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A quantum network shared entangled sources among distant nodes enables us to distribute entan-
glement along the network by suitable measurements. Network nonlocality means that it does not
admit a network model involving local variables emitted from independent sources. In this work,
we construct an (n,m, p)-type quantum network configuration and then derive the corresponding
n-local correlation inequalities based on the assumption of independent sources. As a universal
acyclic network configuration, it can cover most of the existing network models, such as the typical
chain-network and star-network, and admit both centerless and asymmetric configurations. Then
we demonstrate the non-n-locality of the present network by calculating the violation of the n-local
inequality with bipartite entangled sources and Pauli measurements.

PACS numbers: 03.65.Ud; 03.67.-a; 03.67.Hk

I. INTRODUCTION

Bell’s theorem [1] is one of the most important developments in quantum theory. The nonlocality of quantum theory
[2–4] is the core of the Bell’s theorem and it plays an important role in quantum computation and communication [5–
8]. Quantum nonlocality is essentially a correlation between the distant parties assumed to be measured by choosing
various measurement settings [9, 10]. Once the correlation inequalities associated with local theory are violated by
any quantum behaviors, the nonlocality of the quantum system will be revealed automatically.
In 2010, Branciard et al [11] proposed a scenario to characterize non-bilocal correlation via entanglement swapping

[12]. And then, the concept of Bell nonlocality has been generalized to the network nonlocality [13–17], where separated
sources are assumed to be independent. Subsequently, the nonlocality of various quantum networks has been studied,
such as n-local chain-network configuration [18–21], star-network configuration [22–25], triangle-network configuration
[26–29], ring-network configuration [30], tree-network configuration [31], and so on. More recently, Yang et al [32]
proposed an n-layer tree-network, which involves odd-numbered (centrosymmetric) chain-network, star-network and
any positive-integer-forked tree-network. However, such layered arrangement may be inherently difficult to describe
centerless networks (an even-numbered chain-network, for example). In fact, although there exist various quantum
networks, finding a universal network architecture is still an open problem.
In this paper, we propose an (n,m, p)-type quantum network configuration and derive the corresponding n-local

inequality based on the assumption of independent sources. It can cover most of the existing acyclic networks, for
example, the typical chain-network and star-network configurations. Then we show the non-n-locality of our network
by calculating the violation of the n-local inequality with bipartite entangled sources and Pauli measurements on
these distant network nodes.

II. THE BILOCAL NETWORK WITH TWO INDEPENDENT SOURCES

In this section, we describe the bilocal network with two independent sources [11, 13], as shown in Fig.1. Suppose
that there are two independent (space-like separated) two-particle sources S1 and S2 related to two classical variables
λ1 and λ2, respectively, with a joint distribution ρ(λ1, λ2) = ρ1(λ1)ρ2(λ2) satisfying

∫

ρ1dλ1 =
∫

ρ2dλ2 = 1. The
source S1 sends particles to Alice and Bob, and the source S2 sends particles to Bob and Charles. We can call Bob and
Alice (or Charles) the central party (node) and extremal party, respectively. So there are one central party and two
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extremal parties in this bilocal network. The parties Alice, Bob and Charles perform the dichotomic measurements
with inputs (outputs) x, y and z (a, b and c), respectively.

FIG. 1: The bilocal network.

A correlation between the measurement outcomes is usually characterized by the joint probability distribution. In
the bilocal network, the joint probability distribution can be described by

P (a, b, c|x, y, z) =
∫ ∫

dλ1dλ2ρ1(λ1)ρ2(λ2)P (a|x, λ1)P (b|y, λ1, λ2)P (c|z, λ2), (1)

where P (a, b, c|x, y, z) is the joint probability distribution for the outcomes from all of the three parties and
P (a|x, λ1), P (b|y, λ1, λ2) and P (c|z, λ2) are respectively for Alice, Bob and Charles.
Let I = 1

4

∑

x,z〈AxB0Cz〉, J = 1
4

∑

x,z(−1)x+z〈AxB1Cz〉, and 〈AxByCz〉 =
∑

a,b,c(−1)a+b+cP (a, b, c|x, y, z), where
Ax, By and Cz are the observables related to parties Alice, Bob and Charles, respectively. By this, one can obtain
the bilocal inequalities [13]

√
I +

√
J ≤ 1. (2)

Different from the Bell inequalities, these are nonlinear inequalities. The quantum network is bilocal correlation if
these inequalities hold for any quantum systems, otherwise non-bilocal correlation.

III. (n,m, p)-TYPE NETWORK CONFIGURATION

A. The network configuration

In quantum network, we call all of the parties network nodes and they are divided into two categories: the extremal
nodes and the intermediate (non-extremal) nodes. We next present an (n,m, p)-type acyclic network configuration,
where n is the number of the independent sources, m represents the number of particles owned by each intermediate
node, and p is the number of the extremal nodes.
We here restrict our attention to two-particle sources and dichotomic measurements for clarity. Since each source

Sr, characterized by a classical variable λr, r = 1, 2, · · · , n, can only shared between two neighboring nodes, each
intermediate node will be related to m distant sources and each extremal node connects one source. Each source
provides two particles, so there are 2n particles, l = (2n− p)/m intermediate nodes and p ≤ n extremal nodes in our
network configuration.
Intuitively, we provide the typical (a) chain-network (n, 2, 2), (b) star-network (n, n, n), (c) layered tree-network

(n,m, n− (n−m)/(m− 1)), and (d) an arbitrary centerless and asymmetric network (15, 3, 9) for example, as shown
in Fig.2.

B. n-local correlation inequalities

For n ≥ 2, let Ai(i = 1, 2, · · · , l) and Bj(j = 1, 2, · · · , p) are respectively the dichotomic measurement operators
of the intermediate nodes and extremal nodes. xi and ai are respectively the inputs and outputs for Ai, and yj
and bj for Bj , with xi, yj , ai, bj ∈ {0, 1}. Let X = {x1, x2, · · · , xl}, Y = {y1, y2, · · · , yp}, A = {a1, a2, · · · , al} and
B = {b1, b2, · · · , bp} be sets of the inputs and outputs, for simplicity.
The independent source assumption enables us to write the joint distribution of the classical variables λ1, λ2, · · · , λn

as ρ(λ1)ρ(λ2) · · · ρ(λn) satisfying
∫

ρ(λr)dλr = 1, r = 1, 2, · · · , n. Let P (A,B|X,Y ) is the joint probability distribution
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(a) chain-network (n, 2, 2) (b) star-network (n, n, n)

(c) tree-network (n,m, n− (n−m)/(m − 1)) (d) centerless and asymmetric network (15, 3, 9)

FIG. 2: The n-local scenarios for (a) chain-network (n, 2, 2), (b) star-network (n, n, n), (c) layered tree-network (n,m, n− (n−

m)/(m− 1)), and (d) an arbitrary centerless and asymmetric network (15, 3, 9).

for the outcomes of all nodes, and P (ai|xi,Λi) and P (bj |yj, λj) are respectively for nodes Ai(i = 1, 2, · · · , l) and
Bj(j = 1, 2, · · · , p), where Λi denotes the set of classical variables that arrive to node Ai. If the joint probability
distribution can be expressed as

P (A,B|X,Y ) =

∫

· · ·
∫

dλ1dλ2 · · · dλnρ(λ1)ρ(λ2) · · · ρ(λn)P (a1|x1,Λ1)× · · · × P (ai|xi,Λi)

× · · · × P (al|xl,Λl)P (b1|y1, λ1)P (b2|y2, λ2)× · · · × P (bp|yp, λp), (3)

then this network is n-local, otherwise it is non-n-local. Taking layered tree-network (n,m, n− (n−m)/(m− 1)) for
example, see Fig.2 (c). One may take

P (A,B|X,Y ) =

∫

· · ·
∫

dλ1dλ2 · · · dλnρ(λ1)ρ(λ2) · · · ρ(λn)P (a1|x1, λ1, · · · , λm−1, λp+1)

×P (a2|x2, λm, · · · , λ2(m−1), λp+2)× · · · × P (at|xt, λ(t−1)(m−1)+1, · · · , λt(m−1), λp+t)

× · · · × P (al|xl, λn−m+1, · · · , λn)P (b1|y1, λ1)P (b2|y2, λ2) · · ·P (bp|yp, λp), (4)

where t ∈ {0, 1, · · · , n− p} (the index of classical variable λp+t) satisfy p+ t ≤ n.
To proceed, let k = 0, 1, and define

IkX =
1

2p

∑

Y

(−1)
∑p

j=1
kyj 〈A1

x1
A2

x2
· · ·Al

xl
B1

y1
B2

y2
· · ·Bp

yp
〉, (5)

where the correlator

〈A1
x1
A2

x2
· · ·Al

xl
B1

y1
B2

y2
· · ·Bp

yp
〉 =

∑

A,B

(−1)
∑

l
i=1

ai+
∑p

j=1
bjP (A,B|X,Y ). (6)
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Then we calculate the absolute value of this linear combination |IkX | and have

|IkX | =
1

2p
|
∑

Y

(−1)
∑p

j=1
kyj 〈A1

x1
A2

x2
· · ·Al

xl
B1

y1
B2

y2
· · ·Bp

yp
〉|

=
1

2p
|
∑

Y

(−1)
∑p

j=1
kyj

∫

· · ·
∫

dλ1dλ2 · · · dλnρ(λ1)ρ(λ2) · · · ρ(λn)
∑

a1

(−1)a1P (a1|x1,Λ1)

× · · · ×
∑

ai

(−1)aiP (ai|xi,Λi)× · · · ×
∑

al

(−1)alP (al|xl,Λl)×
∑

b1

(−1)b1P (b1|y1, λ1)

× · · · ×
∑

bj

(−1)bjP (bj|yj , λj)× · · · ×
∑

bp

(−1)bpP (bp|yp, λp)|

=
1

2p
|
∑

Y

(−1)
∑p

j=1
kyj

∫

· · ·
∫

dλ1dλ2 · · · dλnρ(λ1)ρ(λ2) · · · ρ(λn)〈A1
x1
〉〈A2

x2
〉 · · · 〈Al

xl
〉〈B1

y1
〉〈B2

y2
〉 · · · 〈Bp

yp
〉|

≤ 1

2p

∫

· · ·
∫

dλ1dλ2 · · · dλnρ(λ1)ρ(λ2) · · · ρ(λn)

l
∏

i=1

|〈Ai
xi
〉|

p
∏

j=1

|〈Bj
0〉+ (−1)k〈Bj

1〉|. (7)

Noting that |〈Ai
xi
〉| ≤ 1 we have

|IkX | ≤
p
∏

j=1

∫

dλjρ(λj)
1

2
|〈Bj

0〉+ (−1)k〈Bj
1〉|. (8)

As a result, it seems likely that the upper bound of the linear combination |IkX | is only depended on the extremal
nodes, no matter what choice of Ai

xi
we make for each intermediate node Ai.

Using the Cauchy inequality [13]

m
∑

k=1

(
n
∏

i=1

xk
i )

1

n ≤
n
∏

i=1

(x1
i + x2

i + . . .+ xm
i )

1

n , (9)

one can obtain

|I0X | 1p + |I1X′ |
1

p ≤
p
∏

j=1

[

∫

dλjρ(λj)
1

2
(|〈Bj

0〉+ 〈Bj
1〉|+ |〈Bj

0〉 − 〈Bj
1〉|)]

1

p

=

p
∏

j=1

[

∫

dλjρ(λj)max{|〈Bj
0〉|, |〈Bj

1〉|}]
1

p , (10)

where X,X ′ = {x1, x2, · · · , xl} are respectively the sets of the binary inputs for the intermediate nodes.

Since |〈Bj
0〉| ≤ 1 and |〈Bj

1〉| ≤ 1, we have

|I0X | 1p + |I1X′ |
1

p ≤ 1. (11)

This is a set of n-local nonlinear correlation inequalities derived from the assumption of independent sources. Any
violation of these inequalities by physical system will be seen as a nonlocality witness for the present network.

IV. QUANTUM VIOLATIONS OF THE n-LOCAL INEQUALITIES

Let us now construct explicitly the quantum distribution and verify the nonlocality of the present (n,m, p)-type
quantum networks. Suppose that each quantum source produces two-qubit pure state |Ψr〉 = cos θr|00〉+ sin θr|11〉,
θr ∈ [0, 2π], r = 1, 2, · · · , n. Let ρr = |Ψr〉〈Ψr|, then this (2n-qubit) complex system will be ρ =

⊗n
r=1 ρr. Note that

each intermediate node Ai receives m independent qubits and each extremal node Bj only one qubit.
Consider the dichotomic measurement, where each intermediate node performs the joint measurements A0 =

σ⊗m
z or A1 = σ⊗m

x on its local qubits and each extremal node performs a local measurement Bj
yj

= cosαjσz +

(−1)yj sinαjσx, αj ∈ [0, 2π], j = 1, 2, · · · , p, on its single-qubit subsystem, where σx and σz are the Pauli operators
in the computational basis.
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We here calculate S = |I00,0,··· ,0|1/p + |I11,1,··· ,1|1/p for clarity. Then we have

I00,0,··· ,0 =
1

2p

∑

Y

〈A1
0A

2
0 · · ·Al

0B
1
y1
B2

y2
· · ·Bp

yp
〉

= Tr[ρσ⊗(2n−p)
z

p
∏

j=1

cosαjσ
⊗p
z ]

=

p
∏

j=1

cosαj (12)

and

I11,1,··· ,1 =
1

2p

∑

Y

(−1)
∑p

j=1
yj 〈A1

1A
2
1 · · ·Al

1B
1
y1
B2

y2
· · ·Bp

yp
〉

= Tr[ρσ⊗(2n−p)
x

p
∏

j=1

sinαjσ
⊗p
x ]

=

p
∏

j=1

sinαj

n
∏

r=1

sin(2θr). (13)

So we obtain

S = |
p
∏

j=1

(cosαj)|
1

p + |
p
∏

j=1

sinαj

n
∏

r=1

sin(2θr)|
1

p . (14)

Without loss of generality, let αj = α, then one gets

S = | cosα|+ | sinα||
n
∏

r=1

sin(2θr)|
1

p . (15)

Let ∂S/∂α = 0, and thus we have |∏n
r=1 sin(2θr)|1/p = | tanα|. Therefore, we can obtain

Smax =

√

√

√

√1 + [

n
∏

r=1

sin2(2θr)]
1

p ≥ 1. (16)

The maximum value of Smax is
√
2, and it occurs at θr = π/4 or an odd multiple of π/4; the minimum value 1 occurs

at θr = 0 or integer multiple of π/2. It means that our (n,m, p)-type quantum network is non-n-local if and only if
the given all bipartite quantum sources are entangled, i.e., the concurrence [4] C(|Ψr〉) = | sin(2θr)| > 0.

V. DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY

In summary, based on the assumption of independent source we have constructed an (n,m, p)-type network con-
figuration. A set of nonlinear n-local correlation inequalities have been derived. Given a set of bipartite entangled
sources we calculate the quantum prediction with the dichotomic measurements consisting of the Pauli operators.
Consequently, the n-local inequality will be obviously violated conditional on these quantum sources are entangled.
The non-n-locality of the present (n,m, p)-type quantum network have been demonstrated.
Note that there are two main results in our work. First, our (n,m, p)-type network is a universal network config-

uration. It can provide a practical tool to investigate the non-n-locality of an arbitrary (n,m, p)-type network. For
example, the seminal bilocal scenario [11] corresponds to (2, 2, 2); the chain-network involving arbitrary nodes [18]
corresponds to (n, 2, 2); the star-network configuration [22] corresponds to (n, n, n); the recent layered tree-network
configuration [32] given the specified m as (n,m, n− (n −m)/(m− 1)), and so on. Second, since there is no special
central node in the present configuration, all intermediate nodes are equivalent and thus our quantum network can
meet both centerless and asymmetric configuration. Its expansibility follows from the fact that these n-local inequal-
ities only depend on the number of independent sources and extremal nodes. Meanwhile, it does not involve the
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cases that the number m is allowed to be different or varied. Although the number m does not emerge in nonlinear
inequalities, it does really affect the network designing. We expect that this work will motivate further investigating
on the quantum network configurations and provide a way to construct more universal quantum networks for quantum
information processing.
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