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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 q mutually unbiased bases with q − 1

maximally entangled bases and one product basis in C
q ⊗ C

q for arbitrary prime power q. In addition,

we construct maximally entangled bases for dimension of composite numbers of non-prime power, such as

five maximally entangled bases in C
12 ⊗ C

12 and C
21 ⊗ C

21, which improve the known lower bounds for

d = 3m, with (3,m) = 1 in C
d ⊗ C

d. Furthermore, we construct p + 1 mutually unbiased bases with p

maximally entangled bases and one product basis in C
p ⊗ C

p2 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 B1 = {|φi〉}d−1
i=0 and

B2 = {|ψj〉}d−1
j=0 of a d-dimensional vector space Cd are called mutually unbiased if

|〈φi|ψj〉| =
1√
d
, (i, j ∈ [d]), (1)

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 Cd, 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, XZ2, . . . , XZp−1, 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〉 = ω
j

d|j〉 for the given d-dimensional basis |j〉, j ∈ [d]. For d = pn, the unitary operators

Xk1Z l1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ XknZ ln , kj, lj ∈ [p], acting on the Hilbert space Cp ⊗ · · · ⊗ 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 Cd 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 (MUMEBs) has attracted much attention [8, 24, 35,

37, 39, 42]. Let M(d, d′) be the maximal cardinality of any set of MUMEBs in Cd ⊗ Cd′ . Liu et

al. constructed pα1

1 − 1 MUMEBs in Cd ⊗ Cd for d = pα1

1 · · · pαs
s with pα1

1 ≤ · · · ≤ pαs
s [24]. Xu

constructed 2(d−1) MUMEBs in Cd⊗Cd for d = pα, and min{q,M(d, d)}MUMEBs in Cd⊗Cqd

for d = pα and q = p′α
′

[42]. Cheng et al. constructed 2(pα1

1 − 1) MUMEBs in Cd ⊗ Cd for odd

d = pα1

1 · · · pαs
s with pα1

1 ≤ · · · ≤ pαs
s , and min{(p′1)α

′
1 + 1,M(d, d)} MUMEBs in Cd ⊗ Ckd for
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odd d and k = (p′1)
α′
1 · · · (p′l)α

′
l with (p′1)

α′
1 ≤ · · · ≤ (p′l)

α′
l , 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. II. In Sec. III, we present q MUBs with q−1 MEBs and one product basis (PB) in Cq⊗Cq

for arbitrary prime power q. In addition, we present MUMEBs for the dimension of composite

numbers of non-prime power such as 5 MUMEBs in C12⊗C12, 5 MUMEBs in C21⊗C21. 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
p⊗C

p2 for arbitrary prime number

p. By the way, we also give the corresponding examples in C12 ⊗ C12, C3 ⊗ C6 and C3 ⊗ C9.

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, λ)-difference matrix denoted by (d,N, λ)-DM is

an N × λd matrix M = (mil) with entries from G, so that for different i, j ∈ [N ], the multiset

{mil⊙m−1
jl : l ∈ [λd]} contains every element ofG λ times. When G is abelian, typically additive

notation is used, so that difference mil −mjl 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 G. Obviously, any difference matrix can be written as normalized by m−1
0,l action on

any element mi,l in ith-row in M for each i ∈ [N ] and l ∈ [λd]. Note that if a difference matrix

is normalized, then each element occurs exactly λ times in arbitrary row except for the 0th-row.
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Otherwise, if a difference matrix only consists of rows with each element occurring exactly λ

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

Example II.1 Below is a normalized (12, 6, 1)-DM in Z2 × Z6 which will be used to construct

MUMEBs and PB in C
12 ⊗ C

12.

M =
















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

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
















. (2)

A Latin square of order d, denoted by LS(d), is a d×d array in which each cell contains a single

symbol from a d-set S, such that each symbol occurs exactly once in each row and exactly once in

each column. Let M = (mil) be a (d,N, λ)-DM in a group (G,⊙), and mi be the multiset formed

by the elements of the ith-row ofM , i ∈ [N ]. For any g ∈ G, definemi⊙g = {mil⊙g : l ∈ [λd]}.

Any multiset mi ⊙ 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) = {mi⊙g : g ∈ G, i ∈ [N ]}. Dev(M)

is called the development of M . Actually, when M is normalized and λ = 1, the development of

the ith-row of M forms a Latin square of order d for 1 ≤ i ≤ N − 1.

Concerning the development, let us consider a non-normalized (q, q+1, q)-DM for detail which

will be needed for rest sections. Let q be a prime power and Fq be a finite filed of order q. Denote

Fq = {α0 = 0, α1 = 1, α2, . . . , αq−1} and F∗
q = {α1 = 1, α2, . . . , αq−1} the multiplicative group

of Fq. Then M is a (q, q + 1, q)-DM as follows [11]:

M =




















0 0 · · · 0 · · · αi · · · αi · · · αi · · · αq−1 · · · αq−1

0 1 · · · αq−1 · · · 0 · · · αj · · · αq−1 · · · 0 · · · αq−1

0 1 · · · αq−1 · · · αi · · · αi + αj · · · αi + αq−1 · · · αq−1 · · · αq−1 + αq−1

· · ·

0 αg · · · αgαq−1 · · · αi · · · αi + αgαj · · · αi + αgαq−1 · · · αq−1 · · · αq−1 + αgαq−1

· · ·

0 αq−1 · · · α2
q−1 · · · αi · · · αi + αq−1αj · · · αi + α2

q−1 · · · αq−1 · · · αq−1 + α2
q−1




















,

︸ ︷︷ ︸
· · ·

︸ ︷︷ ︸
· · ·

︸ ︷︷ ︸

P0 Pi Pq−1 (3)
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with the partitions P0, P1, . . . , Pq−1, where Pi is a (q + 1) × q submatrix for i ∈ [q]. Actually, if

r > 1, each translate of the rth-row of M forms a Latin square. Namely, for any fixed αt ∈ Fq, we

can define a Latin square of order q with L(i, j) = αi + αr−1αj + αt, i, j ∈ [q], where i (j) is the

index of row (column) in Latin square. On the other hand, there contain exactly q intersections in

any two translates respectively from the rth-row and the r′th-row of M for r 6= r′. Moreover each

symbol in Fq appears exactly once in these intersections. Especially, when q is a prime number,

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

Lemma II.1 When p is a prime number, for positive r 6= r′ 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 = 1 and r′ = 2, the p intersection points just appear at the development of submatrix Pi

for some i ∈ [p];

2. if r = 1 and r′ > 2, the p intersection points are respectively from the development of

submatrix Pi for each i ∈ [p]. Moreover, the difference of two adjoining intersections is a

fixed number;

3. if r, r′ > 1, the p intersection points are respectively from the development of submatrix Pi

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

shift of (0, 1, . . . , p− 1).

Musto introduced the concept of weak orthogonal Latin squares (WOLS) in order to construct

MUMEBs [25]. Given a pair of Latin squares L and K with entries lij and kij respectively, they

are weak orthogonal when for all different i, j ∈ [d], if there exists a unique s ∈ [d] such that

lis = kjs. A set of t ≥ 2 Latin squares of order d, say L1, L2, . . . , Lt, is said to be mutually weak

orthogonal, denoted by t-MWOLS(d), if Li and Lj are weak orthogonal for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ t.

Actually, difference matrix has a close relationship with weak orthogonal Latin squares.

Lemma II.2 Corresponding to every normalized (d,N, 1)-DM, there is an (N − 1)-MWOLS(d).

Proof . Assume M = (mij) is a normalized (d,N, 1)-DM based on group G. Let Li be the
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development of the ith-row of M , 1 ≤ i ≤ N − 1, i.e.,

Li =










mi1 ⊙ g0 mi2 ⊙ g0 · · · mid ⊙ g0

mi1 ⊙ g1 mi2 ⊙ g1 · · · mid ⊙ g1

· · · · · ·
mi1 ⊙ gd−1 mi2 ⊙ gd−1 · · · mid ⊙ gd−1










, (4)

where gs ∈ G, s ∈ [d]. Obviously, L1, L2, · · · and LN−1 are LS(d)s. For any i 6= j, s, s′ ∈ [d],

if mix ⊙ gs = mjx ⊙ gs′ , then m−1
jx ⊙ mix = gs′ ⊙ g−1

s . Since M is a difference matrix, so

there exactly exists one solution of x ∈ [d]. Therefore, Li and Lj are weak orthogonal for any

1 ≤ i 6= j ≤ N − 1. �

Corollary II.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 6= r′ ≤ N − 1.

III. CONSTRUCTIONS FOR MUMEBS IN C
d ⊗ C

d

In this section, we construct mutually unbiased maximally entangled bases and product basis

from a (d,N, 1)-DM in Cd ⊗ Cd. A bipartite pure state |Ψ〉 in systems A and B is said to be

maximally entangled in C
d⊗C

d′ (d ≤ d′) if and only if for an arbitrary given orthonormal complete

basis {|φi〉}d−1
i=0 of the subsystem A, there exists an orthonormal basis {|ψj〉}d

′−1
j=0 of the subsystem

B such that

|Ψ〉 = 1√
d

∑

i∈[d]
|φi〉 ⊗ |ψi〉.

A basis of Cd ⊗ Cd′ (d ≤ d′) constituted by maximally entangled states is called a maximally

entangled basis (MEB).

A complex Hadamard matrix of order d is a d× d matrix H with entries Hij such that

|Hij| = 1, HijH
∗
ij = 1, (5)

HH† = dId,
∑

p∈[d]
HipH

∗
jp = dδij, (6)

H†H = dId,
∑

p∈[d]
HpiH

∗
pj = dδij, (7)

where Id is the identity matrix of order d. Obviously, F̂d ≡
√
dFd is a complex Hadamard matrix

with Fd corresponding with the d× d Fourier matrix.

6



Lemma III.1 Given N indexed families of complex Hadamard matrices H0, H1, . . . , HN−1 of

order d. With respect to a normalized (d,N, 1)-DM, there exist N MUBs with N − 1 MEBs and a

PB in Cd ⊗ Cd.

Proof . Assume that M is a normalized (d,N, 1)-DM, and Lr = (lrij) is the development of the

rth-row of M for 1 ≤ r ≤ N − 1. Define

A0
i,j =

1√
d
|i〉 ⊗

∑

k∈[d]
|k〉〈k|H0|j〉, i, j ∈ [d], (8)

Ar
i,j =

1√
d

∑

k∈[d]
|lrik〉 ⊗ |k〉〈k|Hr|j〉, i, j ∈ [d], 1 ≤ r ≤ N − 1. (9)

It is easy to check that {A0
i,j : i, j ∈ [d]} is a set of PB and {Ar

i,j : i, j ∈ [d]} is a set of MEB for

each 1 ≤ r ≤ N − 1. Next we show the mutual unbiasedness.

For any 1 ≤ r ≤ N − 1, we have

∣
∣(A0

i,j, A
r
i′,j′)

∣
∣ = 1

d
|〈k|Hr|j〉∗〈k|H0|j′〉|

= 1
d
.

For any 1 ≤ r 6= r′ ≤ N − 1, by Corollary II.3 we have

∣
∣
∣(Ar

i,j, A
r′

i′,j′)
∣
∣
∣ = 1

d

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∑

k,k′∈[d]
〈lrik|lr

′

i′k′〉〈k|k′〉〈k|Hr|j〉∗〈k′|Hr′|j′〉
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

= 1
d

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∑

k∈[d]
〈lrik|lr

′

i′k〉〈k|Hr|j〉∗〈k|Hr′|j′〉
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

= 1
d
|〈k|Hr|j〉∗〈k|Hr′|j′〉|

= 1
d
,

which completes the proof. �

Example III.1 As an example of the Lemma III.1, we have that there exist 5 MUMEBs and a PB

from a normalized (12, 6, 1)-DM in C
12 ⊗ C

12, 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 III.2 ([6, 12, 15, 16, 27])

7



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 6≡ 2 (mod 4).

4. A (d, 5, 1)-DM exists over Zd if and only if d is odd and d 6∈ {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 6= 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 III.3 ([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-III.3, we have the main results of this section.

Theorem III.4 1. 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. If d ≥ 4 and d 6≡ 2 (mod 4), then M(d, d) ≥ 3.

4. If d is odd and d 6∈ {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 6= 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 III.5 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.

8



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(pα − 1) when d is odd [8] and pα − 1 when d is even [24], where pα is the minimal prime

power factor of d; b is the lower bound value (p2α − 1)/2 when d is odd and min{3(2t − 1), (p2α − 1)/2}

when d is even [35], where pα is the minimal odd prime power factor of d and t is the maximal positive

integer such that 2t|d; c is the lower bound in Theorem III.5 in this paper.

d 12 21 24 33 39 48 51 57 75 273

M(d, d)a 2 4 2 4 4 2 4 4 4 4

M(d, d)b 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4

M(d, d)c 5 5 7 5 5 8 5 6 7 15

IV. CONSTRUCTIONS FOR MUMEBS IN C
p ⊗ C

p2

Similar to the case of λ = 1, for λ ≥ 2 the MEBs in Cd ⊗ Cλd also can be obtained from a

normalized (d,N, λ)-DM. In this section, we introduce a method for constructing MEBs from a

normalized (d,N, λ)-DM and a family of complex Hadamard matrices. Furthermore, we construct

mutually unbiased bases with MEBs and one PB in Cp ⊗ Cp2 for arbitrary prime number p.

Lemma IV.1 Given a normalized (d,N+1, λ)-DM with λ ≥ 2 and a family of complex Hadamard

matrices H1
i of order d for 1 ≤ i ≤ N − 1 and H2

j of order λ for j ∈ [N ], then N − 1 maximally

entangled bases and one product basis can be obtained in Cd ⊗ Cλd.

Proof . Assume M = (mij) to be the (d,N, λ)-DM after removing the 0th-row of all identity

in a normalized (d,N + 1, λ)-DM. Without loss of generality, suppose that the 0th-row in M is

(0, . . . , 0, . . . , d− 1, . . . , d− 1) with every element repeated λ times.

Let Sr = (srij) be the development of the rth-row of M for r ∈ [N ]. Denote

A0
i,j,l =

1√
λ
|j〉 ⊗

∑

{x∈[λd]:s0ix=j}
|x〉〈jx|H2

0 |l〉, (10)

Ar
i,j,l =

1√
λd

∑

k∈[d]
〈k|H1

r |j〉|k〉 ⊗
∑

{x∈[λd]:srix=k}
|x〉〈kx|H2

r |l〉, (11)

where i, j ∈ [d], l ∈ [λ], 1 ≤ r ≤ N − 1, jx or kx is the rank of element x in the set {x ∈ [λd] :

srix = j or k} and here we default the rank starts from zero. ObviouslyA0
i,j,l is a product state, and

Ar
i,j,l is a maximally entangled state under LU operation in Cd ⊗ Cλd for each 1 ≤ r ≤ N − 1,

i, j ∈ [d], l ∈ [λ].

9



Next we show the orthogonality. Firstly, for any i, j, i′, j′ ∈ [d] and l, l′ ∈ [λ], we have

(A0
i,j,l, A

0
i′,j′,l′) =

1
λ
〈j|j′〉

∑

{x′∈[λd]:s0
i′x

=j′}

∑

{x∈[λd]:s0ix=j}
〈x|x′〉〈jx|H2

0 |l〉∗〈j′x′ |H2
0 |l′〉

= 1
λ

∑

{x∈[λd]:s0ix=j}
〈jx|H2

0 |l〉∗〈jx|H2
0 |l′〉δii′δjj′

= δii′δjj′δll′ . (12)

Secondly, for any i, j, i′, j′ ∈ [d], l, l′ ∈ [λ] and 1 ≤ r ≤ N − 1, we have

(Ar
i,j,l, A

r
i′,j′,l′) =

1
λd

∑

k∈[d]
〈k|H1

r |j〉∗〈k|H1
r |j′〉

∑

{x∈[λd]:srix=sr
i′x

=k}
〈kx|H2

r |l〉∗〈kx|H2
r |l′〉

= 1
λd

∑

k∈[d]
〈k|H1

r |j〉∗〈k|H1
r |j′〉

∑

h∈[λ]
〈h|H2

r |l〉∗〈h|H2
r |l′〉δii′

= δii′δjj′δll′. (13)

�

Example IV.1 There exist 4 MEBs and one PB from a non-normalized (3, 5, 2)-DM in C3 ⊗ C6.

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 M0 = I , M1 = Fp and

Mi+1 = DiFp for i = 1, . . . , p− 1, where I is the identity matrix; Fp is the p × 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, ω3, ω3) and D5 = diag(1, ω5, ω
4
5, ω

4
5, ω5). We show some properties on these

Heisenberg-Weyl MUBs below.

Lemma IV.2 1.
∑

i∈[p]
|〈i|DmF̂p|j〉∗〈i|Dm′

F̂p|j′〉| =
√
p. Moreover

∑

i∈[p]
|〈i|I|j〉∗〈i|DmF̂p|j′〉| =

√
p for any m 6= m′ ∈ [p] and j, j′ ∈ [p].

2. 〈i|DmF̂p|j〉∗〈i|Dm′
F̂p|j′〉 = 〈i|Dm′−mF̂p|j′ − j〉 for any i, j,m,m′ ∈ [p].

Proof . (i) is obvious since I , DFp, . . . , D
p−1Fp are constituted by p+1 MUBs. For the case (ii),

suppose D = diag(ωn0

p = 1, ωn1

p , . . . , ω
np−1

p ). Then we have

〈i|DmF̂p|j〉∗〈i|Dm′
F̂p|j′〉 = ((ωni

p )mωij
p )

∗((ωni
p )m

′
ωij′

p )

= (ωni
p )m

′−mω
i(j′−j)
p

= 〈i|Dm′−mF̂p|j′ − j〉.

�
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Theorem IV.3 For prime number p, there exist p+1 MUBs with p MEBs and one PB in Cp⊗Cp2 .

Proof . Suppose H1
i = DiF̂p and H2

j = F̂p for 1 ≤ i ≤ p, j ∈ [p]. Assume that M is a non-

normalized (p, p + 1, p)-DM defined in Eq. (3) and Sr = (srij) is the development of the rth-row

of M for 1 ≤ r ≤ p. Let {A0
i,j,l : i, j, l ∈ [p]} and {Ar

i,j,l : i, j, l ∈ [p]}, 1 ≤ r ≤ p, be the PB and

MEBs defined in Lemma IV.1, where d = p, N = p+ 1 and λ = p. Namely,

A0
i,j,l =

1√
p
|j〉 ⊗

∑

{x∈[p2]:s0ix=j}
|x〉〈jx|F̂p|l〉, (14)

Ar
i,j,l =

1
p

∑

k∈[p]
〈k|DrF̂p|j〉|k〉 ⊗

∑

{x∈[p2]:srix=k}
|x〉〈kx|F̂p|l〉. (15)

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

|(A0
i,j,l, A

r
i′,j′,l′)| = 1

p
√
p
|〈j|DrF̂p|j′〉|

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∑

{x∈[p2]:s0ix=sr
i′x

=j}
〈jx|F̂p|l〉∗〈jx|F̂p|l′〉

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

= 1
p
√
p
|〈j|DrF̂p|j′〉||〈jx|F̂p|l〉∗〈jx|F̂p|l′〉|

= 1
p
√
p
.

Secondly for any 1 ≤ r 6= r′ ≤ p, by Lemma II.1 and Lemma IV.2 we have

|(Ar
i,j,l, A

r′

i′,j′,l′)| = 1
p2

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∑

k∈[p]
〈k|DrF̂p|j〉∗〈k|Dr′F̂p|j′〉

∑

{x∈[p2]:srix=sr
′

i′x
=k}

〈kx|F̂p|l〉∗〈kx|F̂p|l′〉

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

= 1
p2

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∑

k∈[p]
〈k|DrF̂p|j〉∗〈k|Dr′F̂p|j′〉〈kx|F̂p|l〉∗〈kx|F̂p|l′〉

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

= 1
p2

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∑

k∈[p]
〈k|Dr′−rF̂p|j′ − j〉〈kx|F̂p|l′ − l〉

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
. (16)

If r = 1 and r′ = 2, since the ith-row and the i′th-row in S0 and S1 just intersect at p points

in the development of Ph for a certain h by Lemma II.1, one has kx = h for any k ∈ [p]. Thus

(〈0x|F̂p|l′ − l〉, 〈1x|F̂p|l′ − l〉, · · · , 〈p− 1x|F̂p|l′ − l〉) = ωh(l′−l)(1, 1, · · · , 1). Therefore, Eq. (16)

can be further written as

11



1
p2

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∑

k∈[p]
〈k|DF̂p|j′ − j〉〈kx|F̂p|l′ − l〉

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

= 1
p2

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∑

k∈[p]
ωh〈k|DF̂p|j′ − j〉〈0|F̂p|l′ − l〉

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

= 1
p2

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∑

k∈[p]
〈k|DF̂p|j′ − j〉〈0|F̂p|l′ − l〉

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

= 1
p
√
p
.

If r = 1 and r′ > 2 with g > 1, by Lemma II.1 the difference of the two adjoining intersections

of the ith-row and the i′th-row is (g−1)−1, i.e., if kx = h and k′x = h+1, then k−k′ = (g−1)−1.

Hence, we have 0x − 1x = g − 1 and kx − (k + 1)x = g − 1, which implies that (〈0x|F̂p|l′ −
l〉, 〈1x|F̂p|l′ − l〉, · · · , 〈p − 1x|F̂p|l′ − l〉) = ωh(l′−l)(1, w−(g−1)(l′−l), · · · , w−(g−1)(p−1)(l′−l)) with

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

1
p2

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∑

k∈[p]
〈k|Dr′−rF̂p|j′ − j〉〈kx|F̂p|l′ − l〉

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

= 1
p2

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∑

k∈[p]
ωh(l′−l)〈k|Dr′−rF̂p|j′ − j〉〈k|F̂p| − (g − 1)(l′ − l)〉

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

= 1
p
√
p
.

If r, r′ > 1, with g 6= g′ ∈ {1, . . . , p−1}, since the intersections of the ith-row and the i′th-row

just constitute a shift of (0, 1, 2, . . . , p − 1) by Lemma II.1, we have (〈0x|F̂p|l′ − l〉, 〈1x|F̂p|l′ −
l〉, · · · , 〈p− 1x|F̂p|l′ − l〉) = ωh(l′−l)(1, w(l′−l), · · · , w(p−1)(l′−l)) with 0x = h. Therefore, Eq. (16)

can also be written as

1
p2

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∑

k∈[p]
〈k|Dr′−rF̂p|j′ − j〉〈kx|F̂p|l′ − l〉

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

= 1
p2

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∑

k∈[p]
ωh(l′−l)〈k|Dr′−rF̂p|j′ − j〉〈k|F̂p|l′ − l〉

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

= 1
p
√
p
.

�

Example IV.2 There exist 3 MUMEBs and one PB from a non-normalized (3, 4, 3)-DM in C3 ⊗
C9, 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 0th row) in a normalized difference matrix

brings one or λ 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 q mutually unbiased

bases with q−1 MEBs and one product basis in Cq⊗Cq for arbitrary prime power q. Furthermore,

we constructed MUMEBs for some dimension d = 3m, where (3, m) = 1 in Cd ⊗ Cd such as

5 MUMEBs in C12 ⊗ C12 and 5 MUMEBs in C21 ⊗ C21 etc. (see Table 1), which implied that

the bounds of MUMEBs 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 Cp ⊗ Cp2 for arbitrary prime number p. Concerning the existence of MUMEBs 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, p2) ≥ 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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[20] I. D. Ivanović. Geometrical description of quantal state determination. J. Phys. A, 14, 3241-3245

(1981).

[21] D. M. Johnson, A. L. Dulmage, N. S. Mendelsohn. Orthomorphisms of groups and orthogonal latin

squares I. Canad. J. Math. 13, 356-372 (1961).

[22] J. Korner, M. Lucertini. Compressing inconsistent data. IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory, 40, 706-715

(1994).

[23] W. F. Kufeld. Table of difference matrices.

http://support.sas.com/techsup/technote/ts723_DifferenceSchemes.txt

(10 January 2006).

[24] J. Liu, M. Yang, K. Feng. Mutually unbiased maximally entangled bases in C
d ⊗ C

d. Quantum Inf.

Process., 16, 159 (2017).

[25] B. Musto. Constructing mutually unbiased bases from quantum Latin squares. Electron. Proc. Theor.

Comput. Sci., 236, 108-126 (2017).

[26] J. Paczos, M. Wierzbiński, G. Rajchel-Mieldzioć, A. Burchardt, K. Życzkowski. Genuinely quantum
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Appendix A: Proof of Lemma II.1

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

M =











0 0 · · · 0 · · · i · · · i · · · i · · · p− 1 · · · p− 1
0 1 · · · p− 1 · · · 0 · · · j · · · p− 1 · · · 0 · · · p− 1
0 1 · · · p− 1 · · · i · · · i+ j · · · i+ p− 1 · · · p− 1 · · · p− 2

· · ·
0 g · · · g(p − 1) · · · i · · · i+ gj · · · i+ g(p − 1) · · · p− 1 · · · (g + 1)(p − 1)

· · ·
0 p− 1 · · · (p− 1)2 · · · i · · · i+ (p − 1)j · · · i+ (p − 1)2 · · · p− 1 · · · 0











.

︸ ︷︷ ︸
· · ·

︸ ︷︷ ︸
· · ·

︸ ︷︷ ︸

P0 Pi Pp−1

Case r = 1 and r′ = 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

1st-row and the 2nd-row are different and just located at the development of the submatrix Ps−s′ .

0 · · · p− 1 0 · · · p− 1 · · · 0 · · · p− 1

1 · · · 0 1 · · · 0 · · · 1 · · · 0

· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·
p− 1 · · · p− 2 p− 1 · · · p− 2 · · · p− 1 · · · p− 2

0 · · · p− 1 1 · · · 0 · · · p− 1 · · · p− 2

1 · · · 0 2 · · · 1 · · · 0 · · · p− 1

· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·
p− 1 · · · p− 2 0 · · · p− 1 · · · p− 2 · · · p− 3

Case r = 1 and r′ > 2 with g > 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 Pi, i ∈ [p]. Suppose j0 + s = i0 + gj0 + s′

and j1 + s = (i0 + 1) + gj1 + s′. Then we have j0 = (g − 1)−1(−i0 + s − s′) and j1 =

(g − 1)−1(−i0 − 1 + s− s′). Therefore, the difference of arbitrary two adjoining intersections is

±(g − 1)−1.

Case r, r′ > 1, with g 6= g′ ∈ {1, . . . , p − 1}. For any s, s′ ∈ [p], the equation i + gj + s =

i + g′j + s′ has p solutions given by j = (g′ − g)−1(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 Pi for each i ∈ [p]. Moreover they just constitute a shift of (0, 1, . . . , p− 1).

Appendix B: Example III.1: MUMEBs and PB in C12 ⊗ C12

Let Li, i = 0, 1, ..., 5, be the development of the ith-row of difference matrix (2) in Example

II.1 as follows (Here we map Z2 × Z6 onto Z12 with bijection map f : (i, j) → 6i+ j).
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0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3

4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4

5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5

6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6

7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7

8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8

9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9

101010101010101010101010

111111111111111111111111

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1011

1 2 3 4 5 0 7 8 9 1011 6

2 3 4 5 0 1 8 9 1011 6 7

3 4 5 0 1 2 9 1011 6 7 8

4 5 0 1 2 3 1011 6 7 8 9

5 0 1 2 3 4 11 6 7 8 9 10

6 7 8 9 1011 0 1 2 3 4 5

7 8 9 1011 6 1 2 3 4 5 0

8 9 1011 6 7 2 3 4 5 0 1

9 1011 6 7 8 3 4 5 0 1 2

1011 6 7 8 9 4 5 0 1 2 3

11 6 7 8 9 10 5 0 1 2 3 4

0 3 6 1 9 11 2 8 5 4 7 10

1 4 7 2 10 6 3 9 0 5 8 11

2 5 8 3 11 7 4 10 1 0 9 6

3 0 9 4 6 8 5 11 2 1 10 7

4 1 10 5 7 9 0 6 3 2 11 8

5 2 11 0 8 10 1 7 4 3 6 9

6 9 0 7 3 5 8 2 1110 1 4

7 10 1 8 4 0 9 3 6 11 2 5

8 11 2 9 5 1 10 4 7 6 3 0

9 6 3 10 0 2 11 5 8 7 4 1

10 7 4 11 1 3 6 0 9 8 5 2

11 8 5 6 2 4 7 1 10 9 0 3

L0 L1 L2

0 8 1 11 5 9 3 10 2 7 6 4

1 9 2 6 0 10 4 11 3 8 7 5

2 10 3 7 1 11 5 6 4 9 8 0

3 11 4 8 2 6 0 7 5 10 9 1

4 6 5 9 3 7 1 8 6 1110 2

5 7 0 10 4 8 2 9 1 6 11 3

6 2 7 5 11 3 9 4 8 1 0 10

7 3 8 0 6 4 10 5 9 2 1 11

8 4 9 1 7 5 11 0 10 3 2 6

9 5 10 2 8 0 6 1 11 4 3 7

10 0 11 3 9 1 7 2 6 5 4 8

11 1 6 4 10 2 8 3 7 0 5 9

0 4 1110 2 7 8 6 9 1 3 5

1 5 6 11 3 8 9 7 10 2 4 0

2 0 7 6 4 9 10 8 11 3 5 1

3 1 8 7 5 1011 9 6 4 0 2

4 2 9 8 0 11 6 10 7 5 1 3

5 3 10 9 1 6 7 11 8 0 2 4

6 10 5 4 8 1 2 0 3 7 9 11

7 11 0 5 9 2 3 1 4 8 10 6

8 6 1 0 10 3 4 2 5 9 11 7

9 7 2 1 11 4 5 3 0 10 6 8

10 8 3 2 6 5 0 4 1 11 7 9

11 9 4 3 7 0 1 5 2 6 8 10

0 6 8 2 7 1 9 11 4 10 5 3

1 7 9 3 8 2 10 6 5 11 0 4

2 8 10 4 9 3 11 7 0 6 1 5

3 9 11 5 10 4 6 8 1 7 2 0

4 10 6 0 11 5 7 9 2 8 3 1

5 11 7 1 6 0 8 10 3 9 4 2

6 0 2 8 1 7 3 5 10 4 11 9

7 1 3 9 2 8 4 0 11 5 6 10

8 2 4 10 3 9 5 1 6 0 7 11

9 3 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 7 0 6 2 4 9 3 10 8

L3 L4 L5

Actually, Li is a Latin square of order 12 on Z12 for 1 ≤ i ≤ 5. Set the complex Hadamard

matrix H0 = H1 = . . . = H5 = F̂12 with

F̂12 =















1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 ω ω2 ω3 ω4 ω5 ω6 ω7 ω8 ω9 ω10 ω11

1 ω2 ω4 ω6 ω8 ω10 1 ω2 ω4 ω6 ω8 ω10

1 ω3 ω6 ω9 1 ω3 ω6 ω9 1 ω3 ω6 ω9

1 ω4 ω8 1 ω4 ω8 1 ω4 ω8 1 ω4 ω8

1 ω5 ω10 ω3 ω8 ω ω6 ω11 ω4 ω9 ω2 ω7

1 ω6 1 ω6 1 ω6 1 ω6 1 ω6 1 ω6

1 ω7 ω2 ω9 ω4 ω11 ω6 ω1 ω8 ω3 ω10 ω5

1 ω8 ω4 1 ω8 ω4 1 ω8 ω4 1 ω8 ω4

1 ω9 ω6 ω3 1 ω9 ω6 ω3 1 ω9 ω6 ω3

1 ω10 ω8 ω6 ω4 ω2 1 ω10 ω8 ω6 ω4 ω2

1 ω11 ω10 ω9 ω8 ω7 ω6 ω5 ω4 ω3 ω2 ω















,

where ω = e
π
√

−1

6 . Then the six bases can be written as follows:






A0
0,j =

1
2
√
3
|0〉(|0〉 + ωj|1〉 + ω2j|2〉+ ω3j |3〉+ ω4j |4〉+ ω5j |5〉+ ω6j|6〉 + ω7j|7〉 + ω8j |8〉

+ω9j |9〉+ ω10j |10〉+ ω11j |11〉)
A0

1,j =
1

2
√
3
|1〉(|0〉 + ωj|1〉 + ω2j|2〉+ ω3j |3〉+ ω4j |4〉+ ω5j |5〉+ ω6j|6〉 + ω7j|7〉 + ω8j |8〉

+ω9j |9〉+ ω10j |10〉+ ω11j |11〉)
· · ·

A0
11,j =

1
2
√
3
|11〉(|0〉 + ωj|1〉+ ω2j |2〉+ ω3j |3〉+ ω4j |4〉+ ω5j|5〉 + ω6j|6〉 + ω7j |7〉+ ω8j |8〉

+ω9j |9〉+ ω10j |10〉+ ω11j |11〉)
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





A1

0,j =
1

2
√
3
(|0〉|0〉+ ωj|1〉|1〉+ ω2j |2〉|2〉+ ω3j |3〉|3〉+ ω4j |4〉|4〉+ ω5j |5〉|5〉+ ω6j |6〉|6〉

+ω7j |7〉|7〉+ ω8j |8〉|8〉+ ω9j |9〉|9〉+ ω10j |10〉|10〉+ ω11j |11〉|11〉)
A1

1,j =
1

2
√
3
(|1〉|0〉+ ωj|2〉|1〉+ ω2j |3〉|2〉+ ω3j |4〉|3〉+ ω4j |5〉|4〉+ ω5j |0〉|5〉+ ω6j |7〉|6〉

+ω7j |8〉|7〉+ ω8j |9〉|8〉+ ω9j |10〉|9〉+ ω10j |11〉|10〉+ ω11j |6〉|11〉)
A1

2,j =
1

2
√
3
(|2〉|0〉+ ωj|3〉|1〉+ ω2j |4〉|2〉+ ω3j |5〉|3〉+ ω4j |0〉|4〉+ ω5j |1〉|5〉+ ω6j |8〉|6〉

+ω7j |9〉|7〉+ ω8j |10〉|8〉+ ω9j |11〉|9〉+ ω10j |6〉|10〉+ ω11j |7〉|11〉)
A1

3,j =
1

2
√
3
(|3〉|0〉+ ωj|4〉|1〉+ ω2j |5〉|2〉+ ω3j |0〉|3〉+ ω4j |1〉|4〉+ ω5j |2〉|5〉+ ω6j |9〉|6〉

+ω7j |10〉|7〉+ ω8j|11〉|8〉+ ω9j |6〉|9〉+ ω10j |7〉|10〉+ ω11j |8〉|11〉)
A1

4,j =
1

2
√
3
(|4〉|0〉+ ωj|5〉|1〉+ ω2j |0〉|2〉+ ω3j |1〉|3〉+ ω4j |2〉|4〉+ ω5j |3〉|5〉+ ω6j |10〉|6〉

+ω7j |11〉|7〉+ ω8j|6〉|8〉+ ω9j |7〉|9〉+ ω10j |8〉|10〉+ ω11j |9〉|11〉)
A1

5,j =
1

2
√
3
(|5〉|0〉+ ωj|0〉|1〉+ ω2j |1〉|2〉+ ω3j |2〉|3〉+ ω4j |3〉|4〉+ ω5j |4〉|5〉+ ω6j |11〉|6〉

+ω7j |6〉|7〉+ ω8j |7〉|8〉+ ω9j |8〉|9〉+ ω10j |9〉|10〉+ ω11j |10〉|11〉)
A1

6,j =
1

2
√
3
(|6〉|0〉+ ωj|7〉|1〉+ ω2j |8〉|2〉+ ω3j |9〉|3〉+ ω4j |10〉|4〉+ ω5j|11〉|5〉+ ω6j |0〉|6〉

+ω7j |1〉|7〉+ ω8j |2〉|8〉+ ω9j |3〉|9〉+ ω10j |4〉|10〉+ ω11j |5〉|11〉)
A1

7,j =
1

2
√
3
(|7〉|0〉+ ωj|8〉|1〉+ ω2j |9〉|2〉+ ω3j |10〉|3〉+ ω4j|11〉|4〉+ ω5j |6〉|5〉+ ω6j |1〉|6〉

+ω7j |2〉|7〉+ ω8j |3〉|8〉+ ω9j |4〉|9〉+ ω10j |5〉|10〉+ ω11j |0〉|11〉)
A1

8,j =
1

2
√
3
(|8〉|0〉+ ωj|9〉|1〉+ ω2j |10〉|2〉+ ω3j |11〉|3〉+ ω4j |6〉|4〉+ ω5j |7〉|5〉+ ω6j |2〉|6〉

+ω7j |3〉|7〉+ ω8j |4〉|8〉+ ω9j |5〉|9〉+ ω10j |0〉|10〉+ ω11j |1〉|11〉)
A1

9,j =
1

2
√
3
(|9〉|0〉+ ωj|10〉|1〉+ ω2j |11〉|2〉+ ω3j |6〉|3〉+ ω4j |7〉|4〉+ ω5j |8〉|5〉+ ω6j |3〉|6〉

+ω7j |4〉|7〉+ ω8j |5〉|8〉+ ω9j |0〉|9〉+ ω10j |1〉|10〉+ ω11j |2〉|11〉)
A1

10,j =
1

2
√
3
(|10〉|0〉+ ωj |11〉|1〉+ ω2j |6〉|2〉+ ω3j |7〉|3〉+ ω4j |8〉|4〉+ ω5j |9〉|5〉+ ω6j |4〉|6〉

+ω7j |5〉|7〉+ ω8j |0〉|8〉+ ω9j |1〉|9〉+ ω10j |2〉|10〉+ ω11j |3〉|11〉)
A1

11,j =
1

2
√
3
(|11〉|0〉+ ωj |6〉|1〉+ ω2j |7〉|2〉+ ω3j |8〉|3〉+ ω4j |9〉|4〉+ ω5j|10〉|5〉+ ω6j |5〉|6〉

+ω7j |0〉|7〉+ ω8j |1〉|8〉+ ω9j |2〉|9〉+ ω10j |3〉|10〉+ ω11j |4〉|11〉)







A2

0,j =
1

2
√
3
(|0〉|0〉+ ωj|3〉|1〉+ ω2j |6〉|2〉+ ω3j |1〉|3〉+ ω4j |9〉|4〉+ ω5j |11〉|5〉+ ω6j|2〉|6〉

+ω7j |8〉|7〉+ ω8j |5〉|8〉+ ω9j |4〉|9〉+ ω10j |7〉|10〉+ ω11j |10〉|11〉)
A2

1,j =
1

2
√
3
(|1〉|1〉+ ωj|4〉|1〉+ ω2j |7〉|2〉+ ω3j |2〉|3〉+ ω4j |10〉|4〉+ ω5j|6〉|5〉+ ω6j|3〉|6〉

+ω7j |9〉|7〉+ ω8j |0〉|8〉+ ω9j |5〉|9〉+ ω10j |8〉|10〉+ ω11j |11〉|11〉)
A2

2,j =
1

2
√
3
(|2〉|0〉+ ωj|5〉|1〉+ ω2j |8〉|2〉+ ω3j |3〉|3〉+ ω4j |11〉|4〉+ ω5j|7〉|5〉+ ω6j|4〉|6〉

+ω7j |10〉|7〉+ ω8j|1〉|8〉+ ω9j |0〉|9〉+ ω10j |9〉|10〉+ ω11j |6〉|11〉)
A2

3,j =
1

2
√
3
(|3〉|0〉+ ωj|0〉|1〉+ ω2j |9〉|2〉+ ω3j |4〉|3〉+ ω4j |6〉|4〉+ ω5j |8〉|5〉+ ω6j |5〉|6〉

+ω7j |11〉|7〉+ ω8j|2〉|8〉+ ω9j |1〉|9〉+ ω10j |10〉|10〉+ ω11j |7〉|11〉)
A2

4,j =
1

2
√
3
(|4〉|0〉+ ωj|1〉|1〉+ ω2j |10〉|2〉+ ω3j |5〉|3〉+ ω4j|7〉|4〉+ ω5j|9〉|5〉+ ω6j|0〉|6〉

+ω7j |6〉|7〉+ ω8j |3〉|8〉+ ω9j |2〉|9〉+ ω10j |11〉|10〉+ ω11j |8〉|11〉)
A2

5,j =
1

2
√
3
(|5〉|0〉+ ωj|2〉|1〉+ ω2j |11〉|2〉+ ω3j |0〉|3〉+ ω4j|8〉|4〉+ ω5j|10〉|5〉+ ω6j |1〉|6〉

+ω7j |7〉|7〉+ ω8j |4〉|8〉+ ω9j |3〉|9〉+ ω10j |6〉|10〉+ ω11j |9〉|11〉)
A2

6,j =
1

2
√
3
(|6〉|0〉+ ωj|9〉|1〉+ ω2j |0〉|2〉+ ω3j |7〉|3〉+ ω4j |3〉|4〉+ ω5j |5〉|5〉+ ω6j |8〉|6〉

+ω7j |2〉|7〉+ ω8j |11〉|8〉+ ω9j |10〉|9〉+ ω10j |1〉|10〉+ ω11j |4〉|11〉)
A2

7,j =
1

2
√
3
(|7〉|0〉+ ωj|10〉|1〉+ ω2j |1〉|2〉+ ω3j |8〉|3〉+ ω4j|4〉|4〉+ ω5j|0〉|5〉+ ω6j|9〉|6〉

+ω7j |3〉|7〉+ ω8j |6〉|8〉+ ω9j |11〉|9〉+ ω10j |2〉|10〉+ ω11j |5〉|11〉)
A2

8,j =
1

2
√
3
(|8〉|0〉+ ωj|11〉|1〉+ ω2j |2〉|2〉+ ω3j |9〉|3〉+ ω4j|5〉|4〉+ ω5j|1〉|5〉+ ω6j|10〉|6〉

+ω7j |4〉|7〉+ ω8j |7〉|8〉+ ω9j |6〉|9〉+ ω10j |3〉|10〉+ ω11j |0〉|11〉)
A2

9,j =
1

2
√
3
(|9〉|0〉+ ωj|6〉|1〉+ ω2j |3〉|2〉+ ω3j |10〉|3〉+ ω4j|0〉|4〉+ ω5j|2〉|5〉+ ω6j|11〉|6〉

+ω7j |5〉|7〉+ ω8j |8〉|8〉+ ω9j |7〉|9〉+ ω10j |4〉|10〉+ ω11j |1〉|11〉)
A2

10,j =
1

2
√
3
(|10〉|0〉+ ωj |7〉|1〉+ ω2j |4〉|2〉+ ω3j |11〉|3〉+ ω4j |1〉|4〉+ ω5j |3〉|5〉+ ω6j |6〉|6〉

+ω7j |0〉|7〉+ ω8j |9〉|8〉+ ω9j |8〉|9〉+ ω10j |5〉|10〉+ ω11j |2〉|11〉)
A2

11,j =
1

2
√
3
(|11〉|0〉+ ωj |8〉|1〉+ ω2j |5〉|2〉+ ω3j |6〉|3〉+ ω4j |2〉|4〉+ ω5j|4〉|5〉+ ω6j|7〉|6〉

+ω7j |1〉|7〉+ ω8j |10〉|8〉+ ω9j |9〉|9〉+ ω10j |0〉|10〉+ ω11j |3〉|11〉)
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





A3

0,j =
1

2
√
3
(|0〉|0〉+ ωj|8〉|1〉+ ω2j |1〉|2〉+ ω3j |11〉|3〉+ ω4j|5〉|4〉+ ω5j|9〉|5〉+ ω6j|3〉|6〉

+ω7j |10〉|7〉+ ω8j|2〉|8〉+ ω9j |7〉|9〉+ ω10j |6〉|10〉+ ω11j |4〉|11〉)
A3

1,j =
1

2
√
3
(|1〉|1〉+ ωj|9〉|1〉+ ω2j |2〉|2〉+ ω3j |6〉|3〉+ ω4j |0〉|4〉+ ω5j |10〉|5〉+ ω6j|4〉|6〉

+ω7j |11〉|7〉+ ω8j|3〉|8〉+ ω9j |8〉|9〉+ ω10j |7〉|10〉+ ω11j |5〉|11〉)
A3

2,j =
1

2
√
3
(|2〉|0〉+ ωj|10〉|1〉+ ω2j |3〉|2〉+ ω3j |7〉|3〉+ ω4j|1〉|4〉+ ω5j|11〉|5〉+ ω6j |5〉|6〉

+ω7j |6〉|7〉+ ω8j |4〉|8〉+ ω9j |9〉|9〉+ ω10j |8〉|10〉+ ω11j |0〉|11〉)
A3

3,j =
1

2
√
3
(|3〉|0〉+ ωj|11〉|1〉+ ω2j |4〉|2〉+ ω3j |8〉|3〉+ ω4j|2〉|4〉+ ω5j|6〉|5〉+ ω6j|0〉|6〉

+ω7j |7〉|7〉+ ω8j |5〉|8〉+ ω9j |10〉|9〉+ ω10j |9〉|10〉+ ω11j |1〉|11〉)
A3

4,j =
1

2
√
3
(|4〉|0〉+ ωj|6〉|1〉+ ω2j |5〉|2〉+ ω3j |9〉|3〉+ ω4j |3〉|4〉+ ω5j |7〉|5〉+ ω6j |1〉|6〉

+ω7j |8〉|7〉+ ω8j |6〉|8〉+ ω9j |11〉|9〉+ ω10j |10〉|10〉+ ω11j |2〉|11〉)
A3

5,j =
1

2
√
3
(|5〉|0〉+ ωj|7〉|1〉+ ω2j |0〉|2〉+ ω3j |10〉|3〉+ ω4j|4〉|4〉+ ω5j|8〉|5〉+ ω6j|2〉|6〉

+ω7j |9〉|7〉+ ω8j |1〉|8〉+ ω9j |6〉|9〉+ ω10j |11〉|10〉+ ω11j |3〉|11〉)
A3

6,j =
1

2
√
3
(|6〉|0〉+ ωj|2〉|1〉+ ω2j |7〉|2〉+ ω3j |5〉|3〉+ ω4j |11〉|4〉+ ω5j|3〉|5〉+ ω6j|9〉|6〉

+ω7j |4〉|7〉+ ω8j |8〉|8〉+ ω9j |1〉|9〉+ ω10j |0〉|10〉+ ω11j |10〉|11〉)
A3

7,j =
1

2
√
3
(|7〉|0〉+ ωj|3〉|1〉+ ω2j |8〉|2〉+ ω3j |0〉|3〉+ ω4j |6〉|4〉+ ω5j |4〉|5〉+ ω6j |10〉|6〉

+ω7j |5〉|7〉+ ω8j |9〉|8〉+ ω9j |2〉|9〉+ ω10j |1〉|10〉+ ω11j |11〉|11〉)
A3

8,j =
1

2
√
3
(|8〉|0〉+ ωj|4〉|1〉+ ω2j |9〉|2〉+ ω3j |1〉|3〉+ ω4j |7〉|4〉+ ω5j |5〉|5〉+ ω6j |11〉|6〉

+ω7j |0〉|7〉+ ω8j |10〉|8〉+ ω9j |3〉|9〉+ ω10j |2〉|10〉+ ω11j |6〉|11〉)
A3

9,j =
1

2
√
3
(|9〉|0〉+ ωj|5〉|1〉+ ω2j |10〉|2〉+ ω3j |2〉|3〉+ ω4j|8〉|4〉+ ω5j|0〉|5〉+ ω6j|6〉|6〉

+ω7j |1〉|7〉+ ω8j |11〉|8〉+ ω9j |4〉|9〉+ ω10j |3〉|10〉+ ω11j |7〉|11〉)
A3

10,j =
1

2
√
3
(|10〉|0〉+ ωj |0〉|1〉+ ω2j |11〉|2〉+ ω3j |3〉|3〉+ ω4j |9〉|4〉+ ω5j |1〉|5〉+ ω6j |7〉|6〉

+ω7j |2〉|7〉+ ω8j |6〉|8〉+ ω9j |5〉|9〉+ ω10j |4〉|10〉+ ω11j |8〉|11〉)
A3

11,j =
1

2
√
3
(|11〉|0〉+ ωj |1〉|1〉+ ω2j |6〉|2〉+ ω3j |4〉|3〉+ ω4j |10〉|4〉+ ω5j |2〉|5〉+ ω6j |8〉|6〉

+ω7j |3〉|7〉+ ω8j |7〉|8〉+ ω9j |0〉|9〉+ ω10j |5〉|10〉+ ω11j |9〉|11〉)







A4

0,j =
1

2
√
3
(|0〉|0〉+ ωj |4〉|1〉+ ω2j |11〉|2〉+ ω3j |10〉|3〉+ ω4j |2〉|4〉+ ω5j|7〉|5〉+ ω6j|8〉|6〉

+ω7j|6〉|7〉+ ω8j|9〉|8〉+ ω9j |1〉|9〉+ ω10j |3〉|10〉+ ω11j |5〉|11〉)
A4

1,j =
1

2
√
3
(|1〉|1〉+ ωj |5〉|1〉+ ω2j |6〉|2〉+ ω3j |11〉|3〉+ ω4j |3〉|4〉+ ω5j |8〉|5〉+ ω6j |9〉|6〉

+ω7j|7〉|7〉+ ω8j|10〉|8〉+ ω9j |2〉|9〉+ ω10j |4〉|10〉+ ω11j |0〉|11〉)
A4

2,j =
1

2
√
3
(|2〉|0〉+ ωj |0〉|1〉+ ω2j |7〉|2〉+ ω3j |6〉|3〉+ ω4j|4〉|4〉+ ω5j|9〉|5〉+ ω6j|10〉|6〉

+ω7j|8〉|7〉+ ω8j|11〉|8〉+ ω9j |3〉|9〉+ ω10j |5〉|10〉+ ω11j |1〉|11〉)
A4

3,j =
1

2
√
3
(|3〉|0〉+ ωj |1〉|1〉+ ω2j |8〉|2〉+ ω3j |7〉|3〉+ ω4j|5〉|4〉+ ω5j|10〉|5〉+ ω6j |11〉|6〉

+ω7j|9〉|7〉+ ω8j|6〉|8〉+ ω9j |4〉|9〉+ ω10j |0〉|10〉+ ω11j |2〉|11〉)
A4

4,j =
1

2
√
3
(|4〉|0〉+ ωj |2〉|1〉+ ω2j |9〉|2〉+ ω3j |8〉|3〉+ ω4j|0〉|4〉+ ω5j|11〉|5〉+ ω6j |6〉|6〉

+ω7j|10〉|7〉+ ω8j |7〉|8〉+ ω9j |5〉|9〉+ ω10j |1〉|10〉+ ω11j |3〉|11〉)
A4

5,j =
1

2
√
3
(|5〉|0〉+ ωj |3〉|1〉+ ω2j |10〉|2〉+ ω3j |9〉|3〉+ ω4j |1〉|4〉+ ω5j |6〉|5〉+ ω6j |7〉|6〉

+ω7j|11〉|7〉+ ω8j |8〉|8〉+ ω9j |0〉|9〉+ ω10j |2〉|10〉+ ω11j |4〉|11〉)
A4

6,j =
1

2
√
3
(|6〉|0〉+ ωj |10〉|1〉+ ω2j |5〉|2〉+ ω3j |4〉|3〉+ ω4j |8〉|4〉+ ω5j |1〉|5〉+ ω6j |2〉|6〉

+ω7j|0〉|7〉+ ω8j|3〉|8〉+ ω9j |7〉|9〉+ ω10j |9〉|10〉+ ω11j |11〉|11〉)
A4

7,j =
1

2
√
3
(|7〉|0〉+ ωj |11〉|1〉+ ω2j |0〉|2〉+ ω3j |5〉|3〉+ ω4j |9〉|4〉+ ω5j |2〉|5〉+ ω6j |3〉|6〉

+ω7j|1〉|7〉+ ω8j|4〉|8〉+ ω9j |8〉|9〉+ ω10j |10〉|10〉+ ω11j |6〉|11〉)
A4

8,j =
1

2
√
3
(|8〉|0〉+ ωj |6〉|1〉+ ω2j |1〉|2〉+ ω3j |0〉|3〉+ ω4j|10〉|4〉+ ω5j |3〉|5〉+ ω6j |4〉|6〉

+ω7j|2〉|7〉+ ω8j|5〉|8〉+ ω9j |9〉|9〉+ ω10j |11〉|10〉+ ω11j |7〉|11〉)
A4

9,j =
1

2
√
3
(|9〉|0〉+ ωj |7〉|1〉+ ω2j |2〉|2〉+ ω3j |1〉|3〉+ ω4j|11〉|4〉+ ω5j |4〉|5〉+ ω6j |5〉|6〉

+ω7j|3〉|7〉+ ω8j|0〉|8〉+ ω9j |10〉|9〉+ ω10j |6〉|10〉+ ω11j |8〉|11〉)
A4

10,j =
1

2
√
3
(|10〉|0〉+ ωj|8〉|1〉+ ω2j|3〉|2〉+ ω3j |2〉|3〉+ ω4j |6〉|4〉+ ω5j |5〉|5〉+ ω6j |0〉|6〉

+ω7j|4〉|7〉+ ω8j|1〉|8〉+ ω9j |11〉|9〉+ ω10j |7〉|10〉+ ω11j |9〉|11〉)
A4

11,j =
1

2
√
3
(|11〉|0〉+ ωj|9〉|1〉+ ω2j|4〉|2〉+ ω3j |3〉|3〉+ ω4j |7〉|4〉+ ω5j |0〉|5〉+ ω6j |1〉|6〉

+ω7j|5〉|7〉+ ω8j|2〉|8〉+ ω9j |6〉|9〉+ ω10j |8〉|10〉+ ω11j |10〉|11〉)

20









A5

0,j =
1

2
√
3
(|0〉|0〉+ ωj|6〉|1〉+ ω2j |8〉|2〉+ ω3j |2〉|3〉+ ω4j |7〉|4〉+ ω5j |1〉|5〉+ ω6j |9〉|6〉

+ω7j |11〉|7〉+ ω8j|4〉|8〉+ ω9j |10〉|9〉+ ω10j |5〉|10〉+ ω11j |3〉|11〉)
A5

1,j =
1

2
√
3
(|1〉|1〉+ ωj|7〉|1〉+ ω2j |9〉|2〉+ ω3j |3〉|3〉+ ω4j |8〉|4〉+ ω5j |2〉|5〉+ ω6j |10〉|6〉

+ω7j |6〉|7〉+ ω8j |5〉|8〉+ ω9j |11〉|9〉+ ω10j |0〉|10〉+ ω11j |4〉|11〉)
A5

2,j =
1

2
√
3
(|2〉|0〉+ ωj|8〉|1〉+ ω2j |10〉|2〉+ ω3j |4〉|3〉+ ω4j|9〉|4〉+ ω5j|3〉|5〉+ ω6j|11〉|6〉

+ω7j |7〉|7〉+ ω8j |0〉|8〉+ ω9j |6〉|9〉+ ω10j |1〉|10〉+ ω11j |5〉|11〉)
A5

3,j =
1

2
√
3
(|3〉|0〉+ ωj|9〉|1〉+ ω2j |11〉|2〉+ ω3j |5〉|3〉+ ω4j|10〉|4〉+ ω5j |4〉|5〉+ ω6j |6〉|6〉

+ω7j |8〉|1〉+ ω8j |1〉|8〉+ ω9j |7〉|9〉+ ω10j |2〉|10〉+ ω11j |0〉|11〉)
A5

4,j =
1

2
√
3
(|4〉|0〉+ ωj|10〉|1〉+ ω2j |6〉|2〉+ ω3j |0〉|3〉+ ω4j|11〉|4〉+ ω5j |5〉|5〉+ ω6j |7〉|6〉

+ω7j |9〉|7〉+ ω8j |2〉|8〉+ ω9j |8〉|9〉+ ω10j |3〉|10〉+ ω11j |1〉|11〉)
A5

5,j =
1

2
√
3
(|5〉|0〉+ ωj|11〉|1〉+ ω2j |7〉|2〉+ ω3j |1〉|3〉+ ω4j|6〉|4〉+ ω5j|0〉|5〉+ ω6j|8〉|6〉

+ω7j |10〉|7〉+ ω8j|3〉|8〉+ ω9j |9〉|9〉+ ω10j |4〉|10〉+ ω11j |2〉|11〉)
A5

6,j =
1

2
√
3
(|6〉|0〉+ ωj|0〉|1〉+ ω2j |2〉|2〉+ ω3j |8〉|3〉+ ω4j |1〉|4〉+ ω5j |7〉|5〉+ ω6j |3〉|6〉

+ω7j |5〉|7〉+ ω8j |10〉|8〉+ ω9j |4〉|9〉+ ω10j |11〉|10〉+ ω11j |9〉|11〉)
A5

7,j =
1

2
√
3
(|7〉|0〉+ ωj|1〉|1〉+ ω2j |3〉|2〉+ ω3j |9〉|3〉+ ω4j |2〉|4〉+ ω5j |8〉|5〉+ ω6j |4〉|6〉

+ω7j |0〉|7〉+ ω8j |11〉|8〉+ ω9j |5〉|9〉+ ω10j |6〉|10〉+ ω11j |10〉|11〉)
A5

8,j =
1

2
√
3
(|8〉|0〉+ ωj|2〉|1〉+ ω2j |4〉|2〉+ ω3j |10〉|3〉+ ω4j|3〉|4〉+ ω5j|9〉|5〉+ ω6j|5〉|6〉

+ω7j |1〉|7〉+ ω8j |6〉|8〉+ ω9j |0〉|9〉+ ω10j |7〉|10〉+ ω11j |11〉|11〉)
A5

9,j =
1

2
√
3
(|9〉|0〉+ ωj|3〉|1〉+ ω2j |5〉|2〉+ ω3j |11〉|3〉+ ω4j|4〉|4〉+ ω5j|10〉|5〉+ ω6j |0〉|6〉

+ω7j |2〉|7〉+ ω8j |7〉|8〉+ ω9j |1〉|9〉+ ω10j |8〉|10〉+ ω11j |6〉|11〉)
A5

10,j =
1

2
√
3
(|10〉|0〉+ ωj |4〉|1〉+ ω2j |0〉|2〉+ ω3j |6〉|3〉+ ω4j |5〉|4〉+ ω5j|11〉|5〉+ ω6j |1〉|6〉

+ω7j |3〉|7〉+ ω8j |8〉|8〉+ ω9j |2〉|9〉+ ω10j |9〉|10〉+ ω11j |7〉|11〉)
A5

11,j =
1

2
√
3
(|11〉|0〉+ ωj |5〉|1〉+ ω2j |1〉|2〉+ ω3j |7〉|3〉+ ω4j |0〉|4〉+ ω5j|6〉|5〉+ ω6j|2〉|6〉

+ω7j |4〉|7〉+ ω8j |9〉|8〉+ ω9j |3〉|9〉+ ω10j |10〉|10〉+ ω11j |8〉|11〉)

where 0 ≤ j ≤ 11. It is easy to check that the above six bases are mutually unbiased.

Appendix C: Example IV.1: MEBs and PB in C
3 ⊗ C

6

A (3, 5, 2)-DM without one row all being 0s on Z3 exists as follows.

M =










0 0 1 1 2 2

0 1 0 2 2 1

0 1 2 0 1 2

0 2 1 2 1 0

0 2 2 1 0 1










. (C1)

Let H1
i = F̂3, H

2
j = F̂2, 1 ≤ i ≤ 4, 0 ≤ j ≤ 4. Denote Sr the development of the rth-row of

M for 0 ≤ r ≤ 4:

0 1 2 3 4 5

0

1

2

0 0 1 1 2 2

1 1 2 2 0 0

2 2 0 0 1 1

0 1 2 3 4 5

0

1

2

0 1 0 2 2 1

1 2 1 0 0 2

2 0 2 1 1 0

0 1 2 3 4 5

0

1

2

0 1 2 0 1 2

1 2 0 1 2 0

2 0 1 2 0 1

0 1 2 3 4 5

0

1

2

0 2 1 2 1 0

1 0 2 0 2 1

2 1 0 1 0 2

0 1 2 3 4 5

0

1

2

0 2 2 1 0 1

1 0 0 2 1 2

2 1 1 0 2 0

S0 S1 S2 S3 S4
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Then the five bases can be written as,







A0
0,0,l =

1√
2
|0〉(|0〉 ± |1〉)

A0
0,1,l =

1√
2
|1〉(|2〉 ± |3〉)

A0
0,2,l =

1√
2
|2〉(|4〉 ± |5〉)

A0
1,0,l =

1√
2
|0〉(|4〉 ± |5〉)

A0
1,1,l =

1√
2
|1〉(|0〉 ± |1〉)

A0
1,2,l =

1√
2
|2〉(|2〉 ± |3〉)

A0
2,0,l =

1√
2
|0〉(|2〉 ± |3〉)

A0
2,1,l =

1√
2
|1〉(|4〉 ± |5〉)

A0
2,2,l =

1√
2
|2〉(|0〉 ± |1〉)







A1
0,j,l =

1√
6
|0〉(|0〉 ± |2〉) + ωj |1〉(|1〉 ± |5〉) + ω2j|2〉(|3〉 ± |4〉)

A1
1,j,l =

1√
6
|0〉(|3〉 ± |4〉) + ωj |1〉(|0〉 ± |2〉) + ω2j|2〉(|1〉 ± |5〉)

A1
2,j,l =

1√
6
|0〉(|1〉 ± |5〉) + ωj |1〉(|3〉 ± |4〉) + ω2j|2〉(|0〉 ± |2〉)







A2
0,j,l =

1√
6
|0〉(|0〉 ± |3〉) + ωj |1〉(|1〉 ± |4〉) + ω2j|2〉(|2〉 ± |5〉)

A2
1,j,l =

1√
6
|0〉(|2〉 ± |5〉) + ωj |1〉(|0〉 ± |3〉) + ω2j|2〉(|1〉 ± |4〉)

A2
2,j,l =

1√
6
|0〉(|1〉 ± |4〉) + ωj |1〉(|2〉 ± |5〉) + ω2j|2〉(|0〉 ± |3〉)







A3
0,j,l =

1√
6
|0〉(|0〉 ± |5〉) + ωj |1〉(|2〉 ± |4〉) + ω2j|2〉(|1〉 ± |3〉)

A3
1,j,l =

1√
6
|0〉(|1〉 ± |3〉) + ωj |1〉(|0〉 ± |5〉) + ω2j|2〉(|2〉 ± |4〉)

A3
2,j,l =

1√
6
|0〉(|2〉 ± |4〉) + ωj |1〉(|1〉 ± |3〉) + ω2j|2〉(|0〉 ± |5〉)







A4
0,j,l =

1√
6
|0〉(|0〉 ± |4〉) + ωj |1〉(|3〉 ± |5〉) + ω2j|2〉(|1〉 ± |2〉)

A4
1,j,l =

1√
6
|0〉(|1〉 ± |2〉) + ωj |1〉(|0〉 ± |4〉) + ω2j|2〉(|3〉 ± |5〉)

A4
2,j,l =

1√
6
|0〉(|3〉 ± |5〉) + ωj |1〉(|1〉 ± |2〉) + ω2j|2〉(|0〉 ± |4〉)

where 0 ≤ j ≤ 2, 0 ≤ l ≤ 1 and ω = e
2π

√
−1

3 .

Appendix D: Example IV.2: MUMEBs and PB in C
3 ⊗ C

9

A (3, 4, 3)-DM exists on Z3 as follows:

M =










0 0 0 1 1 1 2 2 2

0 1 2 0 1 2 0 1 2

0 1 2 1 2 0 2 0 1

0 2 1 1 0 2 2 1 0










. (D1)

Let H1
i , H2

j be the following complex Hadamard matrices for 1 ≤ i ≤ 3, 0 ≤ j ≤ 3,

22



H1
1 = DF̂3 =









1 1 1

ω ω2 1

ω 1 ω2









, H1
2 = D2F̂3 =









1 1 1

ω2 1 ω

ω2 ω 1









,

H2
j = H1

3 = F̂3 =








1 1 1

1 ω ω2

1 ω2 ω







,

where D = diag(1, ω, ω), ω = e
2π

√
−1

3 .

Denote the development of the rth-row as Srfor 0 ≤ r ≤ 3,

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

0

1

2

0 0 0 1 1 1 2 2 2

1 1 1 2 2 2 0 0 0

2 2 2 0 0 0 1 1 1

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

0

1

2

0 1 2 0 1 2 0 1 2

1 2 0 1 2 0 1 2 0

2 0 1 2 0 1 2 0 1

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

0

1

2

0 1 2 1 2 0 2 0 1

1 2 0 2 0 1 0 1 2

2 0 1 0 1 2 1 2 0

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

0

1

2

0 2 1 1 0 2 2 1 0

1 0 2 2 1 0 0 2 1

2 1 0 0 2 1 1 0 2

S0 S1 S2 S3

The four bases can be written as






A0
0,0,l =

1√
3
|0〉(|0〉 + ωl|1〉+ ω2l|2〉)

A0
0,1,l =

1√
3
|1〉(|3〉 + ωl|4〉+ ω2l|5〉)

A0
0,2,l =

1√
3
|2〉(|6〉 + ωl|7〉+ ω2l|8〉)

A0
1,0,l =

1√
3
|0〉(|6〉 + ωl|7〉+ ω2l|8〉)

A0
1,1,l =

1√
3
|1〉(|0〉 + ωl|1〉+ ω2l|2〉)

A0
1,2,l =

1√
3
|2〉(|3〉 + ωl|4〉+ ω2l|5〉)

A0
2,0,l =

1√
3
|0〉(|3〉 + ωl|4〉+ ω2l|5〉)

A0
2,1,l =

1√
3
|1〉(|6〉 + ωl|7〉+ ω2l|8〉)

A0
2,2,l =

1√
3
|2〉(|0〉 + ωl|1〉+ ω2l|2〉)







A1
0,j,l =

1
3 [|0〉(|0〉 + ωl|3〉+ ω2l|6〉) + ωj+1|1〉(|1〉 + ωl|4〉+ ω2l|7〉)

+ω2j+1|2〉(|2〉 + ωl|5〉+ ω2l|8〉)]

A1
1,j,l =

1
3 [|0〉(|2〉 + ωl|5〉+ ω2l|8〉) + ωj+1|1〉(|0〉 + ωl|3〉+ ω2l|6〉)

+ω2j+1|2〉(|1〉 + ωl|4〉+ ω2l|7〉)]

A1
2,j,l =

1
3 [|0〉(|1〉 + ωl|4〉+ ω2l|7〉) + ωj+1|1〉(|2〉 + ωl|5〉+ ω2l|8〉)

+ω2j+1|2〉(|0〉 + ωl|3〉+ ω2l|6〉)]
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





A2
0,j,l =

1
3 [|0〉(|0〉 + ωl|5〉+ ω2l|7〉) + ωj+2|1〉(|1〉 + ωl|3〉+ ω2l|8〉)

+ω2j+2|2〉(|2〉 + ωl|4〉+ ω2l|6〉)]

A2
1,j,l =

1
3 [|0〉(|2〉 + ωl|4〉+ ω2l|6〉) + ωj+2|1〉(|0〉 + ωl|5〉+ ω2l|7〉)

+ω2j+2|2〉(|1〉 + ωl|3〉+ ω2l|8〉)

A2
2,j,l =

1
3 [|0〉(|1〉 + ωl|3〉+ ω2l|8〉) + ωj+2|1〉(|2〉 + ωl|4〉+ ω2l|6〉)

+ω2j+2|2〉(|0〉 + ωl|5〉+ ω2l|7〉)]







A3
0,j,l =

1
3 [|0〉(|0〉 + ωl|4〉+ ω2l|8〉) + ωj|1〉(|2〉 + ωl|3〉+ ω2l|7〉)

+ω2j|2〉(|1〉 + ωl|5〉+ ω2l|6〉)]

A3
1,j,l =

1
3 [|0〉(|1〉 + ωl|5〉+ ω2l|6〉) + ωj|1〉(|0〉 + ωl|4〉+ ω2l|8〉)

+ω2j|2〉(|2〉 + ωl|3〉+ ω2l|7〉)]

A3
2,j,l =

1
3 [|0〉(|2〉 + ωl|3〉+ ω2l|7〉) + ωj|1〉(|1〉 + ωl|5〉+ ω2l|6〉)

+ω2j|2〉(|0〉 + ωl|4〉+ ω2l|8〉)]

where 0 ≤ j, l ≤ 2. It is easy to check that the above four bases are mutually unbiased.
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