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Abstract

Based on maximally entangled states, we explore the constructions of mutually unbiased bases in bipartite
quantum systems. We present a new way to construct mutually unbiased bases by difference matrices in
the theory of combinatorial designs. In particular, we establish ¢ mutually unbiased bases with ¢ — 1
maximally entangled bases and one product basis in C? @ C? for arbitrary prime power ¢. In addition,
we construct maximally entangled bases for dimension of composite numbers of non-prime power, such as
five maximally entangled bases in C'? ® C'2 and C?' ® C2?!, which improve the known lower bounds for
d = 3m, with (3,m) = 1 in C? @ C?. Furthermore, we construct p + 1 mutually unbiased bases with p

maximally entangled bases and one product basis in CP ® CP* for arbitrary prime number p.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The mutually unbiased bases (MUBs) are tightly related to the complementarity of measure-
ments on complementary quantum mechanical observables [34]. They are widely utilized in quan-
tum state tomography [20, 40], quantum kinematics [14] and quantum error correction codes [31].
Moreover, MUBs also play an important role in various tasks in quantum information processing
such as quantum key distribution [7], cryptographic protocols [5, 7], mean king problem [2], quan-
tum teleportation and superdense coding [13, 32, 33]. Two orthonormal bases B; = {|¢;) ?;01 and

By = {|¢;) ;l;é of a d-dimensional vector space C? are called mutually unbiased if

1
7 i) = > 7:7 ) € d ) (1)
[(¢3]4)] 7 (i,7 € [d])
where [d] = {0,1,...,d — 1}. It implies that if a system is in an eigenstate of a certain basis, the

measurement outcome with respect to the corresponding MUBs is completely uncertain.

It has been shown that there are no more than d + 1 MUBs in C%, which can be attained when
d is a single prime power [20, 40]. For instance, for any prime dimension d = p, the eigenstates
of the p + 1 operators, Z, X, XZ, XZ? ..., XZP~!, form a full set of (p + 1) Heisenberg-Weyl
MUBS, where Z and X are the generalized Pauli operators such that X |j) = |j + 1 mod d) and
Z|j) = w?|j) for the given d-dimensional basis |5), j € [d]. For d = p", the unitary operators
Xhzh @ ... @ X*Z™ k; l; € [p], acting on the Hilbert space C? ® - - - @ CP, generate the
complete set of MUBs. By partitioning the operators into d + 1 commuting classes, the common
eigenvectors of the operators in each class just constitute one of the bases. Moreover, the d + 1
classes yield d + 1 unbiased bases [19]. Nevertheless, when d is a composite number of non-prime

power, the maximum number of MUBs of C4 is still unknown.

Quantum entanglement is considered to be one of the most striking features of quantum me-
chanics. Especially the maximally entangled states such that whose reduced states are maximally
mixed play an important role in quantum information processing. Recent years, the study on mu-
tually unbiased maximally entangled bases (MUMEBSs) has attracted much attention [8, 24, 35,
37,39, 42]. Let M(d, d’) be the maximal cardinality of any set of MUMEBs in C% ® C%. Liu et
al. constructed p;' — 1 MUMEBs in C¢ ® C¢ for d = p{* - - - p% with p{* < -+ < p2 [24]. Xu
constructed 2(d—1) MUMEBs in C¢®C? for d = p®, and min{q, M (d, d)} MUMEBs in C?®C4?
for d = p® and ¢ = p'®’ [42]. Cheng et al. constructed 2(p{* — 1) MUMEBs in C? ® C? for odd
d = p{* - p% with p§* < -+ < p%, and min{(p})*t + 1, M(d, d)} MUMEBs in C¢ @ C*? for
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odd d and k = (p})®1 - - - (p})* with (p})®1 < --- < (p})°, which improved Liu’s and Xu’s results
[8].

Difference matrix was first introduced by Bose and Bush in combinatorial designs [4]. It has
been studied primarily as a consequence of their uses in the constructions of orthogonal arrays
and Latin squares (see, for example, [3, 11]). Difference matrix has also been found useful in
the constructions of authentication codes without secrecy [38], data compression [22], software

testing [9, 10] and general Steiner triple systems related to constant weight codes [41].

In this paper, by using difference matrices we investigate the mutually unbiased bases for max-
imally entangled bases in bipartite systems. We introduce some basic definitions and facts needed
in Sec. IL. In Sec. III, we present ¢ MUBs with ¢ — 1 MEBs and one product basis (PB) in C? @ C4
for arbitrary prime power ¢. In addition, we present MUMEBs for the dimension of composite
numbers of non-prime power such as 5 MUMEBs in C'?2 ® C'2, 5 MUMEBs in C*'  C?!. In Sec.
IV, we directly establish a connection between a difference matrix and maximally entangled bases.
Finally, we provide p + 1 MUBs with p MEBs and one PB in C? ® C?” for arbitrary prime number
p. By the way, we also give the corresponding examples in C!'? @ C!2, C3 @ C° and C* @ C°.

Conclusions and discussions are given in Sec. V.

II. DIFFERENCE MATRICES AND LATIN SQUARES

In this section, we introduce the concepts of difference matrix and Latin square. As well as
we give the connection between a difference matrix and a Latin square. Meanwhile we also prove

some preliminary results needed for the rest sections.

Let (G, ®) be a group of order d. A (d, N, \)-difference matrix denoted by (d, N, \)-DM is
an N x \d matrix M = (m;) with entries from G, so that for different i, j € [N], the multiset
{my @mj_l1 : 1 € [Ad]} contains every element of G \ times. When G is abelian, typically additive
notation is used, so that difference m; — m;; is employed. In this paper, we default that the index
of the row of a DM begins at 0.

A difference matrix is normalized if all entries in its first row are all the identity element of
the group GG. Obviously, any difference matrix can be written as normalized by m, 11 action on
any element m;; in ith-row in M for each ¢ € [N] and [ € [A\d]. Note that if a difference matrix

is normalized, then each element occurs exactly A times in arbitrary row except for the Oth-row.
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Otherwise, if a difference matrix only consists of rows with each element occurring exactly A

times, then it can always be written as normalized by adding a row with all identity.

Example I1.1 Below is a normalized (12,6,1)-DM in Zy x Zg which will be used to construct
MUMEBs and PB in C'* @ C'.

00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00
00 01 02 03 04 05 10 11 12 13 14 15
00 03 10 01 13 15 02 12 05 04 11 14
M = : (2)
00 12 01 15 05 13 03 14 02 11 10 04
00 04 15 14 02 11 12 10 13 01 03 05

00 10 12 02 11 01 13 15 04 14 05 03

A Latin square of order d, denoted by LS(d), is a d x d array in which each cell contains a single
symbol from a d-set .5, such that each symbol occurs exactly once in each row and exactly once in
each column. Let M = (m;;) be a (d, N, \)-DM in a group (G, ®), and m; be the multiset formed
by the elements of the ith-row of M, ¢ € [N]. Forany g € G, definem; ©g = {m;®g : | € [\d]}.
Any multiset m; ® g is called a translate of the ith-row of M. Then, define Dev(M) to be the
collection of all d translates of all rows of M, i.e. Dev(M) ={m;®g: g € G,i € [N]}. Dev(M)
is called the development of M. Actually, when M is normalized and A = 1, the development of

the ith-row of M forms a Latin square of order d for 1 <¢ < N — 1.

Concerning the development, let us consider a non-normalized (¢, ¢+ 1, ¢)-DM for detail which
will be needed for rest sections. Let ¢ be a prime power and [F, be a finite filed of order q. Denote
Fy={ap=0,a1 =1,0ay,..., a1} and F; = {a; = 1, a9,..., 41} the multiplicative group

of F,. Then M isa (g, q+ 1,q)-DM as follows [11]:

0 0 PEEEY 0 PEEEY al DY al DY al DY aq_l DY aq_l
0 1 g1 0 Q; g1 0 g1
O 1 aq_l al al_i_aj ai+aq_l ...aq_l... aq_1+aq_l
M = ,

0 ag ~ragag1- ;- gy QG Qg1 Qg1 Qg1 Qg
0« 2 e QU o 2 2

g—1 gy _q «; Qi + ag-10 o + Qg1 Qg1 Qg1+ Qg1

N g JEEEE g P
P P Py 3)



with the partitions Py, Py, ..., P,_y, where P, is a (¢ + 1) x ¢ submatrix for i € [g]. Actually, if
r > 1, each translate of the rth-row of A forms a Latin square. Namely, for any fixed oy, € F, we
can define a Latin square of order ¢ with L(%, j) = «; + a1 + au, 4, § € [g], where ¢ (j) is the
index of row (column) in Latin square. On the other hand, there contain exactly ¢ intersections in
any two translates respectively from the rth-row and the r'th-row of M for r # r’. Moreover each
symbol in [, appears exactly once in these intersections. Especially, when ¢ is a prime number,

we have the following results, see Appendix A for the proof.

Lemma IL.L1 When p is a prime number, for positive r # 1’ the p intersection points of any
two translates respectively from the rth-row and the r'th-row in the difference matrix M (3) are

different and have the properties below:

1. if r = 1landr' = 2, the p intersection points just appear at the development of submatrix P,

for some i € [p|;

2. ifr = 1 and v' > 2, the p intersection points are respectively from the development of
submatrix P; for each i € [p]. Moreover, the difference of two adjoining intersections is a

fixed number;

3. ifr,r’ > 1, the p intersection points are respectively from the development of submatrix P;

with the same column index j for each i € [p|. Moreover, the intersections just constitute a

shiftof (0,1,...,p—1).

Musto introduced the concept of weak orthogonal Latin squares (WOLS) in order to construct
MUMEBEs [25]. Given a pair of Latin squares L and K with entries /;; and k;; respectively, they
are weak orthogonal when for all different ¢, j € [d], if there exists a unique s € [d] such that
lis = kjs. A setof t > 2 Latin squares of order d, say L', L?, ..., L, is said to be mutually weak
orthogonal, denoted by t-MWOLS(d), if L* and L’ are weak orthogonal forall 1 < i < j < ¢.

Actually, difference matrix has a close relationship with weak orthogonal Latin squares.
Lemma IL.2 Corresponding to every normalized (d, N, 1)-DM, there is an (N — 1)-MWOLS(d).

Proof. Assume M = (m;;) is a normalized (d, N, 1)-DM based on group G. Let L' be the
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development of the ith-row of M, 1 <i < N —1,1i.e.,

mig ©go Mi2©Ogo -+ Mig® go
i | ™ ©gr MmpOgr o Mg O g1 ’ @)
M1 © ga—1 M2 © ga—1 =+ Mid © Jda—1

where g, € G, s € [d]. Obviously, L', L?,--- and L~! are LS(d)s. For any i # j,s,s’ € [d],

if My © gy = mye ® gy, then m3} © my, = gy © g7

Since M is a difference matrix, so
there exactly exists one solution of z € [d]. Therefore, L' and L’ are weak orthogonal for any

1<i#j<N-1.0

Corollary IL.3 For a normalized (d, N, 1)-DM, any translate of the rth-row and any translate of

the r'th-row of the DM just intersect at one point for arbitrary 1 < r #r' < N — 1.

III. CONSTRUCTIONS FOR MUMEBS IN C? ® C?

In this section, we construct mutually unbiased maximally entangled bases and product basis
from a (d, N,1)-DM in C? @ C?. A bipartite pure state |¥) in systems A and B is said to be
maximally entangled in C*@C? (d < d') if and only if for an arbitrary given orthonormal complete
basis {|¢;)}{= of the subsystem A, there exists an orthonormal basis {[t/;) ?':—01 of the subsystem

B such that
1
W) = N > 10 @ [1s).

i€[d]
A basis of C? ® C¥ (d < d') constituted by maximally entangled states is called a maximally
entangled basis (MEB).

A complex Hadamard matrix of order d is a d x d matrix [ with entries H;; such that

HHT = dId7 2 HipH;p = déij, (6)
pEld]
peEld]

where [; is the identity matrix of order d. Obviously, Fy,=VdF,isa complex Hadamard matrix

with F}; corresponding with the d x d Fourier matrix.
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Lemma III.1 Given N indexed families of complex Hadamard matrices Hy, Hy, ..., Hy_1 of
order d. With respect to a normalized (d, N, 1)-DM, there exist N MUBs with N — 1 MEBs and a

PBin C¢® C“,

Proof. Assume that M is a normalized (d, N, 1)-DM, and L" = (I7;) is the development of the
rth-row of M for 1 < r < N — 1. Define

A=l e ZH\k><k\Ho|j>,z',j e [d], (8)
kEld
Af; = ﬁkez[d] ir) & |k) (k| H,|j),5,5 € [d),1 <r < N—1. ©)

It is easy to check that {A?; : i,j € [d]} is aset of PB and {A] : 4,j € [d]} is a set of MEB for

each 1 <r < N — 1. Next we show the mutual unbiasedness.

Forany 1 <r < N — 1, we have

(A2, A7 ;)| = 3 |(kIH,|5)* (k| Hol )|

Ql— Xl

Forany 1 <r # ' < N — 1, by Corollary II.3 we have

= | 2 (Ul ) (kK (k| H|7)* (' H e |5)

Z?j’ i’
k,k'€[d]

(A7, A7)

= g | 22 il ) (kL ) (k| Hy | 57)

keld]

| (K[ H[ 7)™ (k[ H|57)]

Ul

1
d
1
a

which completes the proof. [J

Example II1.1 As an example of the Lemma II1.1, we have that there exist 5 MUMEBs and a PB
from a normalized (12,6, 1)-DM in C'? @ C'2, see Appendix B for the detailed expressions.

There have been fruitful results on the researches of difference matrices, not only for different
orders, but also for abelian and non-abelian groups [6, 12, 15, 16, 27-29]. Below are some useful

properties of difference matrices.

Lemma IIL2 (/6, 12, 15, 16, 27])



1. For any prime power q, there exists a (q,q,1)-DM and a (q,q + 1, q)-DM.

2. Suppose G is any group of order d, then there exists a (d,p,1)-DM over G where p is the

smallest prime dividing d.
3. A(d,4,1)-DM exists if and only if d > 4 and d # 2 (mod 4).

4. A (d,5,1)-DM exists over Zq if and only if d is odd and d & {3,9}, except possibly when
d = 9p and p is an odd prime other than 3,5,7,11,13,17,19,23,29, 31, or 109.

5. If m # 3,9 is odd and not of the form 9n, n not divisible by 3,5,7,11,13,17, 23, 29,
31, or 109, then there exists a (16m, 5, 1)-DM over Dihedral group D(8m).

Lemma IIL3 (/1, 11, 21, 23, 36]) There exists a (12,6,1)-DM, (21,6,1)-DM, (24,8,1)-DM,
(33,6,1)-DM, (39,6,1)-DM, (48,9,1)-DM, (51,6,1)-DM, (57,7,1)-DM, (75,8,1)-DM and
(273,16,1)-DM .

Combing Lemma III.1-1II.3, we have the main results of this section.

Theorem IIL.4  [. For any prime power q, M(q,q) > q — 1.
2. For any group G of order d, M(d,d) > p — 1, where p is the smallest prime dividing d.
3. Ifd > 4 and d # 2 (mod 4), then M (d,d) > 3.

4. If disodd and d ¢ {3,9}, then M(d,d) > 4 except possibly when d = 9p and p is an odd
prime other than 3,5,7,11,13,17,19, 23,29, 31, or 109.

5. If m # 3,9 is odd and not of the form 9n, n not divisible by 3,5,7,11,13,17, 23, 29,
31, or 109, then M (16m,16m) > 4.

Theorem IIL5 M (12,12), M(21,21), M(33,33), M (39, 39), M(51,51) > 5; M(57,57) > 6;
M (24,24), M(75,75) > 7; M(48,48) > 8; and M(273,273) > 15.

Particularly, we compare the M (d, d) in the above theorem with other known results for some

small d with d = 3m in Table 1.



TABLE I. Lower bound on M(d, d) of MUMEBS for some small d with d = 3m, (3, m) = 1. a is the lower
bound value 2(p® — 1) when d is odd [8] and p® — 1 when d is even [24], where p® is the minimal prime
power factor of d; b is the lower bound value (p?>* — 1)/2 when d is odd and min{3(2! — 1), (p** — 1)/2}
when d is even [35], where p® is the minimal odd prime power factor of d and ¢ is the maximal positive

integer such that 2!|d; c is the lower bound in Theorem IIL5 in this paper.

d 12 21 24 33 39 48 51 57 75 273
M(d,d)* 2 4 2 4 4 2 4 4 4 4
M(d,d)® 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
M(d,d)° 5 5 7 5 5 8 5 6 7 15

IV. CONSTRUCTIONS FOR MUMEBS IN C? © CP’

Similar to the case of A\ = 1, for A > 2 the MEBs in C% ® C** also can be obtained from a
normalized (d, N, \)-DM. In this section, we introduce a method for constructing MEBs from a
normalized (d, N, \)-DM and a family of complex Hadamard matrices. Furthermore, we construct

mutually unbiased bases with MEBs and one PB in C? ® CP’ for arbitrary prime number p.

Lemma IV.1 Given a normalized (d, N+1, \)-DM with A > 2 and a family of complex Hadamard
matrices H} of order d for 1 <i < N — 1 and H]2 of order X for j € [N|, then N — 1 maximally

entangled bases and one product basis can be obtained in C* @ C.

Proof. Assume M = (m;;) to be the (d, N, \)-DM after removing the Oth-row of all identity
in a normalized (d, N + 1, \)-DM. Without loss of generality, suppose that the Oth-row in M is

0,...,0,...,d—1,...,d — 1) with every element repeated \ times.

Let S" = (sj;) be the development of the rth-row of M for r € [N]. Denote

Au=pne X |2)0HD, (10)
{ze[N\d]:s0, =5}
A= LS (R HM)K) @ ) (| H2|D), 11)
i m%:d}( | H17)[k) {me[)\c%{m:k}‘ ) (k| (D)

where 7,5 € [d], l € [\, 1 <r < N —1, j, or k, is the rank of element x in the set {z € [A\d] :

0

i 71 18 a product state, and

st = jor k} and here we default the rank starts from zero. Obviously A
Aj;; is a maximally entangled state under LU operation in C?®CMforeachl <r < N —1,

i,7 € [d], 1 €[]



Next we show the orthogonality. Firstly, for any ¢, 7,4, j' € [d] and [, I’ € [A], we have

(A7 AD ) = £0157) > o (wl) (e H D (o | HEI)
{w'eMd):sh, ="} {w€ M0, =5)

> el HEIL) (e HIL)iar 055
{ze[\d]:s), =5}
= 041010 -

>

Secondly, for any 7, j, 7', j' € [d],[,I’ € [N]and 1 <r < N — 1, we have
(A7 AG ) = 5q 2o (RIHMG) (kIH} ') > (k| H2T)* (ke | H2|I)
keld] {z€[Xd]:s], =sT, =k}
= ﬁkz[d}(k\ﬂﬂj)*<k|ffﬂj'> > (R HZ|)*(RIHZ|I') 0y
S

he(A]

= 04ir 0+ O -

O

(12)

(13)

Example IV.1 There exist 4 MEBs and one PB from a non-normalized (3,5, 2)-DM in C3 @ C°.

See Appendix C for the details.

We now use the Heisenberg-Weyl MUBs as the complex Hadamard matrices. In fact, when p

is prime, the Heisenberg-Weyl MUBs can be written in matrix form, with M, = I, M, = I}, and

M;yy = D'F, fori =1,...,p— 1, where I is the identity matrix; F}, is the p x p Fourier matrix

and D is a diagonal matrix [19]. For instance, when p = 3 or 5, the complete sets are generated by

using D3 = diag(1,ws,ws) and Dy = diag(1,ws, ws, ws,ws). We show some properties on these

Heisenberg-Weyl MUBs below.

LemmalIV.2 1. Y |(i|D"F,|j)*(i|D™ F,|j')| = \/p. Moreover

i€[p]

Z{p] [(ilL15)* (i D™ F, |5 = /P for any m # m' € [p] and j, j' € [p).
1€

2. (i|D™E,)j)*(i| D™ E,|5') = (i| D™ " E, |5 — j) for any i, j,m,m’ € [p].

Proof. (i) is obvious since I, DF,,, ..., DP~'F, are constituted by p + 1 MUBs. For the case (ii),

suppose D = diag(w]® = 1,w", ... w,"""). Then we have

(D™ Ey ) (I D™ By |57y = ((wpr) ™) (wp)™ wyf)

_ (wgi>m’—mwi(ﬁ 7)

= (i| D™ =" F, |5 — j).



Theorem IV.3 For prime number p, there exist p+ 1 MUBs with p MEBs and one PB in CP ® cr.

Proof. Suppose H} = Diﬁ’p and HJ2 = Fp for1 < i < p,j € [p]. Assume that M is a non-
normalized (p,p + 1, p)-DM defined in Eq. (3) and S” = (sj;) is the development of the 7 th-row
of M for 1 <r <p.Let{A},,:i,j,1 € [p]} and {A7;, :4,5,1 € [p]}, 1 < r < p, be the PB and
MEBs defined in Lemma IV.1, where d = p, N = p 4 1 and A = p. Namely,

Aj=glive X [l B, (14)
{z€p?]:sy, =7}
A= 2 (kIDTE[5)[k) @ 3 |2) (k| F|1). (15)
kelp] {z€[p?]:s], =k}

Next we show the unbiasedness. Firstly for any 1 < r < p, we have

(A7

Z7j7l’

Ayl = g GID BN S GBI GBI

{oelp?):sl, =7, =7)
= L GID7 By )1l Fyl1) (G| 1)
N
T pyp’

Secondly for any 1 < r # 1/ < p, by Lemma II.1 and Lemma IV.2 we have

(A7 A )l = 35 | 22 (kID"E )" (k| D™ E ) 2. (ko B 1) (kal B 1)

i,3,0
ke(p] {xe[p2]:sfw:s:,/z:k}

= g2 | 2 (kID"Ey ) (kID™ By |3') (k| El)* (al |V

kelp]

3

= 2 | S AKID" B — )kl Bl — 1) (16)

kelp]

3

If r = 1 and v’ = 2, since the ith-row and the 4'th-row in S° and S* just intersect at p points
in the development of P, for a certain & by Lemma II.1, one has k, = h for any k& € [p|. Thus
(0| Fp|I = 1), Q| EL1 = 1), -+ (p = 1| E I = 1) = w"@=D(1,1, -, 1). Therefore, Eq. (16)

can be further written as
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1

> (KIDE|j = ) (ko EplU = 1)

e
=32 W (k|DE,|j" — 5) (0| E,[l — 1)
kep]
=32 (k| DE|j" — ) (0| Fp|l' = 1)
kep]
1
=

If r =1and 7' > 2 with ¢ > 1, by Lemma II.1 the difference of the two adjoining intersections
of the ith-row and the 7'th-rowis (g —1)7',i.e.,if k, = hand k, = h+1,thenk — k' = (g— 1)L,
Hence, we have 0, — 1, = g — 1 and k, — (k + 1), = g — 1, which implies that (<0x|Fp|l/ —
D, (|l = 1), (p = 1B |l — 1)) = wP=D(1,0p= 0= D=0 Lo p=la=DE-DE =D with

0, = h. Therefore, Eq. (16) can be written as

L | 32 (KIDT B = ) (ke B 1 — 1)
kelp]
= L | 2 WMD" B | = ) (kIE,| - (g — 1)(I' = 1))
ke[p]
_ 1
- 2

Ifr,r" > 1,withg # ¢’ € {1,...,p— 1}, since the intersections of the ith-row and the 'th-row

just constitute a shift of (0,1,2,...,p — 1) by Lemma IL1, we have ((0,|F,|I' — 1), (1,|F,|l" —

), (p— 1| E I = 1)) = W=D (1, w0 ... @ DE-D) with 0, = h. Therefore, Eq. (16)

can also be written as

7 k;]<k|Dr’-er\j' — )k B 1 1)
Elp
= | WD B DA 1)
elp
_ 1
_ L

O

Example IV.2 There exist 3 MUMEBs and one PB from a non-normalized (3,4,3)-DM in C* @
C®, see Appendix D for the details.
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V. CONCLUSIONS

The Latin square has been used as a quite facilitating tool in the research of MUBs. After
Hayashi et al. first presented the proof of the existence of the solutions of the mean king’s problem
with maximal MUBs in prime power dimensions in terms of the mutually orthogonal Latin squares
[18], the mutually orthogonal Latin squares have been employed to study MUBs for single systems
as well as bipartite systems [25, 30, 37]. While the difference matrix can not only give rise to
mutually orthogonal Latin squares [1, 3, 11, 15, 21, 36], but also to the MUMEBs in a more direct
way, as shown in this paper. We conjecture that the difference matrix may be also applied to
construct MUBs in multipartite systems. Moreover, the difference matrix takes up less storage
space than Latin squares, since one row (except for the Oth row) in a normalized difference matrix

brings one or A Latin square(s).

We have introduced a new method for constructing MUMEBs via difference matrices in the
theory of combinatorial designs. By using difference matrices, we constructed ¢ mutually unbiased
bases with ¢ — 1 MEBs and one product basis in C?® C? for arbitrary prime power q. Furthermore,
we constructed MUMEBs for some dimension d = 3m, where (3,m) = 1 in C? ® C? such as
5 MUMEBSs in C!? @ C'? and 5 MUMEBs in C?! ® C?! etc. (see Table 1), which implied that
the bounds of MUMEBSs has large probability to be improved especially for bigger dimensions.
In addition, we constructed p + 1 mutually unbiased bases with p MEBs and one product basis
in C? ® C?’ for arbitrary prime number p. Concerning the existence of MUMEBSs there are still
many open problems, for example, about the improvement of the lower bound of M(3m, 3m) > 4

for any d = 3m with (3, m) = 1, and that of M(p, p*) > p for prime number.

Recently, many concepts related to the combinatorial designs have been generalized to the field
of quantum information, such as quantum Latin squares, quantum orthogonal arrays and quan-
tum Sudoku etc., which have a close relationship with the absolutely maximally entangled (AME)
states, k-uniform states, orthogonal quantum measurements and MUBs [17, 25, 26, 43]. Con-
cerning the relationship among difference matrices, Latin squares and orthogonal arrays, it would
be also interesting to consider quantum Latin squares, quantum orthogonal arrays or quantum
Sudoku from the view of difference matrices. Moreover, a quantum version of difference ma-
trix would also shed new light on the investigation of AME states, k-uniform states, orthogonal

quantum measurements and the related applications in quantum information processing.
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Appendix A: Proof of Lemma II.1

When p is a prime number, M can be written as

o0 --- 0 R i i ceep—1--- p—1
01 -+ p—1 ---0--- j e p=1 o 0 - p—1
M =
0 g --glp=1)-i--+ itgj -itglp—1)-p-1--(g+Dp-1)
Op—l---(p—1)2---i---z’—l—(p—1)j---i+(p—1)2---p—1--- 0
PO R Pp—l

Case r = 1 and 7’ = 2. For any s, s’ € [p], the equation j + s = i + j + s’ has p solutions given
by i =s— s and j € [p]. Thus the p intersections of the sth translate and the s'th translate of the

Ist-row and the 2nd-row are different and just located at the development of the submatrix P;_.

0 |-p=1] 0 |-{p—1f---| 0 |- ]p—1 0 |--p—=10- 0 |---lp=1]--|p—2
0 1 |- 0o |---] 1 |---] 0 1T | 0 (2] 1 [--] 0 |---p—1

Case r = 1l and " > 2 with ¢ > 1. For any s, s’ € [p], the equation j + s = i + gj + s’ has
p solutions given by i = s — s’ + (1 — ¢g)j and j € [p]. Thus the p intersections are different and
respectively from the development of the submatrix P;, i € [p]. Suppose jo + s = igp + gjo + &
and j; +s = (ip + 1) + gj1 + s'. Then we have jo = (g — 1) (—ip + s — &) and j; =
(9 — 1)7Y(—ip — 1 + s — §). Therefore, the difference of arbitrary two adjoining intersections is
+(g—1)"L

Case r,7’ > 1, withg # ¢ € {1,...,p — 1}. For any s, s" € [p|, the equation i + gj + s =
i+ ¢'j + s has p solutions given by j = (¢’ — g)~!(s — s') and i € [p]. Thus the p intersection
points are different and respectively located at the same column index j of the development of

submatrix P; for each i € [p]. Moreover they just constitute a shift of (0,1,...,p —1).

Appendix B: Example IIL.1: MUMEBs and PB in C'? @ C'?

Let L', i = 0,1, ..., 5, be the development of the ith-row of difference matrix (2) in Example
I1.1 as follows (Here we map Z, X Zg onto Z;, with bijection map f : (i, j) — 6i + 7).
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L2
L5

0(6(8|2|7|1{911{410/5|3

0(3(6|1|9(11{2|8|5|4|7|10
114712106 (3|9|0|5|8|11
215|8|3|11}7(4(10{1|0|9|6
310(9]1416|8|5[11]2|110]7
4(110/5]|719(0(6(3|2118
51211 0|810[1|7(4|3|6|9
6(9(0|7|3|5|8|2[11j10/1|4
T7TI110/1|8{4]0(9(3|6/112|5
8111{2]19|5|1|10{4|7|6|3|0
9(6(3|10/0|2{11}5|8|7|4]|1
10{7(4]11)113]6[0]9|8|5|2
1{7193[8(210/6|5(11{0|4
2|8110[4{9|31147({0|6|1|5
31911)5]10(4|6({8|1|7|2|0
S|11|7({1({6]0|8(10{3|9|4|2
6(0(2]|8]|1|7|3|5(10/411]9
7111319(2(8(4|011)5|6/|10
812(4]1013{9|5[1(6|0|7|11

11{8(5|612{4|7[1109|0|3
4106|0111 5({7]9]2(8|3]|1
9(13(5|11)4|10(0(2|7|1|8|6
10{4(0|6|5(11{1]3|8(2|9|7
11{5(1|71016|2[4]9|3 10,8

Ll
L4

04|11j10[2|7|8]6(9(1|3|5

0(112]|3(4|5]6|7|8|9]|10]11
1121314|5(0|7|8|9|10]11}6
2134|501 |8|9]10/11/6|7
3(415|0({1{2]910[11{6|7|8
4(510|1{2|3]1011{6(7|8|9
51012341116 7]|8]9]10
6(7|8|9(1011j0|1|2(3|4|5
71819101116 (1(2|3|4|5|0
81910111 6|7]2]3(4(5|0]|1
91011 6{7|8[3]4(5(0|1|2
10116 |7(8(9(4|5(0(1|2|3
1{5]6113(8|9|7(10[2]4|0
2|10|7|6[4]910/8]11)3|5|1
3(1|8|7|5(10[11}9(6(4|0|2
41219|8({0(11}610{7 (5|1 |3
513(10(9]116|7118|0|2|4
610/5|4|8({1(2(0|3|7|9]11
TILHO0|5]9(2(3|1|4|8{10/6
816|1|0(10[3(4|2|5|9|11)7
9(7|2|1|11{4|5|3|010/6|8
10[81312(6(5]04 (11179

1116|7|819(10[5(0|1|2]|3|4
11191413|7]0]1]5(2|6|8|1L0

F12 with

A

H;

LO
0|8[1[11)5|9(3(10/2|7|6|4
119(2(6(0(10{411|3|8|7|5
2110/3|7|1|11]/5|6]4|9(81|0
L3
Actually, L* is a Latin square of order 12 on Z5 for 1 < ¢ < 5. Set the complex Hadamard

Hy=...

0/10]0{0{0]0]0({0(0|0|0]0O
j1j1rjry1y1f1f1j1j1j1j1
212(2(2(2]2]2]|2|2|2(2|2
3131313131333 |3|3(3|3
4(4(41414|14|4(4(4/4/4)4
5|5(5(5|5|5|5|5|5|5(5|5
6|16|6|6(6|6|6|(6(6|6|6|6
T\T\T\ T\ T\ T\ T|T|7
818|8|8(8|8[8[8(8|8|8|8
9191919191919191919(9(9
1010(10/10j10{10{10{10{10{10O10JLO
111yt
311114|8(2]6[0|7|5]|10[9|1
416(5|9]|3|7|1|8(6/11/10|2
5|7|0(10[4|8(2(9(1|6|11]3
612|7|5(11}3]9(4(8]|1]|0110
71318|0(64(105|9]|2|1|11
81419(1|7|511{010/3|2|6
915]10[2|8(0(6|111]4|3|7
10(011)319|1|7[2]6|5|4|8

1111(6|4]110/2|8[3|7|0|5]|9

matrix H

T2 o0~ 0 mA

—33333333333

S w0 % S w0 o %

~T3 3333733333
18w 4w 18@ 4w 18@ 4w — Sw 4w

Mo T o~ 0m S

33333333333
16w 16@ 16@ 16@ 16w 16w

0 9 m o oo o~

=355 3%, R%RN S
=R R TR
=3RBRRRRRT
=555 E SRR

N MmN o~ 9o

333333333373

L e B B B e B B e B e B B B B |

I
N
o

111)(]0) + w?|1) 4+ w?|2) 4+ w®|3) + wH[4) + w7|5) + wb|6) + W™ |T) + wdI|8)
18

+w¥1(9) + w'%10) + w'I|11))

. Then the six bases can be written as follows:
10)(10) + w/|1) + w¥[2) + w¥3) + w¥|4) + WH[5) 4+ W (6) + wW|7) + W¥[8)

+w¥19) + w!'%(10) + w'[11)) ' ‘ ' ‘ ‘
11)(|0) + w?[1) + w?|2) + w7 |3) + wH|4) + W |5) + wb7|6) + w™|T) + wd|8)

+w%9) + wl%[10) + w!ld|11))

J=T
6
1
3
3
' 1
11,7 = 2/3

2

1

™
2

0

0
Ao
0
Al

where w = ¢



A5 = 550010 + @ [1)[1) +w?7]2)[2) + w?[3)[3) + w7 [4)[4) + w7[5)[5) + w[6)[6)
WYY + wB8)[8) 4+ w(9)[9) + w!%[10)]10) + w7 [11)]11))
= 7.5(110) +w[2)[1) + w[3)[2) + w¥ [4)[3) + w*[5)[4) + w7 |0)[5) + w® |7)[6)
+w™|8)[7) + wB7(9)[8) + w[10)]9) + w!%7|11)[10) + W' |6)]11))
A3 5 = 55(12)10) +wIB)1) +w[4)[2) +w[5)[3) +wHT[0)]4) +w[1)[5) + w7 |8)[6)
+w™9)|7) + w¥10)|8) + w|11)|9) + w!®7(6)[10) + WM |7)|11))
A3 = 553)10) + W [4)[1) + w?[5)[2) + w?7]0)[3) + w7 [1)]4) + w7[2)[5) + wO[9)[6)
+w™)10)|7) + w¥|11)[8) + w|6)|9) + w09 |7)|10) + wilF|8)|11))
Al = 55(1910) + w[5)[1) + w¥[0)[2) + w7 [1)|3) + w* |2)[4) + w7[3)|5) + w®[10)|6)
Fw 11| 7) + wB16)[8) + w|7)[9) + w7 |8)|10) + w'l7|9)[11))
A3 ;= 5515)10) + wI0)[1) + w¥ [1)[2) +w7[2)|3) + w* [3)[4) + w7]4)|5) + w®[11)|6)
+w16)]7) + W |7)[8) + w[8)]9) 4+ w!97]9)[10) + w7 [10)|11))
Ag; = 5.506)10) +w[T)[1) +w[8)[2) +w¥[9)[3) +w'[10)[4) + w7[11)|5) + w7|0)|6)
+w7j|1>| Y 4+ wB2)[8) + w[3)[9) + wl®]4)[10) + w'lI|5)[11))

1
A=

Az ;= 55D10) + w7 [8)[1) + w?[9)[2) + w?[10)|3) + wU[11)[4) + w™[6)[5) + w® [1)[6)
+w7J|2>|7> + wB3)[8) + w[4)]9) + wl%|5)|10) + w'|0)[11))
A§ ;= 55810 +w[9)]1) + w?[10)[2) + wH[11)[3) + w¥[6)|4) + w™ |T)[5) + w® |2)[6)

)
)
+w7J|3>|7> + wB7)4)|8) + w%|5)|9) + w!%|0)[10) + wild|1)|11))
A5 ;= 551910 +w[10)[1) + w? [11)|2) + w¥[6)[3) + w¥ |T)|4) + w™[8)[5) + w® [3)[6)
+w4)|T) + w|5)[8) 4+ w?(0)|9) + W% [1)[10) + w!l7|2)]11))
Afo; = 5u5(110)]0) + @’ [11)[1) + w[6)[2) + w¥|T)|3) + w¥|8)|4) + w7|9)|5) + wO7|4)6)
+w™5)|7) + w¥)0)[8) 4+ w[1)|9) + w'%]2)[10) + w!l7|3)|11))
)
)

Afy; = 55 (11)10) +w7[6)[1) +w?[7)[2) + w[8)[3) + w?[9)[4) + w7[10)[5) + w|5)]6)
+w™0)|7) + w7 1)[8) 4+ w[2)|9) + w7 [3)[10) + w!li|4)]11))

A3 = 5.510)]0) + w[3)[1) + w?[6)[2) + w¥ [1)[3) + w* |9)]4) + w7 [11)[5) + w®[2)[6)

+w™|8)|7) + w¥[5)[8) + w[4)[9) + w!%|7)[10) + w7 [10)|11))

ﬁg(ll>ll> + W [4)[1) + wH[7)[2) + w?7|2)(3) + w7 [10)|4) 4+ w57 |6)[5) + w57|3)[6)
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A2 ; = 55(15)10) + w’[2)]1) + w?[11)|2) + w3]0)|3) + w¥[8)|4) + w[10)[5) + w®[1)[6)
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5v3 (12)10) + w7 [10)[1) + w?[3)[2) + w¥|7)[3) + w¥[1)|4) + w[11)[5) + w® |5)[6)

+w™6)|7) + w7 |4)[8) 4+ w?(9)|9) + w'%[8)[10) + w!l7|0)|11))

A3 = 55(3)[0) + W [11)[1) + w7 [4)[2) + w7 [8)[3) + w/|2)|4) + w57|6)|5) + w7|0)|6)

+wT|T) + w|5)[8) 4+ w[10)]9) 4+ w7 |9)]|10) + w'lI|1)[11))
= ﬁg(l4>|0> + w![6)[1) + w?15)[2) + w?7|9)3) 4+ w7 |3)[4) + wD7|T7)[5) + wO[1)]6)
+w™8)|7) + wd7|6)[8) 4+ w[11)]9) 4+ w7 |10)[10) + w7 |2)[11))

= ﬁg(l5>|0> + W [T)[1) + w?10)|2) + w?7[10)|3) + w?[4)[4) 4+ w57 8)[5) + w57]2)|6)

+w9)7) + W [1)[8) + w[6)]9) 4+ w%[11)[10) + w'lF|3)|11))

5v3 (6)10) +w?[2)]1) + w??[7)|2) + w7]5)|3) + w7 [11)|4) + w™ [3)[5) + w®|9)[6)
FWT 7Y + wB8)[8) + w¥[1)]9) 4+ w!9]0)[10) + w7 [10)]11))

A% ;= 55UD10) +w[3)[1) +w[8)[2) +w¥]0)[3) +w[6)[4) + w7 [4)[5) +w®[10)]6)

+w™15)|7) + w¥(9)[8) + w(2)]9) 4+ W% [1)]10) + w7 [11)]11))

53 (18)10) + w7 [4)[1) + w?7[9)[2) + w7 [1)]3) + w¥[7)]4) + wO7[5)]5) + w[11)6)

+w™0)|7) + wB]10)|8) + w|3)[9) + w07 |2)|10) + w'li|6)[11))

5v3 (19)10) + w?[5)[1) + w?[10)[2) + w™¥|2)[3) + w[8)|4) + w™|0)[5) + w®|6)[6)

Fw D7) + w¥11)|8) + w7]4)[9) 4+ w%7|3)]10) + w'lI|7)[11))

Ay ; = 525(110)]0) + w?[0)[1) + w?[11)[2) + w¥[3)|3) + wH|9)|4) + w[1)|5) + w®|T) 6)

+w™2)|7) + w(6)[8) 4+ w?[5)|9) + w7 [4)[10) + w!l7|8)|11))

Aty ;= 52 (11)10) + w7 [1)[1) + w?[6)[2) + w7 [4)[3) + w?[10)|4) + w7 [2)[5) + w|8)]6)
+w™3)|7) + w¥|7)[8) 4+ w?|0)|9) + w7 [5)[10) + w!l7|9)]11))

3
A7

3
A2,j -

3
A4,j

3
A5,j

K
AGJ B

3
A5 =

S
A9,j -

—_ - =

N

A5 ; = 55(10)]0) + W [4)]1) + w [11)[2) + w¥7[10)[3) + w¥[2)[4) + w|7)|5) + w[8)|6)
+w16)|7) + wd(9)[8) + w[1)|9) + w'%[3)[10) + w!|5)[11))

Al = 55 (M) +w[5)[1) + w[6)2) +w [11)[3) + w?|3)|4) + w™[8)[5) +wO7|9)|6)
+WTHT) + wB[10)]8) + w%[2)|9) + w!%|4)[10) + w!lT|0)|11))

A3 ;= 575 (12)10) + w|0)[1) + w¥|7)[2) +w[6)]3) + w|4)[4) + w7|9)|5) + w®[10)|6)
+wW|8Y|7) + wB[11)]8) + w%3)|9) + w!%|5)[10) + w!ld|1)|11))

A5 = 55 (13)10) + W [1)[1) + w?[8)[2) + w¥|T)[3) + w*[5)]4) + w™[10)[5) +w*[11)]6)

+wWT19)|7) + wB6)[8) + w[4)[9) + w!97]0)[10) 4+ w1l |2)]11))

A = 7250410) +w[2)[1) +w]9)[2) + w7 [8)[3) + w7 [0)[4) + w[11)]5) + w[6)]6)
+wW10)|7) + wB|7)|8) + w[5)|9) + wl%|1)[10) + w'lF|3)|11))

A3 ;= 725(5)[0) +w?[3)[1) +w[10)[2) + w7[9)[3) + w¥[1)]4) + w7[6)]5) + wO[7)[6)
FWT11)]7) + wB[8)|8) + w|0)]9) + wi®7|2)|10) + w'lF|4)[11))

A3 = 5256)[0) +w[10)[1) + w?7[5)[2) + w7 [4)[3) + w¥[8)]4) + w7[1)]5) + w[2)[6)
+w™)0)]7) + w¥3)[8) + w¥[7)[9) + w!9]9)[10) + wl|11)[11))

A7 = 5= (10) + W [11)[1) + w?]0)[2) + w?7[5)[3) + w?[9)[4) + w7[2)[5) + w%[3)[6)
+W 1) 7) + wB[4)[8) + w[8)]9) + w!9%]10)[10) + wld|6)|11))

Al = ﬁ(l8>|0> + W’ [6)[1) + w[1)[2) + w?7|0)[3) + w[10)[4) + w7 [3)|5) + w®|4)[6)
+w™12)]7) + w¥[5)[8) + w(9)[9) 4+ w!%[11)[10) + wilI|7)|11))

Ag ;= ﬁ(l9>|0> + W |7)[1) + w?[2)[2) + w¥[1)[3) + w¥[11)[4) + w7 [4)|5) + w®[5)|6)
+wW™13)|7) + wB|0)|8) + w[10)|9) + w!®|6)[10) + w!lF|8)|11))

Alo; = 55(110)[0) +w?[8)[1) + w?[3)[2) + w¥[2)[3) + w[6)[4) + w7[5)[5) +w®7]0)[6)
+W D7) + wWB[1)[8) + w¥[11)|9) + w!%|7)[10) + w!lT|9)|11))

Aty ;= 55(11)10) + w?[9)[1) + w?7[4)[2) + w7[3)[3) + wl|T)|4) + w7]0)|5) + wO7[1)|6)
+wW15)|7) + wB[2)[8) + w[6)]9) + w!%[8)[10) 4+ w1 [10)[11))

~
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A3 = 550)[0) +w?[6)[1) +w[8)[2) +w¥[2)[3) + w|T)[4) +w[1)[5) +w®[9)[6)
+W T )|7) + wB[4)[8) + w¥[10)]9) + w'®|5)[10) + w'ld|3)]11))
A3 ;= 55 (D) + W T)[1) +w?]9)[2) +w¥[3)[3) + w[8)[4) +w7[2)[5) +w®[10)]6)
+w™16)|7) + w|5)[8) 4+ w[11)]9) 4+ w7 |0)]|10) + w'ld|4)[11))
A3 ;= 55(2)[0) + w7 [8)[1) + w?[10)|2) + w7 ]4)|3) + wH|9)|4) + wO7[3)|5) + wO[11)[6)
+w T |T) + w)0)[8) 4+ w?(6)|9) + w'%[1)[10) + w!l7|5)]11))
5v3 (13)10) + w7 [9)[1) + w?[11)[2) + w¥]5)[3) + w¥[10)[4) + w™ |4)[5) + w®[6)[6)
+w™8)[1) + wd|1)[8) 4+ w|7)|9) + w'%]2)[10) + w!l7|0)]11))
)
)
)

)
Ag,j = )
)

5v3 (1910) + w[10)[1) + w?[6)[2) + w7]0)[3) + w*[11)|4) + w™[5)[5) + w|T) 6)
)
)
9

A3 = 2

7 +w™|9)|7) + wB(2)[8) + w7 |8)]9) + w!%|3)|10) + w1l |1)[11))

ﬁg(|5>|0> + W 11)]1) + W |7)[2) + w3 [1)[3) + w|6)]4) + w7 |0)|5) + wb|8)|6)

+w10)|7) + wB3)[8) + w?(9)[9) + w!®7]4)[10) + wili|2)|11))

573 (6)10) +w?[0)[1) + w?7[2)[2) + w7 [8)[3) + w7 [1)[4) + w[7)|5) + w[3)[6)

+w5)[7) + wB[10)|8) + w?[4)]9) + wl%[11)]10) + w'li|9)]11))
)
)

Ag =

A =

A% ;= 55110} + I [1)[1) +w[3)[2) +w¥]9)[3) + w[2)[4) + w7 [8)[5) +w®[4)[6)

+w™0)]7) + wB[11)[8) + w[5)]9) + w!%]6)]10) + w![10)[11))

AR = 55810 +w[2)[1) + w7 [4)[2) + w7 [10)[3) + w[3)|4) + w57|9)|5) + w7|5)|6)
+wW 1) 7) + w¥6)[8) + w]0)]9) + w!%|7)[10) + w'ii[11)]11))

A3 ;= 55910 +w?[3)[1) + w?[5)[2) + w7 [11)|3) + w¥|4)|4) + w7[10)[5) + w®|0)[6)
+w™2)|7) + w¥|7)[8) 4+ w[1)|9) + w'%[8)[10) + w!l7|6)]11))

ASo ;= 5u5(110)]0) + w?[4)[1) + w?7]0)[2) + w7]6)[3) + w/[5)|4) + w7 [11)5) + w®[1)]6)
+w™3)|7) + w(8)[8) 4+ w?[2)|9) + w'%]9)[10) + w!l|7)|11))

A%y = 55 (11)[0) + w7 [5)[1) + w[1)[2) +w¥[7)[3) + w[0)[4) + w7[6)]5) +w®[2)[6)
+wW 4 7) + wB9)[8) + w[3)]9) + w!%]10)[10) + w!lF|8)|11))

—_——

where 0 < 7 < 11. Itis easy to check that the above six bases are mutually unbiased.

Appendix C: Example IV.1: MEBs and PB in C? @ C°

A (3,5,2)-DM without one row all being Os on Zj exists as follows.

001122
010221
M=1012012]. (CDhH
021210
022101

Let H} = Fy, H]2 = [, 1<i<4,0<j<4. Denote S" the development of the rth-row of
M for 0 <r <4:

012345 012345 012345 012345 012345
0 10/0{1|1{2|2| 0 |0|1]{0|2|2|1] 0 |0|1|2|041|2| O |0|2|1|2|1|0] O
1{1|2|2(0{0| 1 (1}2{1|0{0}2| 1 (1}2|0|1|2{0| 1 |1{0|2]|0|2(1] 1 |1|0(0|2|1|2
2 12]12/0{0(1{1| 2 |2]0(2|1|1|0| 2 |2/0|1|2|0({1| 2 |2{1]0({1|0|2] 2 |2|1|1]|0|2]0

S0 St 52 S® St
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Then the five bases can be written as,

1 _
Ao =
1 _
A17j7l -

1 _
Ayji=

2 _
A07j7l -
2 _
A=

2 _
A27j7l -

3 _
Aj i =
3 _
A17j7l -
3 _
Ay =
4 _
A07j7l -
4 _
Alji=

4 _
Ayji=

Adoq = 510)(10) £ 1))
A1 = ID(12) £13)
21 = 712)(14) £ 5)
Ao, = 510)(14) £15))
A 1= 5 (0) £ 1)
A a0 = 512)(12) £13)
A3, = 510)(12) £ 13))
A3 1= 5 0(4) £15)
A3 0, = 512)(10) £ 1))

Z5100(10) £ 12)) + w[1)(11) £ [5)) +w?|2)(|3) £ [4))
Z510)(13) £ 14)) + w?[1)(0) £ [2)) + ¥ [2)(|1) £15))
Z5100(11) £15)) + w7 [1)(3) £ |4)) +w>[2)(|0) £ [2))
Z510)(10) £13)) + w?[1)(|1) £ |4)) + ¥ [2)(|2) £ 15))
Z5100(12) £ [5)) + w[1)(10) £ [3)) + w?|2)(|1) £ [4))
Z510)(11) £ [4)) + w?[1)(12) £ [5)) +w>[2)(|0) £3))

Z5100(10) £ [5)) + w[1)(12) £ [4)) +w?|2)(|1) £ [3))
Z510)(11) £13)) + w?[1)(J0) £ [5)) +w [2)(|2) £ [4))
7510)(12) £ [4)) + w7 [1)(]1) £ [3)) + @ [2)(|0) £ [5))
Z510)(10) £ [4)) + w?[1)(3) £ [5)) + WX [2)(|1) £12))
Y1) £12)) +w?[1)(10) £ [4)) +w?[2)(3) £ |5))
Y(13) £15)) + ! [1)(11) £ 2) +w?[2)(|0) & |4))

el
i

27/ —1

where 0 < j<2,0<[<landw=¢e¢ 35 .

Appendix D: Example IV.2: MUMEBs and PB in C3 @ C°

A (3,4, 3)-DM exists on Zs as follows:

000111222
01201201 2
012120201
021102210

Let H}, H jz be the following complex Hadamard matrices for 1 <i < 3,0 < j < 3,

22
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H%:Dﬁgz w w? 1 ,H%:Dzﬁ?): w2l w

11 1
H}=Hy=F;= |1 w o

)

1 w? w

27/ —1

where D = diag(l,w,w),w =€~ 3

Denote the development of the rth-row as S"for 0 < r < 3,

012345678 012345678 012345678 012345678

0 100{0|1|1|1]2{2(2| 0 |0{1|2|0(1]|2|0(1]|2] 0 |0|1|2{1]|2|0(2|0|1| O |0|2{1|1|0(2|2|1|0

111(1(1/2|2{2|0{0(0| 1 {1|2|0|1|2|0({1|2|0] 1 |1|2]|0|2|0{1|0|1]|2| 1 |1]|0|2|2{1|0|0|2|1

21212|2]0]0|0|1|{1|1| 2 |2|0]{1]2|0|1|2|0|1| 2 |2]|0]1|0|1|2]|1|2(0] 2 {2]1|0]|0{2|1|1|0|2

SO St S? S3
The four bases can be written as
Ados = 510010} + w![1) +w?|2))
49, = L{0)(3) +w'l4) +w%[5)
485, = L12)(16) +w![7) +w?[8))
01 = =10)(16) + wH[7) +w]8))
? 1= 75D 0) +w'[1) + w?[2))
0,1 = =12)(13) +wll4) + w2 [5))
000 = =10)(13) + wll4) +w?|5))
810 = 75D (16) + w'[7) + w?[8))
49, = L 12)(10) + w1 +w?[2))

Ap = 510)(10) + W'[3) + w[6)) + wI THI) (1) + wh[4) + w?[7))
+w?HH2)(12) 4 Wt [5) + w?(8))]

Al = 510)(12) +'15) + w[8)) +w T 1)(]0) + w'[3) +w6))
T 2)(11) + w'4) + w|7)]
A3 1= 310011 +w!4) + W |7) + W HH1)(12) + w']5) + w¥[8))

FH2)(10) + wh[3) + w?|6))]

23



(42, = 4110)(10) + w![5) + w?7) + & *21)(11) +1j3) + w21 f8)

+w2+2(2)(12) + wl[4) + w?]6))]

42 51 = 110012 + ) +w16)) + w2 1)(10) +w'[5) + 7))
+wHH22)(11) + wh3) + w?[8))

A3, = S0 (1) +w'[3) + w?|8)) + w*2(1)(12) + w!]d) + w?[6))
+w2+2)2)(10) + w'[5) + w?|7))]

A3 5= 5000)(10) + w'4) + w?[8)) + wI[1)(12) + w![3) +w|7))
+w12) (1) + w'[5) + w?[6))]

+w12)(12) 4 !3) + W |T))]
A3 5y = H110)(12) +13) + W [7) + W 1)(11) +'l5) + w?|6))
+w12)(10) + o |4) + w¥|8))]

(

A ;o= 300)(11) + w'[5) + w?[6)) + w[1)(|0) +w'|4) + w?'[8))
(
)

where 0 < j,1 < 2. Itis easy to check that the above four bases are mutually unbiased.
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