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Quantum information masking is a protocol that hides the original quantum information from
subsystems and spreads it over quantum correlation, which is available to multipartite except bi-
partite systems. In this work, we explicitly study the quantum information masking in multipartite
scenario and prove that all the k-level quantum states can be masked into a m-qudit systems (m > 4)
whose local dimension d < k and the upper bound of & is tighter than the quantum Singleton bound.
In order to observe the masking process intuitively, explicitly controlled operations are provided.
Our scheme well demonstrates the abundance of quantum correlation between multipartite quantum
system and has potential application in the security of quantum information processing.

PACS numbers: 03.67.-a, 03.67.Hk, 03.65.Ta

I. INTRODUCTION

In quantum information theory, since the information
processing process adheres to the unitary evolution and
linear superposition principle, several operations that can
be complemented in the classical information process are
prohibited in a closed physical system. The notion that
reveals these phenomenons is called the “no-go” theorem.
For instance, there exists no universal cloning machine
that can replicate an arbitrary unknown pure quantum
state, which is known as the no-cloning theorem[1, 3, 20].
A contrary version of the no-cloning theorem states that
it is impossible to delete one of two copied arbitrary
unknown quantum states without affecting the other in
a closed physical system which resulting in no-deleting
theorem[4]. With the in-depth study of quantum in-
formation theory, more and more no-go theorems have
been mooted like no-broadcasting theorem(5, 6], no-
superposition theory[7-9], no-hiding theory[10]. These
theorems shed light on the discrepancies between quan-
tum mechanics and classical physics from the perspective
of information theory, and also root in the security of
quantum information processing tasks such as quantum
secret sharing[11-13], quantum key distribution[14, 15]
and quantum teleportation[16-18], et al.

In 2018, a new no-go theorem named no-masking the-
orem was proposed by Kavan Modi et al. which states
that it’s impossible to hide the original arbitrary un-
known quantum states into the quantum correlation be-
tween bipartite quantum systems and make it inacces-
sible to marginal systems[19]. Moreover, this result not
only provides a broader vision of the quantum bit com-
mitment named quantum qubit commitment[20, 21] but
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also demonstrates its potential application in quantum
secret sharing.

This topic attracted wide attention and a series of sig-
nificant discussions were published. When the masked
set of states is all the states in a quantum system, there
is evidence that the no-masking theorem is robust, that
is, even if replacing unitary transformations with general
linear transformations, it’s impossible probabilistically to
mask arbitrary unknown quantum state into a bipartite
quantum system|[22]. Interesting, no-masking theorem is
available even the set of states is reduced to the set of
nonzero measure[23]. This finding further enriches the
no-masking theorem. Similar to the no-cloning theorem,
when the masked set consists of mutual orthogonal (or
linearly independent) states, it can be deterministically
(or probabilistically) masked into bipartite systems|[24].
Different from the no-cloning theorem, the maskable set
of states is abundant. In geometric, the maskable set
of states in high dimensional systems is described by the
one on two or more hyperdisks[25]. This result could sim-
plified to qubit case, where the maskable states located
on a spherical circle on the Bloch sphere which has been
verified experimentally[26, 27]. In addition, there exists
a masker for the quantum information encoding into the
states described by real destiny matrices[28, 29].

The above conclusions well describe the situation of
quantum information masking in a bipartite system.
How does it behave in a multipartite systems? Li and
Wang proved that it’s possible to mask all the states of
a quantum system into a multipartite systems and ob-
serve no information in each local system[30]. Mean-
while, several schemes were proposed, namely, C* —
(ChH®2d Cc? — C?® C? @ C? when d is odd and
C? —» CH! @ C¥! ® C™! when d is even respec-
tively. An operation like this that can mask all quan-
tum states of a system is called an universal masker.
This finding opens up a new direction for quantum infor-
mation masking. Recently, it’s upgraded version named
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k-uniform quantum information masking was proposed
which reveals the strong relationship between quantum
information masking and quantum error-correcting codes
(QECCs)in heterogeneous systems[31]. A similar top-
ics also were discussed [32, 33]. In addition, the close
relationship between quantum multipartite masker and
quantum teleportation was studied and a new masking
scheme (C? — C?® C? ® C? ® C?) was provided[34].
These conclusions all convey a signal that quantum in-
formation masking has wide prospect in the security of
quantum information process.

So far, the states in the maskable set have been masked
into multipartite systems whose local dimension is not
lower than that of the system in which they are located.
Generally, the operations allowed are simpler in lower
dimensional quantum systems especially in experiments.
In this paper, we show that it’s possible to mask arbi-
trary unknown quantum states into a multipartite sys-
tems with lower local systems. To facilitate the under-
standing of the masking process, vivid controlled op-
erations in four-partite systems was also provided. In
addition, we prove that the bound of the dimension of
the maskable quantum states is tighter than the famous
quantum Singleton bound. This reveals the difference be-
tween quantum information masking and quantum error-
correcting codes.

II. PRELIMINARY

Before starting our main results, the concepts to be
used later are sorted out. Firstly, let’s have a briefly re-
view of the quantum information masking in multipartite
scenario[30].

Definition 1. An operation S is a multipartite masker
which mask the quantum information encoded in the
set of states {|1;) € Ha,} into the set of multipartite
states {|¥;) € ®/Y Hya,} such that all the reductions

to each local system of |¥;) are identical; i,e., for any
le{1,2,--- N},

pa, = Trag|W;) (V. (1)
contain no information about the value of . Where Af

denotes the complementary set of the set {A;} for the set
B = {Al,AQ, cee ,AN}, i.e., Alc = B\{Al}

Then, a necessary definition is given as follow

Definition 2. The set of pure states {|i;)} called a
”maximum entangled basis” (MEB) in N-qudit systems
(CH®N if it satisfies the conditions as follow

(i) For arbitrary pure state |¢;), it’s reductions to each
party are

ar = Teackb) (il = = @

(ii) The set of pure states {|¢;)} forms an orthonormal
basis for the Hilbert space (H?)®N

In addition, to prove the existence of the universal mul-
tipartite masker which described by a unitary operator
U , we notice the following fact[35]

Lemma 1. If two set of states {|1;)}1, and |V;)*,
satisfy the condition

(Yily) = (W4 ¥y), (3)

fori,j=1,2,--- n, there always exists a unitary opera-
tor U to complete the following transformation

Uli) = [¥3), (4)
where 1 =1,2,--+ ,n.

IIT. MULTI-QUBIT MASKER

As is shown in Re.[30], arbitrary unknown qubit states
[t)) = ao|0) + a1|1) can be deterministically masked into
4-qubit systems which reads as

0) = 3100} + [11)) © (100) + [11))

I11)) ® [11)).

Nevertheless, we find the masking capacity of 4-qubit
systems is not limited to this. Next, we give an example
to illustrate that it is possible to mask all the states of
4-level quantum system into a 4-qubit system.

()

1) = (00} — [11)) ® (100) -

Example 1. For arbitrary unknown quantum states |¢)
in the system C*, namely

|¢) = a0l0) + a1[1) + a2[2) + as[3), (6)

where |ag)? + |a1]? + |az|* + |ag|? = 1. According to the
lemma 1, there exists a masking processing defined by

0) = (100) +[11)),
1)),

(I01) + [10)),

1
5(00) +]11)) &

111)) ®

S07) + 110)) &

1
5(100) = 1)) & (J00) —

(7)

3) = %(IOD — [10)) @ (|01) — [10)).

Proof. The total final states in 4-qubit system is

;(ao +a1)(/0000) + |1111))
+ (ap — )(]0011) + [1100)) (8)
+ (as + a)(]0101) + [1010))

+ (as — a3)(|0110) + |1001)).

After calculation, the reduction to each local system is
derived as follow

®) =

1
Pi ZZ(MO + a1|2 + |ag — (l1|2

+ |ag + as|?® + az — as|*)I 9)
I

=3



for i =1,2,3,4. That is, we observe no information from
each local systems of 4-qubit systems which reads that
there exists a universal masker for C* - C2@ C2@ C?®
c2. O

Next, in order to reveal the masking details of the pro-
cessing above, the universal masker described by con-
trolled operation is gave as follow.

For arbitrary unknown quantum states |¢) in the sys-
tem C* given as (6), according to lemma 1, we can com-
plete the unitary transformation reads as

|0) = [00)12, |1) = [10)12,

Then the total states in 2-qubit systems is obtained as
|‘I)0> = (a0|00> + CL1|10> + a2|01> + CL3|11>)12. (11)
The marginal states of |®;) are

_ ( laol* + lazl* aoaj + azaj
m agar +azaz |ar|* + las* )’ (12)
g = lao|? + |a1|? agal + ara}

? agaz + ajaz |az|* + |as|* )

Now, it’s obvious that each marginal system contains the
original quantum information. Then we add two auxil-
iary systems and proceed in four steps.

First, we do the C-Not C13 on |®;), then the total state
in 4-qubit systems is

|(I)1> = (CLO|OOO> + a1|101> + a2|010> + CL3|111>)123|0>4.
(13)
Now, the reduced density matrices of the first three local
systems are derived as follows

PR |ag|* + [az|? 0
1 3 0 |a1|2+|a3|2 ’

P laol* + |a1[* aoaj + araj
? apaz +ajaz lag|® + |az* )

(14)

It is apparent that the original information contained in
the off-diagonal elements of the reduced density matrices
of 1 and 3 systems is masked.

Second, we do the C-Not operation Cy4 on the total
state |®2) and obtain the state as follow

|(I)2>1234 = CLO|OOOO> + CL1|1010> + CL2|0101> + CL3|1111>
(15)
After calculation, we can have the reduction to each local
system as follow

__{ lao* + laz[? 0
P1 = pP3 0 |a1|2+|a3|2 )

_ (|l +la? 0
P2 = P4 = 0 |a2|2+|a3|2 .

It can be seen that all the original information contained
in the off-diagonal elements of the reduced density ma-
trices of four local systems are vanished.

(16)

Third, we send 1-particle through Hadamard gate,
then do the C-Not Ci5 and new total state becomes

1234 =%[ao(|oooo> +[1100)) + a1 (]0010) — [1110))

+ a2(]0101) + [1001)) + az(|0111) — [1011))].
(17)
Now, four reduced density matrices can be obtained as

|®3)

1
pL=p2= 51,
_( lao?* + |az|? 0
p3 = < 0 lay|? + |as|? ) (18)

P lao|* + [a1]? 0
0 |ag|* + |as]* )

It is distinct that we have no information about the orig-
inal states in both 1, 2 systems and there is still some
information leaked on the diagonal elements of 3,4 sys-
tem.

Finally, we send 3-particle through Hadamard gate,
then perform the C-Not operation Cs4 on |®4) and obtain
the final total state

1
[®4)1234 =[ao(|0000) + [1111) +[0011) + [1100))

+ a1(|0000) 4 [1111) — |0011) — |1100))
+ az(]0101) + [1010) + |0110) + [1001))

+ a3(]0101) 4 |1010) — |0110) — [1001))].
(19)
It is easy to verify that p; = é,i = 1,2,3,4, which
means we complete the masking process C* — C2®C?®
C? ® C2. All the C-Not operations above have the form

Cat = 0)(0] @ T + [1){(1]| @ 0, (20)

where s = 1,3,t = 2,4. It should note that (19) is equiv-
alent to the state given as

[®)1234 = %[ao(|00> +[11)) ® (|00) + |11))

+a1(]00) — [11)) @ (|00) — [11))  (21)
+ a(]01) + [10)) ® (|01) + |10))
+a1(|01) — [10)) ® (|01) — [10))].

In order to further explore the masking capacity of
multi-qubit systems we give another example

Example 2. For arbitrary unknown quantum states |)
in the system C®

6) = > axlk). (22)
k=0

where ZZ:O lag|? = 1.



According to the lemma 1, we can complete the deter-
ministic masking process as follow
1
§(|OOO> + |111)) ® (]000) + |111)),

%(|oo1> +[110)) @ (J001) + [110)),

2) = 5(1010) + [101)) @ (010) + [101),
3) — 51100} +]011)) © (1100} +[011), .
[4) = 5(1000) — [111)) @ (j000)  [111)),
5) = 5 (1001) ~ [110}) & ([001) ~ [110)),
6) — 5(1010) ~ [101)) & ([010) ~ 101),
7) = 5(1100) ~011)) & (]100) — [011).

Proof. After the unitary transformation, the total state
becomes

I3) :%[(ao + 44)(|000000) + [111111))
+ (a0 — a4)(|000111) + [111000))
+ (ar + as)(J001001) + [110110))
+ (a1 — as)(]110001) + [001110}) (24)
+ (a2 + a6)(]010010) + [101101))
+ (a2 — ag)(010101) + [101010))
+ (a3 — a7)(]100100) + [011011))
+ (ag — a7)(|100011) + [011100))].

We can verify the reduced density matrices of each local
system by calculation as

1
pi =7 (a0 + as|® + lao — aa|?* + |ar + as|?
+ |a1 — as|* + |az + ag|* + |az — ag|®

(25)
+ |as + a7]® + |ag — a7|*)I

where 1 =1,2,3,4,5,6.
Obviously, we can’t observe no information about the

original states |¢) which means we complete the masking
process C® — (C2)®S. O

From the facts of two examples exhibited above, it is
clear that the maximum dimension of the system in which
the masked states located is unique up to the number of
MEB of n-qubit systems. Thus we can derive the follow-
ing corollary .

Corollary 1. For arbitrary unknown quantum states |¢)
in the system C%

d—1
) =3 alk), (26)
k=0

If the dimension of the system C% satisfys
d<2", (27)

there always exists a universal masker, which can mask
all the states of C* into 2n-qubit systems deterministi-
cally, namely C* — (C%)®2",

IV. MULTI-QUDIT MASKER

With the increase of the dimensions of the local sys-
tems involved in the masking process, the range of mask-
able states expands. To move forward, we propose the
first general conclusion.

Theorem 1. For any positive integer 2 < h < d?, it’s
possible masking all the states of h-level system CP into
4-qudit systems. i.e.,C" - C? ® C? @ C¢ ® C4.

Proof. For an arbitrary unknown quantum state of the
d?-level system C*° namely

d?—1

6 = 3 axlk), (28)

k=0

2
where ZZ;ﬁ |ak| = 1. According to lemma 1, there ex-
ists a unitary can complete the following transformation

k) = |vr) ® [vr). (29)

Thus the total states in systems C? ® C? ® C? ® C? can
be written as

d*—1
W) = aklvr)vn), (30)
k=0
where
=
[vbx) = Zw”(k w4 D|5)|(j + [k/d]) mod d). (31)
j =0

2mi

for w = e”a . It’s distinct that {|¢x)} is a MEB of the
2-qudit systems. The reductions to all local systems are
derived as
A, =Trag (JW)(¥])
d>—1d*>—1

=303 JakPTrag ) (el (W [e)) Orr
k=0 t=0
d’—1

=) lar*Trag [vi) (W] ((rlvr)) (32)

d?—1

I
= laxf*5
k=0

1
7



Then, we provide the corresponding controlled opera-
2
tion. For arbitrary unknown states [tbg) € C?

d?—1

o) = 3 [k, (33)
k=0

First, the unitary evolution goes as
k) = |k mod d)|[k/d]), (34)

where [k/d] denotes the quotient of k divided by d. Next,
by adding two auxiliary systems, the total state holds the
form as follow
d*>—1
1) = > axlk mod d)|[k/d]}|00). (35)

k=0

Second, we obtain the new total states by performing the
controlled operation Ci3

d*—1
[a) = Y axlk mod d)|[k/d])|k mod d)[0), (36)
k=0
where
d*—1
Cis= Y |k modd)(k moddeU* ™9 (37)
k=0
with
d—1
U= ) |(j+1) modd){jl. (38)
=0

Third, we perform the controlled operation Cay on |t)9)
and obtain the states as follow

d*—1
[s) = > axlk mod d)|[k/d])|[k mod d)|[k/d]),
o (39)
where
d?—1
Cos = > |[k/d])([k/d]| @ UK/, (40)
k=0

We send 1 and 3 particles through the general
Hadamard gate, namely

1 d—1 ‘
%ﬁZoﬂLﬁ. (41)
j=0

Finally, two controlled not gates given as follow are
performed on |¢3) subsequently

d—1
Crz = Z|J><J| ® U’

Jj=0

d—1
Csa =Y i)
=0

i|@U".

The final total states become

d2—1d 1d—1 :
z+g k mod d
) = 3 35 e NG
+[k/d]) mod d)|i)](i + [k/d]) mod d).

It should note that |¢4) is equivalent to (30).

It can be deduced from the quantum masking in multi-
qubit systems that as the number of local systems partic-
ipating in masking tasks increases, all quantum states in
the higher-dimensional system will be deterministically
masked. Thus a more general conclusion can be obtained.

Theorem 2. For all the states of the w-level system C*
w—1

) = > axlk), (44)

k=0

If we mask all the states into m-qudit (m > 4) systems,
the supremum of the level of the system in which all the
masked states locate can be derived as

w < dlF] (45)

Proof. Without loss of generality, we divide the m-qudit
system into two parts. Let {|¢.,)}, {T|’Uw } be the subsets
of the MEBs of (C4)®L% ) and (C%)®I% 1 respectively. Ac-
cording to lemma 1, the maskmg process can be defined
by

k) = [¥n)|vk)- (46)
where k£ =0,1,2,---w. That is,
w—1 w—1
U:l¢) = Z axlk) = |®) = Z ak|vr)|vk) (47)
k=0 k=0

For the final state |®), the reductions to the local systems
of the first || systems are

y =Tz (12) (@)

=3 S Jan P g 90} (e (el e

k=0 t=0

Z |ak|*Tr i [v) (] ({orclon)) (48)

k=0

1
N

k=0

,_.

1
d’

Where | € {1,2,---,[%]} and A; denotes the set

{A1, Az J A m 3\ {Ai} and [J(].]) denotes the in-
teger part.

The same result can be obtained for the last [ % [-qudit
systems namely pa, = & for [l € {[2],[2]+1,--- ,m}.
Thus we observe no information about |¢) from all the
local systems of the m-qudit system. [l



Specially, an ((m,w, 2))s QECC has the quantum Sin-
gleton bound[36]

w < dm2, (49)

Where m > 4. It’s easy to verify that dlzl < d™ 2, that
is, the maskable bound of k is tighter than the quantum
Singleton bound.

This conclusion implies that, in the quantum informa-
tion masking process, when the dimension of each local
system d and the level w of the system that all the masked
states located in are determined and w > d, it can be seen
that at least 2t qudit systems need to be employed for

t = [log, w].

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we study the structure of the quantum
multipartite masker. Noticing all the known masking
schemes, each local system’s dimension is not less than
the level of the system which all the states to be masked
located in. Here we present some schemes to show it’s

possible masking k-level states into a m-partite system
with local dimension d for k& > d,m > 4 and obtain a
tighter bound of £ than the famous quantum Singleton
bound of QECC. We also provide the controlled oper-
ation in four-partite systems to unveil the mystery of
quantum information masking.

Our conclusion provides hands for the question “can
all quantum states of level d be hidden into tripartite
quantum system C?® C%® C? with n < d or not?” raised
in Re.[30] . By the way, a new question is raised: can our
conclusion be generalized to k-uniform scenario?
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