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A set of orthogonal states possesses the strongest quantum nonlocality if only a trivial orthogonality-

preserving positive operator-valued measure (POVM) can be performed for each bipartition of the sub-

systems. This concept originated from the strong quantum nonlocality proposed by Halder et al.

[Phy. Rev. Lett. 122, 040403 (2019)], which is a stronger manifestation of nonlocality based on locally indis-

tinguishability and finds more efficient applications in quantum information hiding. However, demonstrating

the triviality of orthogonality-preserving local measurements (OPLMs) is not straightforward. In this paper, we

present a sufficient and necessary condition for trivial OPLMs in N -partite systems under certain conditions.

By using our proposed condition, we deduce the minimum size of set with the strongest nonlocality in system

(C3)⊗N , where the genuinely entangled sets constructed in Ref. [Phys. Rev. A 109, 022220 (2024)] achieve

this value. As it is known that studying construction involving fewer states with strongest nonlocality contribute

to reducing resource consumption in applications. Furthermore, we construct strongest nonlocal genuinely

entangled sets in system (Cd)⊗N (d ≥ 4), which have a smaller size than the existing strongest nonlocal gen-

uinely entangled sets as N increases. Consequently, our results contribute to a better understanding of strongest

nonlocality.

I. INTRODUCTION

Locally indistinguishable states exhibit quantum nonlo-

cality, which means that a set of orthogonal quantum states

cannot be discriminated by local operations and classical

communication (LOCC). This seminal concept, introduced

by Bennett et al. [1], has been studied extensively [2–19].

This kind of state plays a crucial role in various quantum in-

formation processing tasks, such as accessing, transmitting,

and storing quantum information. When information is en-

coded in locally indistinguishable states, it cannot be locally

retrieved by spatially separated users who are restricted to

using only LOCC, unless some (all) are together. As a con-

sequence, these states have found practical applications in

data hiding [20, 21] and quantum secret sharing [22, 23].

Local irreducibility, a stronger concept than locally in-

distinguishability, refers to a set of orthogonal states that

cannot be eliminated one or more states by orthogonality-

preserving local measurements (OPLMs), and was proposed

by Halder et al. [24]. It induces strong quantum nonlocal-

ity. A set of orthogonal states is strongly nonlocal if it is lo-

cally irreducible in every bipartition of the subsystems [24].

Naturally, information hidden in strongly nonlocal states en-

hances security since no information can be obtained even if

N − 1 users are collusive [25], indicating the higher practi-

cal value of such states. By definition, proving strong nonlo-

cality bases on demonstrating local irreducibility. However,

irreducibility is not easy to determine. At present, lots of ef-

forts have been devoted to the construction of different types

of strongly nonlocal sets [25–39]. The predominant ap-

proach employed by these papers [25–38] is to prove mathe-
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matically that the OPLMs can only be trivial, which is also a

sufficient condition for local irreducibility. This is due to that

a trivial measurement (a measurement {Ex}x is called trivial

if all the positive semidefinite operators are proportional to

the identity operator) is orthogonality-preserving and gives

us no information.

Wang et al. [33] defined that a set possesses the strongest

nonlocality if only a trivial orthogonality-preserving positive

operator-valued measure (POVM) can be performed for each

bipartition of the subsystems. Therefore, the strongly nonlo-

cal sets [25–37] constructed using the “trivial OPLMs” tech-

nique have the property of the strongest nonlocality. How-

ever, as the number and dimension of subsystems increase

in multipartite systems, proving the triviality of OPLM be-

comes more intricate. Shi et al. [28] developed two lemmas,

Block Zeros Lemma and Block Trivial Lemma, which con-

tribute to simplifying the proof process. To further alleviate

this difficulty, we firstly present several sufficient conditions

for Block Trivial Lemma. Subsequently, under certain con-

ditions, we present a sufficient and necessary condition for

the triviality of OPLM in every bipartition in N -partite sys-

tems. By utilizing this result, we prove the minimum size

of strongest nonlocal set in system (C3)⊗N under certain

conditions, which is reached by the genuinely entangled sets

constructed in Ref. [36].

Seeking fewer states that exhibit the strongest nonlocality

contributes to resource conservation in quantum information

processing tasks. Much efforts have been made on construct-

ing smaller set for both orthogonal product states [26–31]

and entangled states [25, 32–36]. Intuitively, entanglement

gives rise to nonlocality as entangled states [40–48] exhibit

Bell nonlocality [44] by violating Bell inequality. Bennett

et al. [1] presented an indistinguishable orthogonal product

basis (OPB) in Hilbert space C3 ⊗ C3 demonstrating that

local indistinguishability is not directly related to entangle-

ment. Subsequently, Walgate et al. [2] showed any pair of

http://arxiv.org/abs/2410.04331v1
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.040403
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orthogonal states can always be perfectly distinguished lo-

cally, whether entangled or not. This indicates that entan-

glement is not a necessary condition for nonlocality.

Recently, a lower bound for the strongest nonlocal set on

multipartite systems was proved by Li et al. [34]. In system

⊗N
i=1Cdi (di is the dimension of the ith subsystem), it has

been proven that the size of the strongest nonlocal sets can

not be smaller thanmax
i

{d̂i+1}, where d̂i = (
N∏
j=1

dj)/di. In

tripartite systems, Zhen et al. [37] constructed the sets that

reach the lower bound, one of which is product state and

the rest is entangled state. So natural questions arise: What

role do the entangled states play in the manifestation of the

strongest nonlocality? How smaller can a strongest nonlocal

entangled set could be in some given system? In the existing

research on entangled states [25, 32–36], Li et al. [34] con-

structed the strongest nonlocal orthogonal genuinely entan-

gled sets (OGESs) with size
N∏
i=1

di−
N∏
i=1

(di−1)+1 in general

multipartite systems ⊗N
i=1Cdi . Then, in system (C3)⊗N , Hu

et al. [36] presented a more less set of OGESs possessing

the strongest nonlocality. Do the smaller set of OGESs exist

in high-dimensional multipartite systems? In this paper, we

generalize the set in Ref. [36] to system (Cd)⊗N and demon-

strate that the size in our construction is much smaller than

that of Ref. [34] as N increases while keeping d fixed. It

also provides an answer to the question given in Ref. [25],

“How do we construct a strongly nonlocal orthogonal gen-

uinely entangled set in (Cd)⊗N for any d ≥ 2 and N ≥ 5?”

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, some neces-

sary notations and definitions are introduced. In Sec. III, we

present a sufficient and necessary condition for the triviality

of local orthogonality-preserving POVM under bipartition

in N -partite systems. In this condition, we discuss the mini-

mum size of set in system (C3)⊗N . In Sec. IV, we construct

strongest nonlocal OGESs in system (Cd)⊗N (d ≥ 4, N ≥
3). Finally, we draw a conclusion in Sec. V.

II. PRELIMINARIES

We first introduce some definitions and lemmas needed

in this paper. A POVM is a set of semidefinite operators

{Em = M †
mMm} such that

∑
mEm = I, where I is iden-

tity operation. Throughout this paper, we consider only pure

state and POVM measurements, and do not normalize the

states for simplicity.

Assume that E = (ai,j)i,j∈Zd
is the matrix represen-

tation of the operator E = M †M under the bases B :=
{|0〉, |1〉, · · · , |d − 1〉}. Given two nonempty subsets S and

T of B, where s = |S|, t = |T | are the cardinality of S
and T , respectively. SET :=

∑
|i〉∈S

∑
|j〉∈T

ai,j |i〉〈j| is a sub-

matrix of E with row coordinates S and column coordinates

T , specifically, SES is denoted by ES . Ref. [28] gives two

lemmas.

Lemma 1 (Block Zeros Lemma). Suppose that {|ψi〉}
s−1
i=0

and {|φj〉}
t−1
j=0 are two orthogonal sets spanned by S and T

respectively, if 〈ψi|E|φj〉 = 0 for any i ∈ Zs, j ∈ Zt, then

SET = 0 and T ES = 0.

Lemma 2 (Block Trivial Lemma). Let {|ψj〉}
s−1
j=0 be an or-

thogonal set spanned by S, assume that 〈ψi|E|ψj〉 = 0 for

any i 6= j ∈ Zs. If there exists a state |u0〉 in S such that

{|u0〉}ES\{|u0〉} = 0 and 〈u0|ψj〉 6= 0 for any j ∈ Zs, then

ES ∝ IS .

Lemma 3. (Shi et al. [28]) Let {|ψj〉} be a set of or-

thogonal states in multipartite system ⊗N
i=1Cdi . For each

i = 1, 2, · · · , N , define Āi = {A1A2 · · ·AN}\{Ai} is the

joint party of all but the ith party. If any OPLM on Āi is triv-

ial, then the set {|ψj〉} possesses the strongest nonlocality.

Consider an N -partite quantum system H = HA1
⊗

HA2
⊗ · · · ⊗ HAN

with dimensional dk for the kth (1 ≤
k ≤ N) subsystem. The computational basis of the whole

quantum system is B = {|i1〉|i2〉 · · · |iN 〉 | ik ∈ Zdk
}. Let

Br := {|rt1〉|r
t
2〉 · · · |r

t
N 〉|rtk ∈ Zdk

}t∈Z|Br| , r ∈ Q (1)

are the disjoint subsets of B, where Q = {1, 2, · · · , q}. We

define the set of orthogonal states spanned by Br as

Sr :=
{
|Ψr,c〉 :=

∑

t∈Z|Br|

ωc·t
|Br|

|rt1〉|r
t
2〉 · · · |r

t
N 〉
}
,

(2)

where ω|Br| = e
2π

√−1

|Br| , c ∈ Z|Br|.

The set ofN -tuples that corresponding to the basis vectors

in Br denotes as

GN
r = {(rt1, r

t
2, · · · , r

t
N )}t∈Z|Br| . (3)

We divide Z|Br| into mr (0 < mr ≤ |Br|) disjoint subsets

Rτ (τ ∈ Zmr ), i.e.,
⋃

τ∈Zmr
Rτ = Z|Br|, for any t 6= t

′
∈

Rτ , rt1 = rt
′

1 . Let rRτ

1 = rt1 (t ∈ Rτ ), the set of N -tuples in

GN
r whose first component is same as rRτ

1 is represented as

{rRτ

1 } × {(rt2, · · · , r
t
N )}t∈Rτ

= {rRτ

1 } × GN−1
[r,Rτ ]

, (4)

where GN−1
[r,Rτ ]

=
⋃

t∈Rτ
{(rt2, · · · , r

t
N )}. Therefore

GN
r =

⋃

τ∈Zmr

(
{rRτ

1 } × GN−1
[r,Rτ ]

)
. (5)

Definition 1. IN−1
[r,Rτ ]

=
⋃

v∈O GN−1
[v,Vγ ]

(r /∈ O ⊂ Q, γ ∈

Zmv ) is called the block inclusion (BI) set of GN−1
[r,Rτ ]

, if for

any u 6= w ∈ O there exist α ∈ Zmu , β ∈ Zmw such that

uUα

1 = w
Wβ

1 6= rRτ

1 and GN−1
[r,Rτ ]

⊂ IN−1
[r,Rτ ]

. Specifically,

IN−1
[r,Rτ ]

is called a tight block inclusion (TBI) set if there ex-

ists a subset GN−1
[x,Xλ]

⊂ IN−1
[r,Rτ ]

(x ∈ O, λ ∈ Zmx) such that

|GN−1
[r,Rτ ]

⋂
GN−1
[x,Xλ]

| = 1, and GN−1
[x,Xλ]

is called a tight sub-

block.

Definition 2. A family of sets {
⋃

τ G
N−1
[r,Rτ ]

}r∈Q is con-

nected if it cannot be divided into two groups of sets

{
⋃

γ G
N−1
[v,Vγ ]

}v∈O (O $ Q) and {
⋃

λ G
N−1
[x,Xλ]

}x∈Q\O such
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that

(
⋃

v∈O

⋃

γ∈Zmv

GN−1
[v,Vγ ]

)
⋂
(

⋃

x∈Q\O

⋃

λ∈Zmx

GN−1
[x,Xλ]

)
= ∅.

(6)

III. THE SUFFICIENT AND NECESSARY CONDITION

FOR THE TRIVIALITY OF

ORTHOGONALITY-PRESERVING LOCAL

MEASUREMENTS AND THE SMALLEST SIZE OF

STATES UNDER THIS CONSTRAINTS

According to Lemma 3, to prove the strongest non-

locality, we need to show that the OPLM on Āk =
{Ak+1 · · ·AN · · ·Ak−1} can only be trivial. In this section,

we first give a sufficient condition for Lemma 2, then we

present a sufficient and necessary condition for the triviality

of OPLM. Under this condition, we discuss the smallest size

of set with strongest nonlocality in (C3)⊗N (N ≥ 3).
Let {Π} be the orthogonality-preserving POVM on sub-

system Āk, and E = I ⊗ Π. For the states {Sr} in Eq. (2),

we have

〈Ψr,c|I⊗Π|Ψr,c′〉 = 0, 〈Ψr,c|I⊗Π|Ψv,c′′〉 = 0 (7)

where c 6= c′ ∈ Z|Br|, c
′′ ∈ Z|Bv | (r 6= v ∈ Q).

Theorem 1. Consider the set Br (1), if one of the following

conditions is true for the set given by Eq. (5), Block Trivial

Lemma (Lemma 2) was satisfied, i.e. EBr
∝ IBr

.

(i) There exists τ0 ∈ Zmr such that |GN−1
[r,Rτ0

]| = 1.

(ii) There is a set GN−1
[r,Rτ1

] (τ1 ∈ Zmr ) has a TBI set.

(iii) There is a set GN−1
[r,Rτ2

] (τ2 ∈ Zmr ) which has a BI set

IN−1
[r,Rτ2

] =
⋃

v∈O GN−1
[v,Vγ ]

(r /∈ O ⊂ Q), for each v ∈ O, GN
v

satisfies condition (i) or (ii).

Proof. Condition (i) : Consider the N -

tuple (r
Rτ0

k , rtk+1, · · · , r
t
N , · · · , r

t
k−1) in set

{r
Rτ0

k } × GN−1
[r,Rτ0

], its corresponding basis vector

|r〉 = |r
Rτ0

k , rtk+1, · · · , r
t
N , · · · , r

t
k−1〉 belongs to Br, for

any state |r′〉 = |rt
′

k , r
t′

k+1, · · · , r
t′

N , · · · , r
t′

k−1〉 ∈ Br\{|r〉},

there is t′ /∈ Rτ0 and rt
′

k 6= r
Rτ0

k , thus

〈r|E|r′〉 = 〈r|I⊗Π|r′〉 = 0, (8)

we get {|r〉}EBr\{|r〉} = 0, since 〈r|Ψr,s〉 6= 0, Lemma 2 is

satisfied.

Condition (ii): For the TBI set IN−1
[r,Rτ1

] =
⋃

v∈O GN−1
[v,Vγ ]

(r /∈ O ⊂ Q, γ ∈ Zmv ), assume that

GN−1
[x,Xλ]

⊂ IN−1
[r,Rτ1

] is a tight sub-block of set GN−1
[r,Rτ1

]

and GN−1
[r,Rτ1

]

⋂
GN−1
[x,Xλ]

= (xk+1, · · · , xN , · · · , xk−1),

we can get r = (r
Rτ1

k , xk+1, · · · , xN , · · · , xk−1) ∈

{r
Rτ1

k } × GN−1
[r,Rτ1

]. For any state |r′〉 =

|rt
′

k , r
t′

k+1, · · · , r
t′

N , · · · , r
t′

k−1〉 ∈ Br\{|r〉}, if t′ /∈ Rτ1 , i.e.,

rt
′

k 6= r
Rτ1

k , we have 〈r|E|r′〉 = 〈r|I⊗Π|r′〉 = 0. If t′ ∈ Rτ1 ,

we obtain that (rt
′

k+1, · · · , r
t′

N , · · · , r
t′

k−1) ∈ GN−1
[r,Rτ1

], since

GN−1
[x,Xλ]

is a tight sub-block, there must have u 6= x ∈ O

such that (rt
′

k+1, · · · , r
t′

N , · · · , r
t′

k−1) ∈ GN−1
[u,Uα] ⊂ IN−1

[r,Rτ1
].

Because |x〉 = |xXλ

k , xk+1, · · · , xN , · · · , xk−1〉 ∈ Bx,

|u〉 = |uUα

k , rt
′

k+1, · · · , r
t′

N , · · · , r
t′

k−1〉 ∈ Bu and

xXλ

k = uUα

k , it follows from Eq. (7) that

〈x|E|u〉

=〈xk+1, · · · , xN , · · · , xk−1|Π|r
t′

k+1, · · · , r
t′

N , · · · , r
t′

k−1〉

=0.

Since rt
′

k = r
Rτ1

k , we have

〈r|E|r′〉

=〈xk+1, · · · , xN , · · · , xk−1|Π|r
t′

k+1, · · · , r
t′

N , · · · , r
t′

k−1〉

=0,

meanwhile, 〈r|Ψr,s〉 6= 0, Lemma 2 is satisfied.

Condition (iii): For arbitrary two states |r〉 =

|r
Rτ2

k , rtk+1, · · · , r
t
N , · · · , r

t
k−1〉 ∈ Br and |r′〉 =

|rt
′

k , r
t′

k+1, · · · , r
t′

N , · · · , r
t′

k−1〉 ∈ Br\{|r〉}, if t′ /∈ Rτ2 ,

apparently, 〈r|E|r′〉 = 0. If t′ ∈ Rτ2 , we get

(rtk+1, · · · , r
t
N , · · · , r

t
k−1) 6= (rt

′

k+1, · · · , r
t′

N , · · · , r
t′

k−1) ∈

GN−1
[r,Rτ2

]. Since GN−1
[r,Rτ2

] has a BI set
⋃

v∈O GN−1
[v,Vγ ]

, suppose

(rtk+1, · · · , r
t
N , · · · , r

t
k−1), (rt

′

k+1, · · · , r
t′

N , · · · , r
t′

k−1) ∈

GN−1
[v,Vγ ]

(v ∈ O), as GN
v satisfies condition (i) or (ii), we have

EBv
∝ IBv

, i.e., for |v〉 = |v
Vγ

k , rtk+1, · · · , r
t
N , · · · , r

t
k−1〉

and |v′〉 = |v
Vγ

k , rt
′

k+1, · · · , r
t′

N , · · · , r
t′

k−1〉, there is

〈v|E|v′〉

=〈rtk+1, · · · , r
t
N , · · · , r

t
k−1|Π|r

t′

k+1, · · · , r
t′

N , · · · , r
t′

k−1〉

=0.
(9)

Thus

〈r|E|r′〉

=〈rtk+1, · · · , r
t
N , · · · , r

t
k−1|Π|r

t′

k+1, · · · , r
t′

N , · · · , r
t′

k−1〉

=0.
(10)

Suppose that (rtk+1, · · · , r
t
N , · · · , r

t
k−1) ∈ GN−1

[v,Vγ ]
and

(rt
′

k+1, · · · , r
t′

N , · · · , r
t′

k−1) ∈ GN−1
[w,Wβ ]

, where v 6= w ∈ O,

we have |v〉 = |v
Vγ

k , rtk+1, · · · , r
t
N , · · · , r

t
k−1〉 ∈ Bv, |w〉 =

|w
Wβ

k , rt
′

k+1, · · · , r
t′

N , · · · , r
t′

k−1〉 ∈ Bw and v
Vγ

k = w
Wβ

k ,

thus

〈r|E|r′〉

=〈rtk+1, · · · , r
t

N , · · · , rtk−1|Π|rt
′

k+1, · · · , r
t
′

N , · · · , rt
′

k−1〉

=〈v|I⊗ Π|w〉

=0,

(11)

the last step is obtained by Eq. (7), so Lemma 2 is satisfied.�

Theorem 2. Consider the set S =
⋃

r∈Q Sr , where

Sr is given in Eq. (2). Suppose S is symmetric and
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⋃
r∈Q

⋃
τ∈Zmr

GN−1
[r,τ ] = Zdk+1

× · · · × ZdN
× · · · × Zdk−1

.

When EBr
is proportional to the identity operator Ir, Π can

only be trivial if and only if the set
⋃

r∈Q GN
r (5) satisfy the

following conditions:

(i) For any two different strings

(ik+1, · · · , iN , · · · , ik−1), (jk+1, · · · , jN , · · · , jk−1) ∈
Zdk+1

× · · · × ZdN
× · · · × Zdk−1

, at least one ele-

ment ik in Zdk
such that (ik, ik+1, · · · , iN , · · · , ik−1),

(ik, jk+1, · · · , jN , · · · , jk−1) ∈
⋃

r∈Q GN
r .

(ii) The family of sets {
⋃

τ∈Zmr
GN−1
[r,Rτ ]

}r∈Q are con-

nected.

Proof. Sufficient. We first show that Π can only be trivial.

Since EBr
∝ IBr

, for any two different states |i〉, |i′〉 ∈ Br,

we get 〈i|E|i′〉 = 〈i′|E|i〉 = 0. It follows from Lemma 1

that the states |i〉 ∈ Br and |j〉 ∈ Bv (r 6= v ∈ Q) satisfy

〈i|E|j〉 = 〈j|E|i〉 = 0.

So, for any two different states |i〉, |j〉 ∈
⋃

r∈Q Br, we

have

〈i|E|j〉 = 〈j|E|i〉 = 0. (12)

By condition (i), substituting |i〉 =
|ik, ik+1, · · · , iN , · · · , ik−1〉 and |j〉 =
|ik, jk+1, · · · , jN , · · · , jk−1〉 into Eq. (12), one gets

〈ik, ik+1, · · · , iN , · · · , ik−1|E|ik, jk+1, · · · , jN , · · · , jk−1〉

=〈ik+1, · · · , iN , · · · , ik−1|Π|jk+1, · · · , jN , · · · , jk−1〉

=0,
(13)

thus the off-diagonal elements of Π are all zeros.

Furthermore, as EBr
∝ IBr

, for two different vec-

tors |i〉 = |ik, ik+1, · · · , iN , · · · , ik−1〉 and |i′〉 =
|i′k, i

′
k+1, · · · , i

′
N , · · · , i

′
k−1〉 belong to Br, we have

〈i|E|i〉 = 〈i′|E|i′〉. (14)

By condition (i), let ik = i′k in Eq. (14), we get

〈ik+1, · · · , iN , · · · , ik−1|Π|ik+1, · · · , iN , · · · , ik−1〉

=〈i′k+1, · · · , i
′
N , · · · , i

′
k−1|Π|i

′
k+1, · · · , i

′
N , · · · , i

′
k−1〉

(15)

for any two different strings (ik+1, · · · , iN , · · · , ik−1),

(i′k+1, · · · , i
′
N , · · · , i

′
k−1) ∈

⋃
τ∈Zmr

GN−1
[r,Rτ ]

. Since

{
⋃

τ∈Zmr
GN−1
[r,τ ] }r∈Q is connected, for any differ-

ent (N − 1)-tuples (ik+1, · · · , iN , · · · , ik−1) 6=
(jk+1, · · · , jN , · · · , jk−1) ∈ {

⋃
τ∈Zmr

GN−1
[r,τ ] }r∈Q, we

have

〈ik+1, · · · , iN , · · · , ik−1|Π|ik+1, · · · , iN , · · · , ik−1〉

=〈jk+1, · · · , jN , · · · , jk−1|Π|jk+1, · · · , jN , · · · , jk−1〉,
(16)

thus the diagonal elements of Π are all equal. Accordingly,

we get Π ∝ I.
Necessity. By Eq. (2), Sr is an orthogonal set spanned by

Br, Dim (span Sr) = |ZBr
|, then

span {|Ψr,s〉}s∈Z|Br| = span Br. (17)

Thus for |i〉 ∈ Br, it has a linear combination of

{|Ψr,s〉}s∈Z|Br| , by Eq. (7), one obtains

〈i|I⊗Π|j〉

=〈ik|jk〉〈ik+1, · · · , ik−1|Π|jk+1, · · · , jk−1〉

=0

(18)

for any different vectors |i〉 = |ik, ik+1, · · · , iN , · · · , ik−1〉,
|j〉 = |jk, jk+1, · · · , jN , · · · , jk−1〉 ∈

⋃
r∈Q Br.

Since Π is proportional to the identity operator, when

(ik+1, · · · , iN , · · · , ik−1) = (jk+1, · · · , jN , · · · , jk−1)
we get 〈ik+1, · · · , ik−1|Π|jk+1, · · · , jk−1〉 6= 0,

then 〈ik|jk〉 = 0, that is ik 6= jk. When

(ik+1, · · · , iN , · · · , ik−1) 6= (jk+1, · · · , jN , · · · , jk−1)
there is 〈ik+1, · · · , ik−1|Π|jk+1, · · · , jk−1〉 = 0, then

〈ik|jk〉 equals 0 or 1. In this case, we will show that there

must have 〈ik|jk〉 = 1 by contradiction. Assuming that

〈ik|jk〉 is only equal to 0, we get ik 6= jk. By the symmetry

of S, it follows that the vectors |ik+1, · · · , iN , · · · , ik−1, ik〉
and |jk+1, · · · , jN , · · · , jk−1, jk〉 belong to set

⋃
r∈Q Br.

Substituting these two vectors to Eq. (18), we get

ik+1 6= jk+1 by the assumption. By the same token,

one can deduce that





ik+2 6= jk+2,
...

iN 6= jN ,
...

ik−1 6= jk−1.

It follows that
⋃

r∈Q

⋃
τ∈Zmr

GN−1
[r,τ ] 6= Zdk+1

×· · ·×ZdN
×

· · · × Zdk−1
, this leads to a contradiction.

On the other hand, as EBr
∝ IBr

, for any differ-

ent vectors |i〉 = |ik, ik+1, · · · , iN , · · · , ik−1〉, |i′〉 =
|i′k, i

′
k+1, · · · , i

′
N , · · · , i

′
k−1〉 ∈ Br, we have

〈i|E|i〉 = 〈i′|E|i′〉, (19)

then

〈ik+1, · · · , iN , · · · , ik−1|Π|ik+1, · · · , iN , · · · , ik−1〉

=〈i′k+1, · · · , i
′
N , · · · , i

′
k−1|Π|i

′
k+1, · · · , i

′
N , · · · , i

′
k−1〉.

(20)

Since the diagonal elements of Π are all equal, one can de-

duce that {
⋃

τ∈Zmr
GN−1
[r,Rτ ]

}r∈Q is connected. �

Theorem 2 provides a sufficient and necessary condi-

tion for S =
⋃

r∈Q Sr (2) which has the property of

strongest nonlocality. Using the condition (i) of Theorem

2, in (C3)⊗N , we deduce the smallest size of S, what we

need to do is to discuss the smallest size of
⋃

r∈Q GN
r . Let

C(ZN−1
3 ) be the set that satisfies the condition (i) of The-

orem 2, SC(ZN−1
3 ) be all cyclic symmetric elements of

C(ZN−1
3 ), obviously, C(ZN−1

3 ) ⊂ SC(ZN−1
3 ).

Theorem 3. For the set S =
⋃

r∈Q Sr (2) in

(C3)⊗N (N ≥ 3), if S is symmetric and any orthogonality-

preserving POVM on Āk can only be trivial, then S has the

strongest nonlocality, the smallest size of this set is 2×3N−1.
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Proof. If set
⋃

r∈Q GN
r contains C(ZN−1

3 ), due to the sym-

metry, it must contain SC(ZN−1
3 ). In addition to the case

that C(ZN−1
3 ) = ZN

3 , four cases of C(ZN−1
3 ) are as follows.

Case I: For every string (i2, · · · , iN ) in ZN−1
3 , if only one

element i1 ∈ Z3 such that (i1, i2, · · · , iN ) ∈ C(ZN−1
3 ), we

get C(ZN−1
3 ) = {i1} × ZN−1

3 and |C(ZN−1
3 )| = 3N−1.

One can check that SC(ZN−1
3 ) is the collection of N -tuples

that at least one component is i1, thus SC(ZN−1
3 ) has size

3N − 2N . Therefore, the size of
⋃

r∈Q GN
r is not less than

3N − 2N .

Case II: For every string (i2, · · · , iN) in ZN−1
3 , there

are exactly two different elements i1, i
′
1 ∈ Z3 such that

(i1, i2, · · · , iN ), (i′1, i2, · · · , iN ) ∈ C(ZN−1
3 ). We get

C(ZN−1
3 ) = {i1, i′1}×ZN−1

3 and has size 2× 3N−1. Since

C(ZN−1
3 ) ⊂ SC(ZN−1

3 ), then the size of SC(ZN−1
3 ) is not

less than 2×3N−1, thus the size of
⋃

r∈Q GN
r cannot be less

than 2× 3N−1.

Let PN−1 is a subset of ZN−1
3 and 0 < |PN−1| < 3N−1.

Case III: For every string (p2, · · · , pN ) in PN−1, there

is only one element p1 ∈ Z3 such that (p1, p2, · · · , pN ) ∈
C(ZN−1

3 ). In addition, for every string (q2, · · · , qN ) in

ZN−1
3 \PN−1, there is a subset Q of Z3 (|Q| > 1) such that

Q× (q2, · · · , qN ) ⊂ C(ZN−1
3 ). By condition (i) of Theorem

2, we get p1 ∈ Q, thus {p1}×ZN−1
3 ⊂ C(ZN−1

3 ). As stated

in Case I, the size of
⋃

r∈Q GN
r is not less than 3N − 2N .

Case IV: For every string (p2, · · · , pN ) in PN−1, there

are two different elements p1, p′1 ∈ Z3 such that

(p1, p2, · · · , pN ), (p′1, p2, · · · , pN ) ∈ C(ZN−1
3 ). For the

string (q2, · · · , qN ) ∈ ZN−1
3 \PN−1 and the subset Q of

Z3 (|Q| > 1), there is Q × (q2, · · · , qN ) ⊂ C(ZN−1
3 ). As

|Q| = 2 is more likely than |Q| = 3 to get the smallest size

of
⋃

r∈Q GN
r , we obtain |C(ZN−1

3 )| = 2 × 3N−1, thus the

size of CS(ZN−1
3 ) is not less than 2× 3N−1, then the size of⋃

r∈Q GN
r cannot be less than 2× 3N−1.

Actually, in system (C3)⊗N , the set in Ref. [34] corre-

sponds to Case I and has size 3N−2N . Obviously, 2×3N−1

is fewer to 3N −2N , meanwhile, the strongest nonlocal gen-

uinely entangled set in Ref. [36] satisfies Theorem 2 and

contains 2 × 3N−1 states. Consequently, in (C3)⊗N , the

minimum size of the set S =
⋃

r∈Q Sr is 2× 3N−1. �

IV. ORTHOGONAL GENUINELY ENTANGLED SETS

WITH STRONGEST NONLOCALITY IN (Cd)⊗N

In this section, we generalize the strongest nonlocal gen-

uinely entangled set in Ref. [36] to (Cd)⊗N (d ≥ 4) and

show that there exist smaller strongest nonlocal OGESs in

high-dimensional multipartite systems.

A. An ORTHOGONAL GENUINELY ENTANGLED BASE

in (Cd)⊗N

For each element i ∈ Zd, let

G1
i := {i}, (21)

then we construct d subsets of ZN
d for N ≥ 2,

GN
i :=

d−1⋃

j=0

(
{i⊕d (d− j)} × GN−1

j

)
, (22)

where i ∈ Zd, i⊕d t = (i+ t) mod d.

Proposition 1. The sets in Eq. (22) are pairwise disjoint

and the union of all is ZN
d , i.e.,

d−1⋃

i=0

GN
i = ZN

d and GN
i ∩ GN

j = ∅, where i 6= j ∈ Zd.

The detailed proof is shown in Appendix A.

Proposition 2. The set GN
i in Eq. (22) is invariant under

arbitrary permutation of the positions of the N components.

The detailed proof is shown in Appendix B.

Let H := (Cd)⊗N ,

Si := {|Ψi,k〉 ∈ H
∣∣ k ∈ Zsi , |Ψi,k〉 :=

∑

j∈GN
i

ωkfi(j)
si

|j〉}.

(23)

Here fi : GN
i −→ Zsi is any fixed bijection and ωsi :=

e
2π

√−1

si , si = |GN
i | (i ∈ Zd).

Proposition 3. The set
⋃d−1

i=0 Si of states given by Eq. (23)

is an orthogonal genuinely entangled base in (Cd)⊗N .

Proof. By Proposition 1, it follows that
⋃d−1

i=0 Si is a base

in system (Cd)⊗N . The proof of genuine entanglement of

|Ψi,k〉 is similar to Ref. [[36], Theorem 1]. �

B. STRONGEST NONLOCAL OGESs in (Cd)⊗N (d ≥ 4)

Based on the above result, we present the strongest nonlo-

cal genuinely entangled sets in system (Cd)⊗N . We first

consider which sets are sufficient to satisfy the condition

(i) of Theorem 2. From Eq. (A4), the relationship be-

tween {GN
i }i∈Zd

and {GN−1
j }j∈Zd

is described by Md =

{mi,j}i,j∈Zd
(B6). For simplicity, we label row i by set GN

i

and column j by set GN−1
j .

Md =

GN−1
0 GN−1

1 GN−1
2 · · · GN−1

d−2 GN−1
d−1

GN
0




0 d− 1 d− 2 · · · 2 1



GN
1 1 0 d− 1 · · · 3 2

GN
2 2 1 0 · · · 4 3
...

...
...

...
. . .

...
...

GN
d−2 d− 2 d− 3 d− 4 · · · 0 d− 1

GN
d−1 d− 1 d− 2 d− 3 · · · 1 0

.

The distance of any two rows is defined as

r (GN
i1
,GN

i2
) = min{|i1 − i2|, d− |i1 − i2|},



6

where i1 6= i2 ∈ Zd, then one gets

r (GN
i1
,GN

i2
) ∈

[
1, ⌊

d

2
⌋

]
,

with ⌊.⌋ denoting the floor function. The distance of any two

columns is denoted as c (GN−1
j1

,GN−1
j2

) and has the same

definition as r (GN
i1
,GN

i2
). Then we get the following obser-

vations.

Observation 1. For any 2× 2 submatrix P2×2 of Md,

P2×2 =

[ G
N−1
j1

GN−1
j2

GN
i1

mi1,j1 mi1,j2

GN
i2

mi2,j1 mi2,j2

]
,

if r (GN
i1
,GN

i2
) = c (GN−1

j1
,GN−1

j2
) we get mi1,j1 = mi2,j2

or mi1,j2 = mi2,j1 , i.e., there are the same elements in both

columns.

Observation 2. For any two different columns, since the

union of all distances is
⋃

j1 6=j2∈Zd
{c (GN−1

j1
,GN−1

j2
)} =[

1, ⌊d
2⌋
]
, if we can find rows {GN

i }i∈T⊂Zd
such that⋃

i1 6=i2∈T {r(G
N
i1
,GN

i2
)} =

[
1, ⌊d

2⌋
]
, it follows from Obser-

vation 1 that condition (i) of Theorem 2 is satisfied.

Proposition 4. The rows {GN
t }t∈T1∪T2

, where T1 =
{t1|0 < t1 < ⌊d

2⌋, t1 is odd} and T2 = {0, ⌊d
2⌋}, satisfy

the condition (i) of Theorem 2.

Proof. When ⌊d
2⌋ is odd, we have





⋃
t∈T1

{r(GN
0 ,G

N
t )} = {1, 3, · · · , ⌊d

2⌋ − 2},⋃
t∈T1\{1}

{r(GN
1 ,G

N
t )} = {2, 4, · · · , ⌊d

2⌋ − 3},

r(GN
1 ,G

N
⌊ d

2
⌋
) = ⌊d

2⌋ − 1,

r(GN
0 ,G

N
⌊ d

2
⌋
) = ⌊d

2⌋.

When ⌊d
2⌋ is even, we have





⋃
t∈T1

{r(GN
0 ,G

N
t )} = {1, 3, · · · , ⌊d

2⌋ − 1},⋃
t∈T1\{1}

{r(GN
1 ,G

N
t )} = {2, 4, · · · , ⌊d

2⌋ − 2},

r(GN
0 ,G

N
⌊ d

2
⌋
) = ⌊d

2⌋.

By Observation 2, the condition (i) of Theorem 2 holds. �

To complete the construction, we need to get the distri-

bution of element (ξ)×N (ξ ∈ Zd) in set GN
j , we first recall

several knowledge of cyclic group.

Cyclic group. A group G is said to be cyclic if each

element can be generated by g ∈ G, the element g is called

a generator of G and denoted G = 〈g〉.
Lemma 4. Let G = 〈g〉 is a cyclic group of order n, then

the order of element gs is n
gcd(s,n) , where gcd(s, n) is the

greatest common divisor of s and n.

Theorem 4. Every set in {GN
t }t∈T1∪T2

contains N -tuples

of the form (ξ′)×N (ξ′ ∈ Zd\{0}).
Proof. By Eq. (A3), we first obtain the distribution of ele-

ment (ξ)×N (ξ ∈ Zd) in GN
j (j ∈ Zd). Here we classify N

by congruence of modulo d, let a ≡ N (mod d), denoted as

TABLE I: The distribution of (ξ)×N , where ξ ∈ Zd.

System N (0)×N (1)×N (2)×N · · · (d− 2)×N (d− 1)×N

[N ] = [0] GN
0 GN

0 GN
0 · · · GN

0 GN
0

[N ] = [1] GN
0 GN

1 GN
2 · · · GN

d−2 GN
d−1

[N ] = [2] GN
0 GN

2 · · ·
...

[N ] = [d− 2] GN
0 GN

d−2 · · ·

[N ] = [d− 1] GN
0 GN

d−1 GN
d−2 · · · GN

2 GN
1

[N ] = [a], a ∈ Zd. Then we find the relationship of com-

ponent ξ, classification a and the subscript j of the set GN
j

is

j = a⊕d a⊕d · · · ⊕d a, (24)

where a is repeated ξ times. The detailed distribution is

shown in Table I. To complete the proof we need to show

that each row in Table I from column (1)×N to column

(d− 1)×N contains the set GN
j0

, and the subscript j0 belongs

to set T1 ∪ T2.

From Eq. (24), we get that {[j]}j = 〈[a]〉 is a cyclic

subgroup of group {[0], [1], · · · , [d − 1]}. Using Lemma

4, we obtain the order of 〈[a]〉 is k = d
gcd(s,d) , where

[a] = s[1] (0 ≤ s ≤ d− 1). We will discuss rows [N ] = [a]
in the following three cases.

When a = 0, we get j = 0 by Eq. (24), it follows that the

sets in row [N ] = [0] are all the same and are the GN
0 .

When a and d are coprime, the order of 〈[a]〉 is d, we get

{[j]}j = {[0], [1], · · · , [d − 1]}, which has an element ⌊d
2⌋

belongs to T2.

When a is a factor of d and 1 < a < d, we get the order

k of 〈[a]〉 satisfies k|d and 1 < k < d. Because there are d
columns through column (0)×N to column (d − 1)×N , the

subscript 0 ∈ T2 will appear at least twice. The proof is

completed. �

Now we give the construction of genuinely entangled

states in (Cd)×N , where N is divided into three cases as

mentioned above.

Construction. Case I, [N ] = [0]. Let

G̃N
0 = GN

0 \{(0)×N , (ξ′)×N},

{G̃N
t }t∈T1

= {GN
t }t∈T1

,

G̃N
⌊ d

2
⌋
= GN

⌊ d
2
⌋
,

G̃N
⌊ d

2
⌋+1

= {0} × {(0)×(N−1)}
⋃

{ξ′} × {(ξ′)×(N−1)},

(25)

where ξ′ ∈ Zd\{0} and satisfies [0] = ξ′[0].
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Case II, [N ] = [a], where gcd(a, d) = 1. Let

G̃N
0 = GN

0 \{(0)×N},

{G̃N
t }t∈T1

= {GN
t }t∈T1

,

G̃N
⌊ d
2
⌋
= GN

⌊ d
2
⌋
\{(ξ′)×N},

G̃N
⌊ d
2
⌋+1

= {0} × {(0)×(N−1)}
⋃

{ξ′} × {(ξ′)×(N−1)},

(26)

where ξ′ ∈ Zd\{0} and satisfies [⌊d
2⌋] = ξ′[a].

Case III, [N ] = [a], where a divides d, a 6= 1, d. Let

G̃N
0 = GN

0 \{(0)×N , (ξ′)×N},

{G̃N
t }t∈T1

= {GN
t }t∈T1

,

G̃N
⌊ d
2
⌋
= GN

⌊ d
2
⌋
,

G̃N
⌊ d
2
⌋+1

= {0} × {(0)×(N−1)}
⋃

{ξ′} × {(ξ′)×(N−1)},

(27)

where ξ′ ∈ Zd\{0} and satisfies [0] = ξ′[a].

In each case, let T3 = T1 ∪ T2 ∪ {⌊d
2⌋ + 1}, s̃i be the

cardinality of the set G̃N
i , i ∈ T3, denote

S̃i := {|Ψ̃i,k〉 ∈ H
∣∣ k ∈ Zs̃i , |Ψ̃i,k〉 :=

∑

j∈˜GN
i

ω
kfi(j)
s̃i

|j〉}.

(28)

Here fi : G̃N
i −→ Zs̃i is any fixed bijection and ωs̃i :=

e
2π

√−1

s̃i .

Even if we have moved (0)×N and (ξ′)×N , each set in

{G̃N
t }t∈T3

is still permutation invariance. Moreover, it fol-

lows from the proof of Ref. [[36], Theorem 1] that the states

in Eq. (28) are still genuinely entangled.

Theorem 5. In (Cd)×N , the states S̃ =
⋃

i∈T3
S̃i given by

Eq. (28) possess the strongest nonlocality, and

|S̃| =

{
(
⌊ d

2
⌋+1

2 + 1)× d(N−1), ⌊d
2⌋ is odd,

(
⌊ d

2
⌋

2 + 2)× d(N−1), ⌊d
2⌋ is even.

Proof. To prove the strongest nonlocality, we need to show

that the N -tuples in Eqs. (25–27) satisfy Theorem 1 and

Theorem 2. Here we give a detailed proof for Case I, the

remainder of the argument is analogous to Case I.

For Theorem 1, we first consider set G̃N
⌊ d

2
⌋+1

, since

| {(0)×(N−1)} |= 1, one gets that G̃N
⌊ d
2
⌋+1

satis-

fies the condition (i). Then for any t ∈ T1, G̃N
t

has a subset {t} × GN−1
0 by Eq. (A3), we obatin

GN−1
0 = (GN−1

0 \{(0)×(N−1)})
⋃
{(0)×(N−1)}

and |GN−1
0

⋂
{(0)×(N−1)}| = 1, where the first

term GN−1
0 \{(0)×(N−1)} is taken from the subset

{0} × (GN−1
0 \{(0)×(N−1)}) of G̃N

0 and the second term

{(0)×(N−1)} is taken from the subset {0} × {(0)×(N−1)}

of G̃N
⌊ d
2
⌋+1

. Thus G̃N
t satisfy the condition (ii). G̃N

⌊ d
2
⌋

satisfies

condition (ii) for similar reason to G̃N
t .

For the set G̃N
0 , ({0} × GN−1

0 )\{(0)×N} = {0} ×
(GN−1

0 \{(0)×(N−1)}) is a subset of it. One can get

GN−1
0 \{(0)×(N−1)} ⊂ GN−1

0 , where GN−1
0 on the right is

taken from the subset {t0} × GN−1
0 of G̃N

t0
(t0 ∈ T1). Since

G̃N
t0

satisfies the condition (ii), then G̃N
0 satisfies the condi-

tion (iii). �

Now we provide an illustrative example of constructing

d = 4, the distribution of element (ξ)×N (ξ ∈ Z4) in set

GN
j (j ∈ Z4) is shown in Table II. For simplicity, we only

present the set
⋃

r G̃
N
r while omitting its corresponding set

S̃ =
⋃

i∈r S̃i.

TABLE II: The distribution of (ξ)×N when d = 4, where ξ ∈ Z4.

System N (0)×N (1)×N (2)×N (3)×N

[N ] = [0] GN
0 GN

0 GN
0 GN

0

[N ] = [1] GN
0 GN

1 GN
2 GN

3

[N ] = [2] GN
0 GN

2 GN
0 GN

2

[N ] = [3] GN
0 GN

3 GN
2 GN

1

Example 1. In (C4)⊗N , the following sets can be the

strongest nonlocal OGESs.

[N ] = [0]





G̃N
0 = GN

0 \{(0)×N , (1)×N},

G̃N
1 = GN

1 ,

G̃N
2 = GN

2 ,

G̃N
3 = {(0)×N , (1)×N}.

[N ] = [1]





G̃N
0 = GN

0 \{(0)×N},

G̃N
1 = GN

1 ,

G̃N
2 = GN

2 \{(2)×N},

G̃N
3 = {(0)×N , (2)×N}.

[N ] = [2]





G̃N
0 = GN

0 \{(0)×N , (2)×N},

G̃N
1 = GN

1 ,

G̃N
2 = GN

2 ,

G̃N
3 = {(0)×N , (2)×N}.

[N ] = [3]





G̃N
0 = GN

0 \{(0)×N},

G̃N
1 = GN

1 ,

G̃N
2 = GN

2 \{(2)×N},

G̃N
3 = {(0)×N , (2)×N}.

It follows from the Theorem 4 Theorem 5 that the con-

struction is not unique. In this regard, we give another ex-

ample for d = 4 according to Table II.

Example 2. In (C4)⊗N , the following sets can also be the

strongest nonlocal OGESs.

[N ] = [0]





G̃N
0 = GN

0 \{(0)×N , (2)×N},

G̃N
1 = GN

1 ,

G̃N
2 = GN

2 ,

G̃N
3 = {(0)×N , (2)×N}.
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[N ] = [1]





G̃N
0 = GN

0 \{(0)×N},

G̃N
1 = GN

1 \{(1)×N},

G̃N
2 = GN

2 ,

G̃N
3 = {(0)×N , (1)×N}.

[N ] = [2]





G̃N
0 = GN

0 \{(0)×N},

G̃N
1 = GN

1 ,

G̃N
2 = GN

2 \{(3)×N},

G̃N
3 = {(0)×N , (3)×N}.

[N ] = [3]





G̃N
0 = GN

0 \{(0)×N},

G̃N
1 = GN

1 \{(3)×N},

G̃N
2 = GN

2 ,

G̃N
3 = {(0)×N , (3)×N}.

The proof follows a similar approach as Theorem 5 and

will not be repeated. Compared with Ref. [34], the set in our

construction contains fewer states as N gradually increases.

As shown in Tables III, IV, V, VI, for d = 4, 5 the size

of states in our construction is significantly reduced when

N > 4. For d = 6, 7 our size is much smaller when N > 3.

TABLE III: Comparisons of the sizes of strongest nonlocal OGESs

in (C4)⊗N .

References N = 3 N = 4 N = 5 N = 6 N = 7 N = 8
Ref. [34] 38 176 782 3368 14198 58976
This work 48 192 768 3072 12288 49152

TABLE IV: Comparisons of the sizes of strongest nonlocal OGESs

in (C5)⊗N .

References N = 3 N = 4 N = 5 N = 6 N = 7 N = 8
Ref. [34] 62 370 2102 11530 61742 325090
This work 75 375 1875 9375 46875 234375

TABLE V: Comparisons of the sizes of strongest nonlocal OGESs

in (C6)⊗N .

References N = 3 N = 4 N = 5 N = 6 N = 7 N = 8
Ref. [34] 92 672 4652 31032 201812 1288992
This work 108 648 3888 23328 139968 839808

TABLE VI: Comparisons of the sizes of strongest nonlocal OGESs

in (C7)⊗N .

References N = 3 N = 4 N = 5 N = 6 N = 7 N = 8
Ref. [34] 128 1106 9032 70994 543608 4085186
This work 147 1029 7203 50421 352947 2470629

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we investigate the strongest nonlocality in

N -partite quantum system. First, we provide a sufficient and

necessary condition for strongest nonlocal sets under some

condition. Based on this condition, the minimum size of

strongest nonlocal set in system (C3)⊗N is proven and sup-

ported by the OGESs constructed in Ref. [36]. Furthermore,

we present a general construction in (Cd)⊗N that demon-

strates the existence of smaller strongest nonlocal set with

genuine entanglement in high-dimensional multipartite sys-

tems. This construction also give an answer to the question

proposed in Ref. [25], “How do we construct a strongly non-

local orthogonal genuinely entangled set in (Cd)⊗N for any

d ≥ 2 and N ≥ 5?” Our work could enrich the understand-

ing of the strongest nonlocality in multipartite systems.
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Appendix A: PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1

Before proving the proposition, we introduce the following conception and notation.

Circulant Matrix [49]. A d × d circulant matrix B is generated from the d-dimensional vector [b0, · · · , bd−1] by

cyclically permuting its entries, and is

B =




b0 b1 b2 · · · bd−2 bd−1

bd−1 b0 b1 · · · bd−3 bd−2

bd−2 bd−1b0 · · · bd−4 bd−3

...
...

...
. . .

...
...

b2 b3 b4 · · · b0 b1
b1 b2 b3 · · · bd−1 b0




.

In other word, a circulant matrix is cyclically shifted to the right by one position per row to form the subsequent rows.

Next, we use the circulant matrix to rewrite Eq. (22). Obviously,

GN
i =

(
{i} × GN−1

0

)⋃(
{i⊕d (d− 1)} × GN−1

1

)⋃
· · ·
⋃(

{i⊕d 2} × GN−1
d−2

)⋃(
{i⊕d 1} × GN−1

d−1

)
. (A1)
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We denote (A1) as

(
{i} × GN−1

0

)⋃(
{i⊕d (d− 1)} × GN−1

1

)⋃
· · ·
⋃(

{i⊕d 2} × GN−1
d−2

)⋃(
{i⊕d 1} × GN−1

d−1

)

=[i, i⊕d (d− 1), · · · , i⊕d 2, i⊕d 1]×




GN−1
0

GN−1
1

...

GN−1
d−2

GN−1
d−1



.

(A2)

For each i in Eq. (A1), one gets

GN
0 =

(
{0} × GN−1

0

)⋃(
{d− 1} × GN−1

1

)⋃
· · ·
⋃(

{2} × GN−1
d−2

)⋃(
{1} × GN−1

d−1

)
,

GN
1 =

(
{1} × GN−1

0

)⋃(
{0} × GN−1

1

)⋃
· · ·
⋃(

{3} × GN−1
d−2

)⋃(
{2} × GN−1

d−1

)
,

...

GN
d−2 =

(
{d− 2} × GN−1

0

)⋃(
{d− 3} × GN−1

1

)⋃
· · ·
⋃(

{0} × GN−1
d−2

)⋃(
{d− 1} × GN−1

d−1

)
,

GN
d−1 =

(
{d− 1} × GN−1

0

)⋃(
{d− 2} × GN−1

1

)⋃
· · ·
⋃(

{1} × GN−1
d−2

)⋃(
{0} × GN−1

d−1

)
,

(A3)

which can be denoted as




GN
0

GN
1
...

GN
d−2

GN
d−1



=




0 d− 1 · · · 2 1

1 0 · · · 3 2
...

...
. . .

...
...

d− 2 d− 3 · · · 0 d− 1

d− 1 d− 2 · · · 1 0



×




GN−1
0

GN−1
1

...

GN−1
d−2

GN−1
d−1



. (A4)

Here




0 d− 1 · · · 2 1

1 0 · · · 3 2
...

...
. . .

...
...

d− 2 d− 3 · · · 0 d− 1

d− 1 d− 2 · · · 1 0




is a circulant matrix that generated from the d-dimensional vector [0, d− 1, · · · , 2, 1].

Later on, we will give the proof of Proposition 1. Obviously, the sets G1
0 , · · · ,G

1
d−1 are pairwise disjoint and

⋃d−1
i=0 G1

i =

Zd. We prove this proposition by induction. Assume that the claim is true forN = k, i.e.,
⋃d−1

i=0 Gk
i = Zk

d and Gk
i ∩Gk

j = ∅, if

i 6= j ∈ Zd. Let l = k+1, for any two different sets Gl
i =

⋃d−1
x=0

(
{ix} × Gk

x

)
and Gl

j =
⋃d−1

y=0

(
{jy} × Gk

y

)
, according to Eq.

(A4), if ix = iy, one gets x 6= y, from the induction hypothesis, Gk
x∩Gk

y = ∅ holds for k, thus
(
{ix} × Gk

x

)⋂ (
{jy} × Gk

y

)
=

∅. If ix 6= jy , it definitely lead to
(
{ix} × Gk

x

)⋂ (
{jy} × Gk

y

)
= ∅. In conclusion, Gl

i ∩ Gl
j = ∅.

On the other hand,

d−1⋃

i=0

Gl
i =

d−1⋃

i=0

d−1⋃

j=0

(
{i⊕d (d− j)} × Gk

j

)

=

d−1⋃

j=0

((
d−1⋃

i=0

{i⊕d (d− j)}

)
× Gk

j

)

=

d−1⋃

j=0

(
{0, 1, · · · , d− 1} × Gk

j

)

= {0, 1, · · · , d− 1} ×
d−1⋃

j=0

Gk
j

= {0, 1, · · · , d− 1} × Zk
d

= Zl
d.
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The proof is completed. �

Appendix B: PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2

Before the proof, we first give the following notation.

Assume that Pd = {σr|r ∈ Zd} is a cyclic permutation group of order d, and

σ[i0, i1, · · · , id−1] = [id−1, i0, · · · , id−2],

where [i0, i1, · · · , id−1] is an arbitrary d-dimensional vector.

The proof of Proposition 2 is as follows. Observing Eq. (A2), we have that shifting the component of [i, i ⊕d (d −

1), · · · , i⊕d 2, i⊕d 1] to the left by one position is equivalent to shifting the component of




GN−1
0

GN−1
1

...

GN−1
d−2

GN−1
d−1




to down by one position,

that is,

σ−1[i, i⊕d (d− 1), · · · , i⊕d 2, i⊕d 1]×




GN−1
0

GN−1
1
...

GN−1
d−2

GN−1
d−1



= [i, i⊕d (d− 1), · · · , i⊕d 2, i⊕d 1]× σ




GN−1
0

GN−1
1
...

GN−1
d−2

GN−1
d−1



. (B1)

In Eq. (A4), performing a permutation σ−1 for each row of




0 d− 1 · · · 2 1

1 0 · · · 3 2
...

...
. . .

...
...

d− 2 d− 3 · · · 0 d− 1

d− 1 d− 2 · · · 1 0




, one gets




d− 1 d− 2 · · · 1 0

0 d− 1 · · · 2 1
...

...
. . .

...
...

d− 3 d− 4 · · · d− 1 d− 2

d− 2 d− 3 · · · 0 d− 1



×




GN−1
0

GN−1
1
...

GN−1
d−2

GN−1
d−1



=




0 d− 1 · · · 2 1

1 0 · · · 3 2
...

...
. . .

...
...

d− 2 d− 3 · · · 0 d− 1

d− 1 d− 2 · · · 1 0



× σ




GN−1
0

GN−1
1
...

GN−1
d−2

GN−1
d−1



. (B2)

On the other hand, one has




d− 1 d− 2 · · · 1 0

0 d− 1 · · · 2 1
...

...
. . .

...
...

d− 3 d− 4 · · · d− 1 d− 2

d− 2 d− 3 · · · 0 d− 1



×




GN−1
0

GN−1
1

...

GN−1
d−2

GN−1
d−1



=




GN
d−1

GN
0
...

GN
d−3

GN
d−2



= σ




GN
0

GN
1
...

GN
d−2

GN
d−1



. (B3)

By Eq. (B2) and Eq. (B3) we obtain

σ




GN
0

GN
1
...

GN
d−2

GN
d−1



=




0 d− 1 · · · 2 1

1 0 · · · 3 2
...

...
. . .

...
...

d− 2 d− 3 · · · 0 d− 1

d− 1 d− 2 · · · 1 0



× σ




GN−1
0

GN−1
1

...

GN−1
d−2

GN−1
d−1



. (B4)
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Let

VN :=




GN
0

GN
1
...

GN
d−2

GN
d−1




(B5)

and

Md :=




0 d− 1 · · · 2 1

1 0 · · · 3 2
...

...
. . .

...
...

d− 2 d− 3 · · · 0 d− 1

d− 1 d− 2 · · · 1 0



, (B6)

we get

σVN = Md × σVN−1. (B7)

Generating a circulant matrix of order d with column vectors VN , σVN ,· · · ,σ(d−1)VN , by Eq. (B7), there is

[
VN ,σVN , · · · ,σ(d−2)VN ,σ(d−1)VN

]

=Md ×
[
VN−1,σVN−1, · · · ,σ

(d−2)VN−1,σ
(d−1)VN−1

]
.

(B8)

Repeating this argument, we obatin

[
VN ,σVN , · · · ,σ(d−2)VN ,σ(d−1)VN

]

=Md × · · · ×Md
︸ ︷︷ ︸

N−1

×
[
V1,σV1, · · · ,σ

(d−2)V1,σ
(d−1)V1

]

=Md × · · · ×Md
︸ ︷︷ ︸

N−1

×Md.

(B9)

Here we use [V1, σV1, · · · , σ(d−2)V1, σ
(d−1)V1] = Md. Substituting Eq. (B5) and Eq. (B6) into Eq. (B9), we have











GN

0 GN

d−1 · · · GN

2 GN

1

GN

1 GN

0 · · · GN

3 GN

2

...
...

. . .
...

...

GN

d−2 G
N

d−3 · · · GN

0 GN

d−1

GN

d−1 G
N

d−2 · · · GN

1 GN

0











=











0 d− 1 · · · 2 1

1 0 · · · 3 2
...

...
. . .

...
...

d− 2 d− 3 · · · 0 d− 1

d− 1 d− 2 · · · 1 0











N

×











0 d− 1 · · · 2 1

1 0 · · · 3 2
...

...
. . .

...
...

d− 2 d− 3 · · · 0 d− 1

d− 1 d− 2 · · · 1 0











N−1

× · · · ×











0 d− 1 · · · 2 1

1 0 · · · 3 2
...

...
. . .

...
...

d− 2 d− 3 · · · 0 d− 1

d− 1 d− 2 · · · 1 0











1

.

(B10)

Beginning at the first square matrix on the right, like a snowball, the set of N -tuples is generated. As the right square

matrices are the same, no matter how we change the position of the matrices, nothing is going to change on the left square

matrix. Therefore the proof is now complete. �
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