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Mutually unbiased bases encapsulate the concept of complementarity in the formalism of quantum theory.
Although this concept is at the heart of quantum mechanics, the number of these bases is unknown except for
systems of dimension being a power of a prime. We develop the relation between this physical problem and
the mathematical problem of finding the number of mutually orthogonal Latin squares. We use already existing
knowledge about the squares to derive in a simple way all known results about the unbiased bases, find the lower
bound on their number, and disprove the existence of certainforms of the bases in dimensions different than
power of a prime. Our results can be used to construct hidden-variable models which efficiently simulate results
of complementary measurements on quantum systems with arbitrary dimension.

PACS numbers: 03.65.Ta, 02.10.Ox

Introduction. Complementarity is a fundamental principle
of quantum physics which forbids simultaneous knowledge
of certain observables, such as position and momentum. This
phenomenon is manifested already for the simplest quantum
mechanical system — a spin12 particle. If the system is in
a definite state of, say, spin alongx, the spin alongy or z is
completely unknown, i.e. the outcomes “spin up” and “spin
down” occur with the same probability. The eigenbases of ˆσx,
σ̂y and σ̂z Pauli operators form so-calledmutually unbiased
bases (MUBs): every vector from one basis has equal overlap
with all the vectors from other bases. MUBs encapsulate the
concept of complementarity in the quantum formalism. Al-
though complementarity is one of the fundamental features
of quantum physics, the question about the number of MUBs
remains unanswered. Apart from being of foundational inter-
est, MUBs find applications in quantum state tomography [1],
quantum-key distribution [2] and the Mean King problem [3].

A d-level quantum system can have at mostd + 1 MUBs,
and such a set is referred to as the complete set of MUBs.
In 1981 Ivanović proved by construction that there are indeed
d+1 complementary measurements ford being a prime num-
ber [4]. This result was generalized by Wootters and Fields to
cover powers of primes [1]. For other dimensions the num-
ber of MUBs is unknown, the simplest case being dimension
six. A considerable amount of work was done towards under-
standing this problem. New proofs of previous results were
established [5, 6, 7] and the problem was linked with other
unsolved problems [8, 9]. It was also noticed that it is simi-
lar in spirit to certain problems in combinatorics [10, 11] and
finite geometry [12]. Here, we build upon these relations.

We describe the problem of the number of orthogonal Latin
squares (OLSs), which was initiated by Euler in the 1780’s
and still attracts lots of attention in mathematics. Although
this problem is not solved yet, more is known about it than
about the number of MUBs. We show that from every OLS of
order being a power of a prime one can derive a MUB. This
link from a purely mathematical object (OLS) to quantum me-
chanical one (MUB) is established using a device which en-

codes physically information contained in a Latin square. For
dimension six, our method gives three MUBs, which is the
maximal number found by the numerical research [9, 10]. Us-
ing known results for OLSs we derive a minimal number of
MUBs, and disprove the existence of certain forms of MUBs
for arbitraryd. Finally, we show that OLSs allow a construc-
tion of hidden-variable models efficiently simulating results of
complementary quantum measurements, and that Spekkens’
model [13] is a special case of this approach.

Orthogonal Latin squares. A Latin square of orderd is an
array of numbers{0, ..., d − 1} where every row and every col-
umn contains each number exactly once. Two Latin squares,
A = [Ai j] and B = [Bi j], are orthogonal if allordered pairs
(Ai j, Bi j) are distinct. There are at mostd − 1 OLSs and this
set is called complete. A set of orthogonal Latin squares can
be augmented by two other orthogonal squares, which are not
Latin: in the first squareAi j = i, and in the secondAi j = j.
From the augmented set one can build acombinatorial design
called anet [14]. It has the form of a table with as many rows
as squares in the augmented set, i.e.M = L + 2, whereM is
the number of rows andL is the number of OLSs [20].

Qubit. Consider the squares ford = 2. We link them with
complementary measurements of a qubit. The augmented set
of orthogonal squares reads

0 1
0 1

0 0
1 1

0 1
1 0

(1)

The right square is Latin, the left and middle square are or-
thogonal to each other and to the Latin square. These three
squares lead to the net design on the left, in which numbers
are represented by pairsm n in modulo-two decomposition:

b = 0 b = 1

00 01 10 11

00 10 01 11

00 11 01 10

m = b?

n = b?

m + n = b?
(2)

On the right, we write down thecomplementary questions as-
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sociated with each row. They are answered by pairsm n in the
left and right column of the net design (left column→ answer
0, right column→ answer 1).

The complementary questions can be answered in quantum
experiments involving MUBs. Consider a device encoding the
parametersm andn via application of the unitarŷU = σ̂m

x σ̂
n
z .

When it acts on|z±〉 states, they get a phase dependent onn
and are flippedm times. Thus, knowing the initial state, a
final measurement in the ˆσz eigenbasis revealsm, giving the
answer to the first complementary question. Similar reason-
ing applied to|x±〉 and|y±〉 states shows that they answer the
second and the third complementary question, respectively.

Prime dimensions. For primed the net hasd + 1 rows. Let
us arrange it such that the non-Latin squares correspond to the
first two rows. Their entries are the answers to the questions
about the values ofm andn. This time, each entry takes on
one ofd values. The entries in all other rows are generated
from the following formula

n = am + b, (3)

where the integera = 1, ..., d − 1 enumerates the rows of the
table other than those corresponding to the non-Latin squares,
while the integerb = 0, ..., d−1 enumerates different columns,
and the sum is modulod. The origin of Eq. (3) will be clear
soon. The table is built in the following way: (i) choose the
row, a, and the column,b; (ii) vary m = 0, ..., d − 1 and com-
puten according to (3); (iii) write pairsm n in the cell. For
example, ford = 3, one has

b = 0 b = 1 b = 2

00 01 0210 11 1220 21 22

00 10 2001 11 2102 12 22

00 11 2201 12 2002 10 21

00 12 2101 10 2202 11 20

m = b?

n = b?

n = m + b?

n = 2m + b?
(4)

The complementary questions, of Eq. (3), are given on the
right. Different values ofa enumerate these questions and
different values ofb enumerate possible answers.

We shall see, again, that the complementary questions can
be answered using MUBs. Consider encoding of parameters
m andn via application ofÛ = X̂mẐn, whereX̂mẐn span a
unitary operator basis [15]. In the basis ofẐ, denoted as|κ〉,
the twoelementary operators are defined by

Ẑ|κ〉 = ηκd |κ〉, X̂|κ〉 = |κ + 1〉, (5)

whereηd = exp (i2π/d) is a complexdth root of unity. For
the same reasons as for a qubit, the first two questions are
answered by applyinĝU on an eigenstates of̂Z and X̂ op-
erators, and then by measuring the emerging state in these
bases. In all other cases, the action of the device is, up to
a global phase,̂U ∝ (X̂Ẑa)mẐb, which follows from Eq. (3)
and the commutation relation for the elementary operators,
ẐX̂ = ηdX̂Ẑ. The eigenstates of thêXẐa operator, expressed
in the Ẑ basis, are given by| j〉a = (1/

√
d)
∑d−1
κ=0 η

− jκ−asκ
d |κ〉,

wheresκ = κ+ ...+ (d− 1) [5], and theẐ operator shifts them:
Ẑ| j〉a = | j−1〉a. After the device,| j〉a is shifted exactlyb times
and subsequent measurement in this basis reveals the answer
to theath question. On the other hand, the eigenbases ofX̂Ẑa

for a = 1, ..., d − 1 and eigenbases of̂X andẐ are known to
form a complete set of MUBs [5]. Not only the number of
MUBs is the same as the number of OLSs, but they are in-
dexed by the same variable,a. This is the relation we were
looking for.

Powers of primes. If d is a power of a prime, a complete
set of OLSs is obtained using operations in the finite field of
d elements, and one expects that a complete set of MUBs also
follows from the existence of the field. Indeed, explicit formu-
lae for MUBs in terms of the field operations were presented
by Durt [7]. Here, we prove this result in a simple way re-
lated to [16], using the theorem of Bandyopadhyayet al. [5]:
If there is a set of orthogonal unitary matrices, which can be
partitioned into M subsets of d commuting operators, then
there are at least M MUBs [21]. Joint eigenbases of thed
commuting operators form MUBs.

To illustrate the idea, consider again primed. The com-
plete set of OLSs is obtained from the field using Eq. (3):n is
the number which stands at position (m, b) of theath square.
Take the orthogonal unitary operatorsŜ mn = X̂mẐn with their
powersm n taken from the first column of the net. The cell
of the first and second row corresponds to the eigenbases of
Ẑ andX̂, respectively, whereas the other rows are defined by
b = 0, i.e. n = am. According to the commutation rule of
the elementary operatorŝX andẐ, Ŝ mn andŜ m′n′ commute if
and only if mn′ − m′n = 0 modd. Thus, for a fixed row,
i.e. fixed a, the set ofd operatorsŜ mn commute, because
m(am′) − m′(am) = 0, and, due to the mentioned theorem,
there is a set ofd + 1 MUBs.

For d = pr being a power of a prime, the OLSs and the net
are generated by the formula

n = a ⊙ m ⊕ b, (6)

where⊙ and⊕ denote multiplication and addition in the field,
a, b,m, n ∈ Fd are field elements, anda , 0. The first two
rows of the table are defined bym = b andn = b. In the case
of d = 4, the four elements{0, 1, ω, ω + 1} of the fieldF4 (ω
is the root ofx2+ x+ 1 [16]), when indexed with the numbers
{0, 1, 2, 3}, lead to the following net design:

00 01 02 0310 11 12 1320 21 22 2330 31 32 33

00 10 20 3001 11 21 3102 12 22 3203 13 23 33

00 11 22 3301 10 23 3202 13 20 3103 12 21 30

00 12 23 3101 13 22 3002 10 21 3303 11 20 32

00 13 21 3201 12 20 3302 11 23 3003 10 22 31

(7)

We shall use the concept of a basis in the finite field. The
basis in the fieldFd consists ofr elementsei, with i = 1, ..., r.
Every basis has a unique dual basis,e j, such that tr(ei ⊙ e j) =
δi j, where the trace in the field, tr(x), maps elements ofFd into
the elements of the prime fieldFp. It has the following useful
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properties: tr(x ⊕ y) = tr(x) + tr(y), and tr(a ⊙ x) = a tr(x),
where operations on the right-hand side are modulop anda
is in the prime field. We decomposem in the basisei, m =
m1⊙ e1⊕ ...⊕mr ⊙ er, wheremi = tr(m⊙ ei), andn in thedual
basis,n = n1 ⊙ e1 ⊕ ... ⊕ nr ⊙ er, with ni = tr(n ⊙ ei). Due to
the properties of the trace in the field and the dual basis

tr(m ⊙ n) =
r∑

i=1

mini = ~m · ~n, (8)

where~m = (m1, ...,mr) and~n = (n1, ..., nr) have components
in the prime field, i.e. numbers{0, ..., p − 1}.

Consider operators defined by the decomposition ofm and
n, Ŝ ~m~n = X̂m1

p Ẑn1
p ⊗ ... ⊗ X̂mr

p Ẑnr
p , where e.g.Xmi

p is the uni-
tary operator acting on theith p-dimensional subspace of the
globald-dimensional space. OperatorsS ~m~n form an orthogo-
nal basis. They commute, if and only if~m · ~n′ − ~m′ · ~n = 0
mod p. Take the operators corresponding to a fixed row of
the first column of the net, i.e.a is fixed, b = 0 and there-
fore n = a ⊙ m. From Eq. (8), all thesed operators commute
if tr(m ⊙ a ⊙ m′) = tr(m′ ⊙ a ⊙ m), which is satisfied due to
associativity and commutativity of multiplication in the field.
Therefore, their eigenbases define MUBs. Again, each row of
the table is linked with the MUB.

Reconsider the example ofd = 4. Choose (e1, e2) = (ω, 1)
as a basis in the field, such that the numbersm are decomposed
into pairsm → m1 m2 in the usual way: 0→ 0 0, 1→ 0 1,
2→ 1 0, 3→ 1 1. The dual basis reads (e1, e2) = (1, ω + 1),
which implies that the numbersn are decomposed into pairs
n → n1 n2 as follows: 0→ 0 0, 1→ 1 0, 2→ 1 1, 3→ 0 1.
Each pair of numbers of table (7) is now writtenvertically as
a combination of two pairs of numbers:

00 01 01 0000 01 01 0010 11 11 1010 11 11 10

00 00 01 0110 10 11 1100 00 01 0110 10 11 11

00 00 10 1001 01 11 1101 01 11 1100 00 10 10
00 10 00 1000 10 00 1001 11 01 1101 11 01 11

00 01 11 1001 00 10 1101 00 10 1100 01 11 10

00 10 01 1100 10 01 1101 11 00 1001 11 00 10

00 01 10 1101 00 11 1001 00 11 1000 01 10 11

00 11 01 1000 11 01 1001 10 00 1101 10 00 11

00 00 11 1101 01 10 1001 01 10 1000 00 11 11
00 11 00 1100 11 00 1101 10 01 1001 10 01 10

(9)

MUBs are formed by the eigenbases of operators ˆσm1
x σ̂

n1
z ⊗

σ̂m2
x σ̂

n2
z , where the powers are taken from the first column of

this table. The result is in agreement with other methods [5,
6]. The complementary questions answered by the states of
these MUBs are formulated in terms of individual bitsm1, m2,
n1, n2, which are encoded bŷU = σ̂m1

x σ̂
n1
z ⊗ σ̂m2

x σ̂
n2
z . E.g.,

the question of the last row is about the values ofm1 + n1 and
m2 + n2.

General dimension. Tarry was the first to prove that no
two OLSs of order six exist [17], i.e. the net ford = 6 has

only three rows. The operatorsX̂mẐn commute for numbersm
andn from the first cell of these rows and the corresponding
MUBs are the eigenbases ofX̂, Ẑ andX̂Ẑ.

More generally, the lower bound on the number of OLSs
was given by MacNeish [18]. If two squares of ordera are
orthogonal,A ⊥ B, and two squares of orderb are orthogonal,
C ⊥ D, then the squares obtained by a direct product, of order
ab, are also orthogonal,A × C ⊥ B × D. This implies that
the number of OLSs,L, of orderd = pr1

1 ...p
rn
n , with pi being

prime factors ofd, is at leastL ≥ mini(pri
i − 1), wherepri

i − 1
is the number of OLSs of orderpri

i . A parallel result holds for
MUBs. If |a〉 and|b〉 are the states of two MUBs in dimension
d1, and |c〉 and |d〉 are the states of MUBs in dimensiond2,
then the tensor product bases|a〉⊗ |c〉 and|b〉⊗ |d〉 form MUBs
in dimensiond1d2. Thus, ford = pr1

1 ...p
rn
n there are at least

mini(pri
i + 1) MUBs.

In general, we know more about the number of OLSs than
about the number of MUBs [14]. We shall use this knowledge
to derive conditions which restrict the form of MUBs. First
we introduce operators, defined by the complete set of MUBs,
which are orthogonal if and only if there exists a complete set
of OLSs. Since there is no complete set of OLSs for dimen-
sion six, there is no complete set of MUBs for which these
operators are orthogonal. The operators are defined as

B̂n0...nd = 11+
d∑

m=0

d−1∑

ξ=1

η
nmξ

d S ξm, (10)

where nm = 0, ..., d − 1 and S ξm =
∑d−1

j=0 η
jξ
d | j〉m〈 j| have

MUBs as eigenbases,m = 0, ..., d. The trace scalar product
Tr(B̂†n0...nd

B̂n′0...n
′
d
) is given byd2(k−1), wherek denotes the sum

of Kronecker deltas,k ≡ δn0n′0
+ ... + δndn′d

. OperatorsB̂n0...nd

and B̂n′0...n
′
d

are orthogonal if and only ifk = 1, i.e.nm = n′m
for exactly onem. This condition applied tod2 orthogonal
operators, defines a complete set of orthogonal squares. Take
d2 orthogonal operatorŝBn0(b)...nd(b) with b = 1, ..., d2 and con-
siderd + 1 squares defined by their indicesnm(b) for a fixed
m. If the squares were not orthogonal, one could find at least
two identical pairs, (nm(b), nm′(b)) = (nm(b′), nm′(b′)), imply-
ing that operators (10) are not orthogonal (k ≥ 2).

The second condition is obtained by noting that a net de-
fines “orthogonal” functions,Fa(m, n), which give the column
of theath row where the pairm n is entered. The orthogonal-
ity means that for the pairsm n for which the functionFa(m, n)
has a fixed value, the functionFa′(m, n) acquires all its values.
We show that ifd2 unitaries,Ûmn, shift (up to a phase) the
states of different bases in accordance with the net

Ûmn| j〉a ∝ | j + Fa(m, n)〉a, (11)

then these bases are MUBs. For the proof, note that∑d−1
i′=0 |a〈i|i′〉a′ |2 = 1. From orthogonality of the functions, this

sum can be written as
∑
S |a〈 j+Fa(m, n)| j′+Fa′ (m, n)〉a′ |2 = 1,

whereS is the set of pairsm n for which Fa(m, n) has a fixed
value. By (11), the last is

∑
S |a〈 j|Û†mnÛmn| j′〉a′ |2, which due

to unitarity, Û†mnÛmn = 11, is the sum ofd identical terms
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|a〈 j| j′〉a′ |2. Therefore,|a〈 j| j′〉a′ |2 = 1/d. Further, givend2

unitaries with property (11), one recovers the table in the fol-
lowing experiment: prepare|0〉a, act on it withÛmn, measure
in the same basis, and write the pairm n in theath row and the
column corresponding to the result. Thus, in dimension six,
there cannot be 36 unitaries satisfying (11), with the orthog-
onal functions, for more than three bases, because otherwise
one could construct more than three orthogonal squares of or-
der six, which is impossible.

Ontic models. OLSs or net designs can be used to construct
hidden-variable models which simulate results of comple-
mentary measurements on certain states. Recently, Spekkens
showed that only four “ontic states” (hidden variables) aresuf-
ficient to simulate complementary measurements of a qubit
prepared in a state of a MUB [13]. In his model, quantum
states of MUBs correspond to the “epistemic states” satisfying
the knowledge balance principle: the amount of knowledge
one possesses about the ontic state is equal to the amount of
knowledge one lacks [13]. This principle lies behind the net
design. Left table of (2) corresponds to the original Spekkens’
model: the numbers enumerate ontic states, cells correspond
to the epistemic states and rows to the complementary mea-
surements. All other tables generalize the model. To identify
the ontic state one needs two dits of information (there ared2

ontic states), whereas the epistemic state is defined by a single
dit, leaving the other one unknown.

The ontic states, ford being a power of a prime, are natu-
rally represented in the discrete phase space of Ref. [16]. This
space is a finite affine plane: it consists ofd2 points connected
with d(d+1) lines, which can be partitioned intod+1 sets ofd
parallel lines. The points of the plane correspond to the ontic
states, the lines to the epistemic states, parallel lines corre-
spond to distinguishable epistemic states and different sets of
parallel lines to the complementary measurements. Each point
lies on exactlyd + 1 lines belonging to all the complementary
measurements and therefore has a well-defined outcome for
all of them. The quantum states that have an ontic model are
described by the positive discrete Wigner functions. These
states require (a classical mixture of) only two dits to model d
outcomes ofd + 1 quantum complementary measurements.

To conclude, we have shown a one-to-one relation between
OLSs and MUBs, ifd is a power of a prime. In future it will be
interesting to find if this relation remains unchanged in gen-
eral. Some insight into this question can be gained from con-
siderations of specific dimensions in which the MacNeish’s
bound on OLSs is not tight [19].
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