m odels are only concemed w ith m easurem ents
of Pauli operators, which are not universal for com putation due
to the G ottesm an—K nill theorem Ell].

gjyen by G1 = X1Zy, Gj Zj 1Xij+1 ﬁ)rj =

2;::05n 1, and G, = Z, 1X,. Any stabilizer ele—
ment is a product of generators. An arbirary product
of generators can be decom posed into a product oftem s
each of which is a product of successive generators. W e
call these tem s prim itive stabilizers or jist prim itives.
T he prin itive stabilizers are sgparated by the om ission
of one or m ore generators In the product of generators.
An example of a stabilizer element for n = 10 qubits
isG1G,2G3G5G5G g = Y1X,Y314Y5Y6Z7ZgX 9Z1p. The
prin tives in thisexamplk are G1G,G3,Gs5Gg,and Gg.

A ssociated w ith each primn itive isa P auliproduct (w ith
the sign om itted) forthe qubits corresponding to the gen—
erators in the prim tive. W e call these Pauli products
words. For the 10-qubit exam ple above, the words are
Y1X,2Y3, ¥Y5Y6, and X 9. At each end of a word, there
is an I if one generator is om itted and a Z if two or
m ore generators are om itted. W e can m ake these word
boundaries apply even at the end of the linear chain by
em bedding our cluster state in an in nite lnear chain.
T he generators for the qubits to the eff of j= 1 and to
the right of j = n are always om itted, and we rede ne
G1=Z20X1Z2and Gy = Zn 1XnZn+1-

If a word is bounded by an I, there m ust be another
word Inm ediately on the other side ofthe I. A sentence
is a Pauliproduct consisting of a set of words separated
by singleton Isand bracketed by Z satboth ends. W ords
are not stabilizer elem ents, but sentences are. The ex—
am ple above contains two sentences, Z 0Y1X Y314 Y5Y6Z 7
(including the zeroth qubit) and ZgX 9Z1p. The Z book—
endson a sentence separate it from other, nonoverlhpping
sentences In the sam e overall stabilizer elem ent. B etween
the Z s in successive sentences, there can be an arbirary
num ber of Is. Any stabilizer elem ent is a product of
nonoverhpping sentences.

W e can list the entire set of words by considering all
possble prin tives:

X for a prin itive w ith one P auli operator; (11a)
Y Y foraprim itivew ith two P aulioperators; (11b)
Yy X 92 Yy Ppraprmiivewih j 3 aic)
P auli operators.

For stabilizer elem ents, Is occur only between sentences
or as singlktons between words, X sand Y soccuronly n
words, and Z s occur only as the boundaries of sentences.

Recall that the goal of the com m unication protocol
is to Introduce a sign I into the product of hidden-
variable entries for those Pauli products that are the
negative of a stabilizer elem ent. The only words that
Introduce a m inus sign into the corresponding product of
generators are those ofthe orm ¥ X 9 2y with
jodd. Thus a candidate for a site-invariant com m unica—
tion protocol is the follow ing.

l.Each siteatwhich an X ora Z ism easured broad—
casts the m easurem ent perform ed upon it.

2.Each site that m easures X detemn ines if it is the
m iddle (in plying an odd num ber ofX s) qubit in a



word of the fom @ic:) in a subm easurem ent sen—
tence, and if so, Ips ishidden-variable entry, ie.,
changesx to  x.

T his clearly gets any stabilizer right and thus all global
correlations right.

The only question rem aining is w hether this protocol
works for subcorrelations. W e answer this question by
show ing the follow ing: two sentences, S; and S,, that
are sulm easurem ents of the sam e glbbal m easurem ent,
generally not a stabilizer elem ent, m ust be identical on
the region where they overlap, exospt possibly at brack-—
eting Zs. This property inplies that S; and S, have
exactly the sam e words In the region of overlap. Thus,
for any pair of subm easurem ents of the globalm easure-
ment, a sign ip arising from a word of the form (E_Llc‘)
In the overlap region is comm on to both subm easure-
ments. Since both the word and the sign I occur in
both subm easurem ents, our protocol correctly predicts
both outcom es.

To prove this property, notice rst that if S; and S,
overlap (should they not overlap, the property is trivially
true), there are tw o cases: the region ofoverlap coincides
w ith one of the sentences, or it does not. In the fom er
case, we choose S, to be the sentence that coincides w ith
the region of overlap, and In the latter case, we choose
S, to be the sentence on the lkeft and S, to be the one
on the right. W ih these conventions, the left boundary
of the overlap region coincides w ith the Z that bounds
the kft end 0fS,, and the right boundary of the overlap
region coincides in the form er (latter) case wih the Z
that bounds the right end 0ofS, (S;1).

To be subm easurem ents of the sam e globalm easure—
m ent, the two sentences m ust satisfy the follow ing basic
rule: In the overlap region, sites w ithin a word of one
sentence m ust be occupied in the other sentence by the
sam e Pauli operator or by an I. Since Z s do not oc—
cur n words, this rule in plies that the Z s that bound
the overlap region at either end in one of the two sen-—
tences cannot occupy a site within a word In the other
sentence and thusm ust be a bounding Z ora singlton I
In the other sentence. T he subm easurem ent requirem ent,
by iself, m plies that in the overlap region, the site ofa
sihgleton I in one sentence can be occupied by anything
In the other sentence, but the available words In pose a
much stronger constraint, aswe now show .

C onsider the left boundary ofthe overlap region, which
is occupied by the efflmost Z In S, and by a Z or a
singleton I In S;. Inm ediately to the right in both S;
and S, is a word. W hen one of these words is shorter
than the other, the basic rule in plies that the shorter
word must be a pre x ofthe longer one. A glance at the
allowed words in Eq. C_l-]_;) show s, how ever, that none is a
pre x of another. Thus S; and S; must have the sam e
word in this rst overlp position, which is followed by a
sihgleton I in both sentences. Applying the sam e logic
to this and subsequent singleton Is show s, as prom ised,
that S; and S; are identical in the overlap region, exospt
possbly at the boundaries.

V. CONCLUSION

C omm unication-assisted LHV m odels allow us to ex—
plore the degree of nonlocality present in various states.
In thispaperwe focused on graph states and param eter—
ized com m unication-assisted LHV m odels by the allowed
distance of com m unication, w here the distance between
two qubits is de ned as the num ber of Iinks between the
corresponding nodes In its graph. Interestingly, a sin -
ple nearest-neighbor com m unication protocol is capable
ofyielding the globalquantum -m echanical correlation for
any m easurem ent of Pauli products on any graph state,
but the subm easurem ents of these globalm easurem ents
are much harder to reproduce. To replicate the predic—
tions of quantum m echanics for all subm easurem ents on
any graph state, it is necessary for the com m unication
distance to scale as n=6 or faster In the number n of
qubits In the graph. Thus, using the m etric of com m u—
nication distance, reproduction of all subcorrelations is a
much more di cul task than producing global correla—
tions.

U nexpectedly, another property of interest for com —
m unication protocols seem s to be a kind of graph iso-
m orphism symm etry, which we dubbed site Invariance.
By considering a class of two-din ensional cluster states,
we showed that, regardless of com m unication distance,
site-invariant com m unication protocolsbased on the local
hidden variables ofEq. {_2) are incapabl of yielding the
correct correlations for all subm easurem ents on allgraph
states. N evertheless, a site-invariant com m unication pro—
tocolw ith unlim ited com m unication distance is capable
of yielding the correct correlations for all subm easure—
m entson allone-din ensionalclister states. T hese resuls
are notable because the tw o-din ensionalcluster state isa
suitable resource for m easurem ent-based quantum com —
putation, while the one-din ensional cluster state is not.
T his perhaps suggests a fundam ental division between
states such as the two-dim ensional clister state which
are su clent or quantum com putation and states such
as the GHZ and one-din ensional cluster state which are
not.

O urhope isthat study of com m unication-assisted LHV
m odels w ill lead to a better understanding of the nature
ofentanglem ent and the apparent nonlocality ofquantum
m echanics. A lready, in this paper, we have indications
that the richness of entanglem ent lies not In the overall
m easurem ent resul, but in m easurem ent subcorrelations.
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