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Abstract. The characterization of Kirkwood-Dirac (KD) classicality or non-
classicality is very important in quantum information processing. In general, the set of
KD classical states with respect to two bases is not a convex polytope[J. Math. Phys.
65 072201 (2024)], which makes us interested in finding out in which circumnstances
they do form a polytope. In this paper, we focus on the characterization of KD
classicality of mixed states for the case where the transition matrix between two bases
is a discrete Fourier transform (DFT) matrix in Hilbert space with dimensions p? and
pq, respectively, where p,q are prime. For the two particular cases we investigate,
the sets of extremal points are finite, implying that the set of KD classical states we
characterize forms a convex polytope. We show that for p? dimensional system, the
set KDj;u3 is a convex hull of the set pure(KDv‘zyB) based on DFT, where KD:Z)B is
the set of KD classical states with respect to two bases and pure(KDv‘zyB) is the set
of all the rank-one projectors of KD classical pure states with respect to two bases.
In pq dimensional system, we believe that this result also holds. Unfortunately, we
do not completely prove it, but some meaningful conclusions are obtained about the
characterization of KD classicality.

Keywords: Kirkwood-Dirac classical state, discrete Fourier transform, KD quasiproba-
bility distribution, convex combination


http://arxiv.org/abs/2404.09399v2

Geometry of Kirkwood-Dirac classical states : A case study based on discrete Fourier transform?2

1. Introduction

The negativity [1H5] or nonreality of quasiprobability distributions [6], like entanglement
[7], discord [8], coherence [9,[10], Bell nonlocality [11] and uncertainty principles [12],
shows the nonclassical features of quantum states and plays an important role in
quantum information theory and metrology. Kirkwood-Dirac (KD) distribution is a
quasiprobability distribution independently discovered by Kirkwood [13] and Dirac [14].
KD distributions behave similarly to probability distributions in some aspects, but are
allowed to violate some Kolmogorovs axioms [I5]. Traditionally, the axiom requiring
the distribution function to be nonnegative everywhere on the state space is relaxed,
to allow for negative, or even imaginary values. In recent years, KD distribution
has become a research hotspot because of its important applications in quantum
tomography [16-18], weak measurement [19-21], quantum metrology [21H23], quantum
thermodynamics [5,24,25], the relation to nonclassical effects [26,27] and so on. In
addition, it has been shown that the KD distribution for states can be extended to a
representation of any finite-dimensional quantum process [2§].

Given a state, its KD distribution is determined by the eigenbases of observables.
In a d-dimensional Hilbert space, suppose a = {|a;)}}=} and b = {|b;) ?;(1) are
the eigenbases of observables A and B, respectively. Let A = {|a;){a;|}¢=4 and
B = {|b;)(b;| ?;é. If the KD distribution of a quantum state with respect to two
bases a, b contains negative or nonreal values, then the quantum state is called a KD
nonclassical state; otherwise, the quantum state is called a KD classical state [29H33].

In 2021, Arvidsson-Shuku et al. [29] gave a sufficient condition for judging
nonclassicality. That is, a state [¢) is KD nonclassical if nq (1) + np(¢) > [22], where
nq (1) (respectively np(1))) is the number of nonvanishing coefficients of |¢)) on basis a
(respectively on basis b) and | X | is the integer part of X. De Bievre [30,31] studied
completely incompatible observables and their links to the support uncertainty and to
KD nonclassicality of a pure state. He showed that a state |¢) is KD nonclassical if
na(¥) +np(y) > d+ 1 and (a;|b;) # 0 for all ¢, j € Z,. In 2022, Xu [34] generalized the
concept of completely incompatibility to s-order incompatibility. Fiorentino et al. [35]
studied the support uncertainty relation of complete sets of mutually unbiased bases.
In 2023, for discrete Fourier transform (DFT) matrix as the transition matrix between
two bases a and b, a pure state |¢) is real KD classical state if and only if |¢)) satisfies
na(V)np () = d [3233]. In 2023, Langrenez et al. [36] first analyzed how to characterize
KD classical mixed states and showed that for prime d and DFT matrix as the transition
matrix, the set KDZB of KD classical states is the convex hull of rank-one projectors
associated to the two bases, i.e., KDZB =ConvHull(\A U B). However, for nonprime d,
it is still an open question how to characterize KD classical states.

In this paper, we focus on how to characterize KD classical mixed states for
nonprime d and the DFT matrix as the transition matrix. We show that for d =
p?, the set KDZB of KD classical states is the convex hull of rank-one projectors
associated to all the KD classical pure states with respect to a pair of bases a, b, i.e.,
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KD 5 =ConvHull(pure(KD7 3)), where pure(KD7 5) is the set of rank-one projectors
associated to all the KD classical pure states with respect to the pair a, b and p is
prime. We believe that this result is also true for d = pq, where p and ¢ are prime.
Although we cannot give a complete proof yet, some relevant results are given. Maybe
it is merely a step away from ultimate result.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In section 2, some relevant notions
are recalled. In section 3.1, we prepare some lemmas to prove the geometry of the set
KDj\,B of KD classical states for d = p?. Then we characterize the geometry of KD
classical states for d = p? in section 3.2. In section 4, several results about KD classical
states for d = pq are given, where p, ¢ are prime and p # ¢q. Conclusions and discussions
are given in section 5.

2. Preliminaries

Consider a d-dimensional Hilbert space H. Let @ = {|a;)}{=} and b = {|bj>}?;é be two
orthonormal bases in 4. A matrix U is the transition matrix between the two bases
and its entries are U;; = (a;|b;), where i,j € Zy and Zy = {0,1,...,d — 1}. In terms of
these two bases a and b, the KD distribution of a density matrix p can be written as

Qij(p) = (bjlai)(ailplbs), i, € Za. (1)

Each value Q;;(p) for each choice of 7, j and each choice of p is also known as a Bargmann
invariant, specially in the case where p is a pure state [37H41].
KD distribution is a quasi-probability distribution and satisfies

3 Qule) = 1.3 Qulp) = {alpla), Y Qo) = (1ol

i.j=0

The state p is called a KD classical state if its KD distribution is a probability
distribution, i.e., Q;;(p) > 0 for Vi, j € Zg.

DFT matrix U is widely used in quantum information processing. In a d-
dimensional space H, the entries of U are U;; = ﬁng , where wy = = and 1,] € Zg.
In this paper, we only consider the case that the transition matrix between the bases a
and b is the DFT matrix U.

For the DFT matrix U as the transition matrix between two bases a and b, the
characterization of KD classical pure states has been completed. That is, a state [¢))
is KD classical if and only if ng(¢)ny(¢) = d [32,33], where ng (1)) (respectively ny(1)))
is the number of nonvanishing coefficients of [¢)) on basis a (respectively on basis b).
While the characterization of KD classical mixed states has not been completed yet.
According to Krein-Milman theorem [42], the set KDZ’B of KD classical states with

respect to @ and b is the convex hull of its extreme points set ext(KD} z), i.e.,

KD7 3 = ConvHull(ext(KD7 z)),
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where A = {|a,><ozl|}d_l and B = {|b;) (b, |} . The set ext(KDJ} ) always contains all
basis states {|a;) }¢= and {|b; >}? o Meanwhlle ext(KD ) may also contain other pure
states or mixed states. For general A and B, one has pure(KDjLB) C ext(KDJ z) [36],
where pure(KDj{L ;) 1s the set of all the projectors of KD classical pure states with respect
to a and b, we are interested in investigating when the converse holds. However, it is
not easy to obtain a complete description of ext(KDjl,B). Langrenez et al. showed
that for a specific case, that is, prime d and DFT matrix U as the transition matrix,
KD 5 = ConvHull(A U B) holds [36].

For the DFT matrix U, KD classical pure states have been completely found
out [30,43], i.e

1 ¢ s —ms
|wms> = % quk|akp+m> = ZW |blq+s m e Zp, S € Zq,
k=0

(2)
where d = pq and p, ¢ need not be prime. If p = d and ¢ = 1, then {|¢ms) fmez, sez, =

{|a2> d 1 = a. pr = 1 and q = d7 then {|¢ms>}m€ZP,SEZq = {‘bl> ;i:_()1 = b The set
pure(KD A,B) can be expressed as

pure(KD} ) = {[thms) (¥mal [ m € Zp, s € Zg, pg = d}. (3)

Note that in equation (B)), the divisors p, g take over all the decompositions of d. We
have the following conjecture for general d.

Conjecture 1 KDY 5 = ConvHull(pure(KD} 3)).

This conjecture is true for prime d. In this paper, we prove that this conjecture is
true for d = p?, and also try our best to prove the conjecture for d = pq, where p and ¢
are prime. But the complete proof for d = pg has not been obtained yet. Nonetheless,
some relevant results are obtained. In what follows, p, ¢ are always prime.

If d = p?, then equation (2)) can be written as

1
[Vms) = % ngk‘akp+m> = —w; " ZW |blp+s m,s € Zy,. (4)
Let A = {|a;){ai|}2=), B = {|b;)(b; | s and C = {|¢ms>(¢ms|}m sez,- In fact, the three

sets A, B, C correspond to three types of factorizations of d, i.e., d=dx1,d=1xd
and d = p X p, respectively. Thus, pure(KDj,B) =AUBUC.
If d = pg and p # ¢, then besides the basis states a and b, there are another two



Geometry of Kirkwood-Dirac classical states : A case study based on discrete Fourier transformb

types of KD classical states by equation (2), i.e.,

1 &
[Ums) = —Zw2k|akp+m>

= —w;ms Zw Nowgss), m € Zy, s € Zy, (5a)

1
) = — Zw;sz/k|akq+m’>

= —wdms Zw Uoprs), m' €2y, 8 €7y (5b)

Let A and B still be prOJector sets of basis states a and b, respectively. Let

= {|¢m8><wm5|}m62p,selq and D = {|90m’8’><¢M’S’|}m’elq78’ezp- Here, the sets C,D
correspond to d = ¢ x p and d = p X q, respectively. Obviously, pure(KDzB) =

AUBUCUD.
In what follows, we try to prove the conjecture for d = p? and d = pq, respectively.

3. Geometry of Kirkwood-Dirac classical states for d = p?

8.1. Characterizing spang (AU BUC) and KDY 5

In this section, we will adopt a research framework similar to that in reference [36]. We
first study the vector space spang(,A U B UC) and explore the relation among KDj{w7
spang (AUBUC) and ConvHull(AUBUC). For simplicity, the projector of a pure state
|p) is denoted by ¢ := |p)(¢| in the whole paper.

Lemma 1 If d = p?, then dimspang(AUBUC) = 3p*> — 2p and KD 5 N spang (A U
BUC) = ConvHull(AUBUC).

Proof. Let us first show the dimension of spang(,A U B UC). Define a linear map
I': R — spang(AUBUC), for each ((\;), (,uj), (Yms)) € R3’,

L), (1), () ZML#ZM) e S

m,s=0

where (()\2)7 (,uj), (’Yms)) = ()\0, ey )\p2_1, Hoy -+ -5 Hp2—1, 7005 - - - 77(;0—1)(;0—1))- Note that
here we use the notation a; = |a;)(a;|. From the rank theorem, we have dim spang (AU

Bu(C) = 3p* — dim(Ker(T)).
Suppose
p>—1 p>—1

T = Z)\al‘i‘z,ujb‘i‘zfymswms_o

m,s=0

where \;, 15, Yms € R. We will calculate dim(Ker(I")) below. Since T = 0, one has

(@] Y1b;) = (ai|b;) (i + 5 + Yms) = 0, @, J € Zy
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where i =m mod p, j =s mod p, ie., i =kp+m, j =Ilp+s, where k,l € Z,. Since
(ai|b;) = %wé’ # 0, it follows \; + p; + Yms = 0, Le.,

Neptm + Lipts + Yms = 0, for V k,l,m, s € Z,. (6)

It follows Ay, =+ fhip+s+Yims = Meptm =+ MiptstYms- Thus Ap, = Xgpirm, for k € Z,,. Similarly,
Us = ipts, for | € Z,. It implies that equation (@) can be written as A, + pts + Yms = 0,
ie.,

Tms = _()‘m + NS>’ (7>

From equation ([7), one can obtain dim(Ker(I")) = 2p, and then dim spang(AUBUC) =
3p? — 2p.

Next, we prove the second statement. By equation (), it is easy to verify
ConvHull(AU BUC) C KD} 5. Together with the fact that ConvHull(AUBUC) C
spang (AU BUC), this shows ConvHull(AUBUC) C KD} 5 Nspang(AUBUC). Now
we only need to prove KD z N spang(AUBUC) € ConvHull(AUBUC).

Suppose p € KD7 5 Nspang(AUBUC). There exists a vector (), (#5), (Yms)) €
R*” so0 that

p*-1 p*-1 p—1
P = Z )\iai + Z Mjbj + Z ’Vmswm& (8)
i=0 j=0 m,s=0

Since p € KDY, z, it follows
ng(ﬂ) = |<al|b]>|2()‘l + i+ ’Yms) > 0, v 1,7 € Zp27

where ¢ =m mod p, j =s mod p, ie., i = kp+m,j = Ip+ s, where k,l € Z,. Since
[{a;|b;)|* > 0, it follows \; + i + yms > 0, i.e.,
)\kp—i-m + Hip4-s + Yms > O> v m, s, k’,l € er (9)

Equation () can be written as

p—1 p—1 p—1
p= Z >\kp+makp+m + Z Nlp+sblp+s + Z ’Ymswms- (10)
m,k=0 s,0=0 m,s=0

In order to see that all the coefficients of ayp+, and by,; s are non-negative, without
loss of generality, suppose that mingez, { A\xprm} = Am for m € Z,, minyeg, {ptip+s} = s
for s € Z,. Then equation (I0) can be written as

p—1 p—1
p= ()‘kp-i-m - )‘m)akp-i-m + Z (,Ulp-i-s - ,Us)blp-i-s
m,k=0 s,1=0
p—1 p—1 p—1
+ Z )\makp—i-m + Z Msblp—i-s + Z ’}/ms,lvbms- (]-1)
m,k=0 s,1=0 m,s=0

Notice that Agpirm — Ay > 0 and puypis — ps > 0.
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Now let us consider the relation among the projectors aipim, bip+s and ¥,s. By
equation (4), we have

—

hS]

1 s(kr—
Vms = =(D_ Grprm + Z Wp(k1 k2)|ak1p+m><ak2p+m|)
p k=0 k1#k2
15
= Qb 3w, b N b )
P li£ls
Hence,
p—1 p—1
Vm € Zpu Zwms = Z Akp+ms (12&)
s=0 k=0
p—1 p—1
Vs € Zp, Z wms = Zblp+g~ (12b)
m=0 =0

Substituting equations (I2d) and (128) into equation (II), equation (1) can be written
as

p—1 p—1 p—1
P = ()‘kp+m - )\m>akp+m + Z (,ulp—l—s - Ms)blp+s + Z (>‘m + s + f)/ms)wms- (13)
m,k=0 $,01=0 m,s=0

Note that A\, + tts + Yms > 0 from equation (@). Then all coefficients of p in equation
(I3) are non-negative. Hence p € spang (AU BUC). Thus p € ConvHull(AUBUC)
since Trp = 1. This completes the proof. [ |

A self-adjoint operator F'is called a KD real operator if @Q;;(F') are real for Vi, j €
Zq. We denote the set of KD real operators by KDY 5. It is easy to verify that KDY 5 is
a linear space. Obviously, KDZ’B C KD, g since a KD classical state is KD real. For all
p € spang(AUBUC), Qy;(p) are real for all i, j € Zg, hence spang (AUBUC) C KDY 4.
In reference [36], the authors showed that KD, 5 = spang(A U B) if and only if
KD7 3 = ConvHull(A U B) for prime d. Here, applying lemma [I we obtain a similar
conclusion for d = p?.

Lemma 2 KD 5 = spang(A U BUC) if and only if KD} 3 = ConvHull(AUBUC) for
d = p?.
Proof. We first prove the necessity. Since ConvHull(AU BUC) C KDZB is obviously
true, we only need to show KD} 5 € ConvHull(AUBUC). Let p € KD} 3, then we get
that p € KDy 5. Thus p € spang(AUBUC) since KDY 5 = spang (AUBUC). Applying
lemmal[ it follows p € ConvHull(AUBUC), which means KD} 5 € ConvHull(AUBUC).
The desired result is obtained.
The proof of sufficiency is almost the same as that in reference [36]. For the
convenience of readers and the completeness of the article, it is given in [Appendix Al ®
For prime d, a self-adjoint operator F' € KD 5 if and only if the entries of F
satisfy Fiiir) = Fli—ky for all i,k € Zq [36]. We improve the proof method of this result
in reference [36] and get the following lemma. The following lemma shows that this
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result is always true whether d is prime or not. The lemma is a powerful tool to prove
conjecture Il It can help us to better understand KD 5.

Lemma 3 For any dimension d, a self-adjoint operator F' € KDYy 5 if and only if
Fiitr) = Fli—ryi, V i, k € Zqg, (14)

where Fiy, = (a;| Flay).
The proof of lemma Bl is given in

If a self-adjoint operator F' € KD} 5, then the diagonal entries Fj; are always real
and

Fiirr) = Flivryi = Flida—r))i = Fitird—r)) (15)

since equation (I4) holds. Equation (I5)) implies that Fjiir) and Fjip@a—k)) are
conjugate. Suppose that all the diagonal entries Fj; are as one category. By lemma
[3, off-diagonal entries in F' can be classified into some distinct categories, where the
same or conjugate entries are in a common category. Now we show how to classify the
off-diagonal entries in F' by equation ([I4]).

Equation (I4]) implies that for V i € Zg,

Flikyi = Figirry = - = Flary irarnr) = - = Flar@a-r)i+rdr), | € Za- (16)

Notice that i — k =i+ (d — 1)k mod d and i =i + dk mod d. Suppose ged(k,d) = t,
where ged(k, d) is the greatest common divisor of & and d.

Ift =1, then i+lk # i+I'k mod dforl,l' € Zgyandl #I'. Otherwise, ] =" mod d.
It implies that d entries are equal in equation (I6]). For the convenience of description,
in the whole paper, we use “length” to denote the number of equal elements of matrix
F in an equation. It follows the length of equation (IG) is d.

Ift > 1, then i + Ik =i+ 'k mod d if and only if l =" mod %l. Thus, equation
(I6) can be written as

Fliokyi = Fitiary = Flarryrar) = - = Fapd nyryr dxry- (17)

Since i —k =i+ (¢ —1)xk moddandi=i+9%xk modd in equation (I7), the
length of equation (IT) is 4.

In order to understand how to classify the off-diagonal entries in F' by equation (I4))
more intuitively, and to understand more easily the proof of theorem [II the following
three examples are given.

Example 1 The entries of a self-adjoint operator F' € KD’y 5 for d =5 can be classified
into three categories.

Off-diagonal entries in F' can be classified into two categories. From equation ([IG)
we have

Flickyi = Fitirr) = Flvryrzr) = -+ = Flayar)issk), V 1, k € Zs. (18)
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Since ged(k, 5) = 1 for all k € ZZ, the length of equation (I8]) is 5. For k = 1 and k = 4,
we have Fj;1) = m by equation (IH). Thus Fiiy1) and Fj4) are in a common
category which has 10 entries and is marked with green in matrix F'. Similarly, for & = 2
and k = 3, Fj42) and Fj;,3) marked with red are in a common category. Together with

the category of diagonal entries, there are three categories. See the following matrix F'.

Foo Foa  Fo3

Fiy Fis Fuy

F = Fy Fa Foy
F3y F3 F33

Fu Fi Fy

Example 2 The entries of a self-adjoint operator F' € KDy 5 for d =9 can be classified
mto seven categories.

Off-diagonal entries in F' are classified into six categories. Consider two cases
ged(k,9) = 1 and ged(k,9) = 3.

Case 1. ged(k,9) = 1,1e., k=1,2,4,5,7or 8 It means that the length of equation
([G) is 9. By equation (I5)), we have Fj;i1) = m Thus Fj;11) and Fjys) for all
1 € Zg are in a common category which has 18 entries and is marked with orange color
in matrix F. Similarly, Fj;19) and Fjiir), Fiia) and Fy,q5) are in a common category
and are marked with red and blue color, respectively. There are three categories for this

case.
Case 2. ged(k,9) = 3, i.e.,, k =3 or 6. From equation (I7) we have

Flikyi = Fiirr)y = Flagr)(i+2k) = Flitor)(i+3k)- (19)

The length of equation ([9) is 3. For k = 3, equation (I9) implies Fyz = F3¢ = Fgo for
1 =0 mod3, F14:F47:F71 fori=1 mod3andF25:F58:F82 for 1 =2 mod 3.
By equation (I3), Fiit3) = Figiye) for all i € Zy. Thus

Fog = Fys = Feo = F30 = Foz = Fe,

Fuy=Fg=Fn=Fy=Fy=Fn,

Fys = Fyg = Fyy = Fyp = Fygs = Fos.
There are three categories, marked with green, cyan and purple, respectively. Together

with the category of diagonal entries, there are seven categories. See the following
matrix F.
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Foo Foy Fos Fos For
Fiy Fis Fu Fis Fie Fir Fig
Fy F For Py Fas For Fog
Fs F3 F; Fyr Fis
F=1Fo Fu Fip Fyy Fyg Fur Fus
Fro Fs1i Fse Fis Fis Fsr Fss
Fo1 Feo Fea Fee Fig
Fro Fr Fro Frz Py Fos Frr
Fg1 Fgo Fgg Feq Iys Fyg Fis

Example 3 The entries of a self-adjoint operator F' € KDy 5 for d = 6 can be classified
mto seven categories.

Off-diagonal entries in F' are classified into six categories. Consider three cases
ged(k,6) =1, ged(k,6) = 2 and ged(k,6) = 3.

Case 1. ged(k,d) =1, ie., k=1 or 5. It implies that the length of equation (I6)
is 6. By equation (13]), we have F; 1) = m Thus Fj1) and Figys) for all @ € Zg
are in a common category which has 12 entries, marked with cyan color in matrix F'.
There is one category for this case.

Case 2. ged(k,6) =2, i.e., k =2 or 4. From equation (7)) we have

Fli—kyi = Figirr) = Flavr)irer) = Flivar @ran - (20)

The length of equation (20) is 3. For k = 2, we have Fpy = Fyy = Fy for i = 0
mod 2 and Fij3 = F35 = Fy for i = 1 mod 2 by equation (20). By equation (IH),
F’i(i+2) = F’i(i+4) for all i € ZG. Thus

Foy = Fyy = Fyg = Fy = Fip = Fuu,

Fi3 = Fy5 = F5; = Fy = F53 = F,.
There are two categories, marked with red and blue, respectively.

Case 3. ged(k,6) = 3, i.e., k = 3. From equation (I7)) we have

Fiiv3) = Flit3):- (21)

The length of equation ([2I)) is 2. Then Fj;i3) = m for all © € Zg by equation
(I5). It indicates that Fj(s) is real. Equation (2I) implies Fyz = F for i =0 mod 3,
Fy=Fy fori=1 mod 3 and Fy5 = Fi, for i =2 mod 3. There are three categories,
marked with green, orange and purple, respectively. Together with the category of
diagonal entries, there are seven categories. See the following matrix F.

FOO E)l FOQ F04 ]7(]:7
Fio Fip Fio b3 Fis
Fog  Foy Faa o3 Foy Fos

F3y Fsy Fzg Iy Fys
Fyo Fio Fiz Fy Fis
Fso Fs1 Fso Fs3 Fsy Fss
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3.2. Characterizing KD classical states

The set of KD classical states is KD} 3 = ConvHull(A U B) when d is prime and U is
the DFT matrix [36]. Now we show that conjecture [ is correct for d = p?.

Theorem 1 Suppose that U is the DFT matriz. Then KD} z = ConvHull(AUBUC)
when d = p?.

Proof. To prove KDY 5 = ConvHull(A U B UC), we only need to show KDY 5 =
spang (AU BUC) by lemma[l Since spang(AUBUC) C KDY 5, it means that we will
obtain the desired result if dim KD}, 5 = dimspang(AUBUC). That is, we need to
show dim KD 5 = 3p® — 2p.

Suppose F' € KDy 5. Next, we will apply lemma [3] to discuss the dimension of
KDY 5.

By lemma [3], for off-diagonal entries in F', we consider two subcases ged(k,d) = 1
and ged(k, d) = p.

(i) ged(k,d) = 1. k cannot take p values of 0, p, 2p, ---, (p — 1)p. Hence k can
take p? — p values. From the previous discussion about ged(k,d) = 1, we can see that
the length of equation (I6)) is p>. By equation (I5)), we have Fjiix) = Fjiy(p2—#). Thus
Fiiyr) and Fy;q2_k)) are in a common category for all i € Z,>. Therefore, Fji ) for
all i € Z,2 can be classified into ”22—_p categories.

(ii) ged(k,d) = p, ie., k=p,2p,---,(p— 1)p. If k = p, then

Fli-p)i = Fiitp) = Flatp)r2p) =+ = Fliro-1)p)i (22)

by equation (7). Notice that i —p =4+ (p — 1)p mod p? in equation (22). It implies
the length of equation ([22) is p. Equation (22) means that Fj;,p,) = Fy(r4p) when i = ¢/
mod p, where i’ € Z,. Therefore, according to the value ', Fj;, for all i € Z,» can
be classified into p categories and each category has p entries. By equation (IH]), we
have Fiyp) = Firp2—p))- Thus Fiiyp) and Fjip2_p)) for all @ € Z,2 are in a common
category. Thus, there are still p categories and each category has 2p entries. Similarly,
Fiivry and Fiqp2—py) for all i € Zy» can be classified into p categories and each of which
has 2p entries. Therefore, Fji;; ) for all i € Z,» can be classified into w categories
and each category has 2p entries.

(=Lp ;l)p = p? — p categories.

Off-diagonal entries in F' can be classified into ”QT_*” +
Since the entries in a common category are the same or conjugate, each category is
determined by a nonreal value that is determined by two real parameters. Together
with p? independent real diagonal entries, there are 2(p? — p) + p* = 3p* — 2p real
parameters. It means that F is determined by 3p? — 2p independent real parameters.
Therefore, dim KD 5 = 3p? — 2p.

|

Langrenez et al. [36] also showed that for prime d, a state p € ConvHull(A U B) if

and only if

p € KD}z
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and
Qij(p) + Qup) = Qu(p) + Qr;j(p), Vi, j, k| € Za. (23)

They proved KDZB = ConvHull(AU B) by equation (23]). When d = p?, we also obtain
a similar result. It can be used to prove theorem [Il See for details.

4. Geometry of Kirkwood-Dirac classical states for d = pq

In this section, we try to prove KD;’LB =ConvHull(A U BUC UD) for d = pq and
p # q. Referring to the proof train of thought of theorem [I, we need to prove that
spang(AUBUCUD) = KD .

Lemma 4 [f d = pq, then dimspang(AUBUCUD) = dimKD’; s = (2p —1)(2¢ — 1).
Furthermore, spang(AUBUC U D) = KD} 4.

The proof is given in This result completely characterizes KD real
operators.

Next, we want to get an equivalent proposition similar to lemma 2 i.e.,
spang(AUBUCUD) = KDY, 5 if and only if KD} ;5 = ConvHull(AU BUC U D)
for d = pq. If the equivalent proposition holds, the desired result will be obtained. By
the proof of lemma [2, we know that the proof of this equivalence proposition needs the
condition KD7 5 Nspang(AUBUC U D) = ConvHull(AU BUC U D). Unfortunately,
we cannot prove KDY z Nspang(AUBUCUD) = ConvHull(AUBUCUD). Therefore,
it is unclear whether conjecture [I] is true or not for d = pq. However, through further
exploration, we have the following result when d = pq.

Theorem 2 Ifd = pq, then dimspang (X UYUZ) = 3pg—p—q and KDijﬂspanR(XU
YUZ) = ConvHull(X UYUZ), where X, ), Z are three different sets randomly selected
from A, B,C and D.

The proof of theorem 2] is similar to lemma [l and is given in

5. Conclusions and discussions

We have studied the KD classicality of quantum states based on DFT matrix. We
conjecture that KDY 5 = ConvHull(pure(KD} 5)) for general d and show that this
conjecture is true for the dimension d = p*. That is, KDY 5 = ConvHull(AUBUC) for
d = p*. This result is a generalization of the conclusion in reference [36]. For d = pq,
although we do not completely characterize the set KDZB, some relevant results are
given. We hope our results can lead to more findings in this field. It is worth exploring
further whether this conjecture is true or not for general d.

A thorough understanding of KD classical states is a prerequisite for studying KD
nonclassical states. Recently, KD nonclassicality measure based on the two quantum
modification terms has been shown [44]. The measure refines the quantification of KD
nonclassicality. In addition, there are several techniques that can be used to measure
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any KD distribution (regardless of it being described in terms of DFT) [45,[46]. It will
be interesting to use these techniques to measure the KD nonclassicality based on DF'T.
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Appendix A. The proof of Lemma [2]

Proof. Let us prove sufficiency by contraposition. Suppose that spang(AUBUC) C
KDY 5 since spang(AUBUC) € KDY 5. Thus

KD 5 = spang(AUBUC) & W,

where W is the nontrivial orthogonal complement space of spang (AU B UC) in KDY 4.
If F € W, this implies (a;|F|a;) = 0 = (b;|F|b;). It follows TrF' = 0. Let F' € W\{0}.
Let us consider

p(x) = p. +aF, Vx e R, p, = é]ld € ConvHull( AU BUC). (A.1)

Hence, Trp(x) = Trp, + 2TrF =1 for all x € R. Moreover, for any state i) € H, one

h
as 1

1 1
Wlp@)[) = 5 +aWIF[Y) = o +afi 2 5 = 2] fnas, Vo €R,
where f; are the eigenvalues of F' and f.. =max{|f;| | ¢ € Zs} > 0. If z €
[~ g 7], then p(z) is a density operator.
Since I € W\{0}, it follows F' € KDY, 5. Then Q;;(F) are real for all i, j € Zg and

p(x) € KDY 5. One has

1 1
Qi (p(x)) = (aslbs) (bylp()lai) = = + 2Qi(F) = = — |z|max; ;| Q (F)], Yz € R.

If v €]

_dmaxi,jl\Qij(F)\’ dmaXiijQij(F)‘], then @Q;;(p(x)) > 0 for all 4,j € Zy. Let

1 1
Af e’ dmax; ;| Qi (F)|

Thus p(z) € KD} 3 when z € [—z4,24]. That p(z) ¢ spang(AUBUC) for all  # 0
by equation (A.Il). It is obvious that ConvHull(AU B UC) Cspang(AUBUC), then
p(z) ¢ ConvHull(AUBUC) for all z # 0. It follows KD 5 # ConvHull(AU BUC),
which is contradictory to KDZB = ConvHull(A U BUC). This completes the proof. ®

} > 0.

x4 = min{
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Appendix B. The proof of Lemma [3]

Proof. The entries of DFT matrix U are U;; = (a;|b;) = \/Ewd, where 4,5 € Zq. For
simplicity, the notation of w7 is written as w* in this proof.

By the definition of KD} 5, we can know that F' € KD} if and only if
Im(Q;;(F)) = 0 for all i,j € Zg4, where Im(Q;;(F')) is the imaginary part of Q;;(F).
First of all,

QL
IS

-1
wWwFIE, i j € Ty (B.1)
0

—1

Qij(F) =) (bjlai){a;|Fla)(ar|b;) =

0

e
I

QU =
~

I

Let k' = k — i € Zg, then equation (B.I]) can be written as

d—1 d—1
1 iy 1 . 1 o
Qy(F) = a Zwk]E(i+k’) =7 Zwk]E(i+k’) + aFii, Vi,] € Zg. (B.2)
k'=0 k=1

Since F' is self-adjoint, it follows

m(Q;(F)) = 5 \/_Z Fiisry — @ Fispi), V4,5 € Za.  (B.3)

k=1
We divide the proof into two cases, odd d and even d.
Case 1. Odd d. If ¥ € {1,..., d;Zl}, then d — k' € %, ...,d—1}. In equation
B.3),

d—k

(W Fyerry — @ Fagnryi) + (0™ Fyii oy — @ Fapaoiy)s)

= (W Fyiprry — @ Fagwyi) + (@7 Fiiwy — 0" Faopeys)
= W (Fyinry — Flicini) + T (Fiiry — Flawni)-
Let 2y := Fji1x) — Fli—iyi- Then equation (B3) can be rewritten as

d

m(Q;(F)) = 2d\/_ Zw Iow + T (=Zw)), YV i,] € Zy. (B.4)

Recall F' € KDY 5 if and only if Im(Qy;(F")) = 0 for all 4, j € Zy. If F' € KDY 5, then
d—1
> Wz + @ (—zp) =0, V j € Zy. (B.5)
k=1

This equation (B.5)) can be written as

Mz =0,
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where 2z = (21,...,24-1,—Za1,...,—21)%, “I” denotes the transpose of a matrix, and
2 2
d—1 __da—1 . _
w w2 o« .. wT w 2 o« .. w2 wl
w2 Wl B e v o S ot o2
M =
(d—1)2 (d—1)2
Wil 2=y S S g2d-) d-l
a-1 d+1 - -
w w2 .« .. w 2 w 2 . e wd 2 wd 1
w2 Wl w1 wid+1 coL A=) 2(d-)
d—1)? d—1)(d+1
Wil 2= SR SN d-1)(d-2) (1)

Since the entries in the first row of M are all distinct, according to the property of
Vandermonde matrix, this matrix M is invertible. It follows that zp = 0 for all
Kel{l,... 51} ie,

Fitirwy = Flomiyi, Vi € Za, K € Ly a1 (B.6)

where Z3, = Zaa\{0}. If & € {dl ..,d— 1}, then d — K € {1,..., %1},
2
Substitute d — k' into equation (B.Gl), and then Fii—ky = Flywy for all @ € Zy

and k' € d;’I,.. d — 1}. Since F is self-adjoint, it follows Fjir) = Flipw)y and

F( —k)i = F(Z k- It follows

d+1
Fiiviy = Fliciryi, Vi € Zg, K € {L Sd—1}.

It is obvious that Fj; = F}; when &' = 0. From the above, one obtains
Fiisw) = Fluiyi, YV 1,k € Zy.

Conversely, if E(i—l—k’) = F(i—k’)i for all ’é, k‘/ € Zd, then 2l = 0 and —Zp = 0. That
m(Q;;(F)) = 0 for all i, j € Zy can be obtained from equation (B.4). Thus F' € KD, 5.
Case 2. Even d. Its proof is similar to that of Case 1. If ¥ € {1,...,% — 1}, then

d—kKe{¢+1,...,d—1}. In equatlon B3),
( TE iy — @ Flippyi) + (w FiGiy(a- k’)) — @I ki)
((A) F(H—k’) — W JFH_]C/ ) ( k’ — W jF(Z k’) )

= W (Figew) = Flaowy) +@" (F'('—k'> — Flotryi)-
Let zy := Fyta) — Fli—wyi. Then equation (B.3) can be written as

4

d -
Wz + 0 (—Zh) + w2l z4), Vi, ] € Zy.
Qd\/—; K (—2w) a) JE€Zq

Recall I € KD’ 5 if and only if Im(Q;;(F)) = 0 for all 4,j € Zy. If € KDY, 5, then

m(Q;(F)) =

d—1

2
i 1 d .
g (W 2 + @ (—Zp) + uﬁ]z%) =0, VjEZ,. (B.7)
k=1
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This equation (B.7)) can be written as

Mz
where z = (2,

= (]7
Sy Zd_q,Zdy—Za_q,...,—Z1)7, “T” is denoted the transpose of a matrix,
2 2 2
and
d_q —d_1 —
w o w?2 Wd w2 w
2
d d d
2 W2(E-1) W2e S2(4-1) 2
M = ' '
i1 wd=DE-1)  ,d-1)(§) Hld-1)(§-1) -1
d d
W w2t Wa w2t w1
2
wz “ e w2(g_l) w2(g) w2(g+l)
d—1

w LEDE) @) @) L2
Since the entries in the first row are all different, according to the property of
Vandermonde matrix, this matrix M is invertible. It follows that zp = 0 for all
Ke{l,...,4—-1}, ie,

Fz’(i—i—k’) = F(i—k’)i> Vie Zd, K e Z%—l' (B8)
If ¥ € {g +1,...,d—1}, thend -k € {1,..., g —1}. Substituting d — &’ into equation

(B.8), one can obtain Fj;_p) = Fyry for all i € Zy and k' € {g +1,...,d—1}. Since
F is self-adjoint, it follows Fj(ixy = Fliwy and Fi;_gy; = Fyi—g). Therefore,

Fiiswy = Fluiy, V1 € Zqg, k' € {%l +1,...,d—1}.
It is obvious that Fj; = Fj; when &' = 0. From the above, one has

Fiiswy = Fluiyi, V 1,k € Zy.
Conversely, if Fyip) = Fli—wy for all i, k" € Zg, then 2y = 0 and —Z = 0. That

Im(Qy;(F)) = 0 for all i, j € Z, can be obtained from equation (B.7). Thus F € KD, 5.

|
Appendix C. Another method to prove Theorem [1]

We first give a lemma, which can also prove Theorem [Il
Lemma 5 Ifd = p?, then

p € ConvHull( AU B UC)
if and only if the following three statements hold,

(1) p € KD}LB,

(1) Qii(p) + Qup) = Qu(p) + Qrj(p),Vi=k mod p, j,l € Zy,
(iii) Qij(p) + Qri(p) = Qulp) + Qui(p),V j =1

mod p, i,k € Zg.
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Proof. Let us first consider sufficiency. Since p € KDY, a5 it follows Qij(p) > 0 for all
i,j € Zq. For ¥ m,s € Z,, suppose mmwezd{lQ” 2\z_m mod p,j = s mod p} =

Qmsd) - That [{as|b,)|* = Lfor all i,j € Zy since U is the DFT matrix. Define

(ambs)
Ai = d(Qis(p) — Qums(p)); 15 = d(Qmj(p) — Quns(0)); Yms = dQms(p),

where ¢ = m mod p, j = s mod p. That Q;;(p) — Qri(p) = Qulp) — Qrlp) holds
for all « = & mod p, 5,1 € Z; by the second statement. It implies \; is well defined

independent of s. Similarly, by the third statement, p; is well defined independent of
m. Construct a state

p—Z)\CI,Z—FZ/L]b + Z ’Ymswms

m,s=0

Notice that A, ptj, yms > 0 for all ¢, j € Zq and m, s € Z,,.
Next, we will show Trp = 1.

d—1 d—1
Trp:Z;A —i-z%/i] Z%ns
1= j=

m,s=0
1 d—1 1 d—
= 2N dZ 5 Qo
i,j=0 1,7=0 m,s=0
p—1 p—1
= D (Qeuswmsp) = Q)+ D (Quissin) (p) = Quus(p))
m,k’,s,l'=0 m,k’,s,l'=0
p—1
+ Y Quslp)
m,k’,s,l'=0
p—1
= Z (Q(m-i—k’p)S(p) + Qm(s+l’p) (/0) - QmS(p))
m,k’,s,l'=0
p—1
= Z Q(m+k’p)(8+l’p) (p) =L (C.l)
m,k’,s,l'=0

The third equality in equation (C.IJ) holds since i = m~+k'p, j = s+U'p for all m, k', s,I' €
Z,. The fourth equality in equation (C.II) holds since Q;;(p) + Qri(p) = Qu(p) + Qr;j(p),
forVi=k mod p,¥V j =1 mod p. Thus p € ConvHull(AUBUC).

Secondly, we prove the necessity. Since p € ConvHull(AU B UC), one has

P = Z)\CLZ—FZ,Mjb + Z Vmsqusu

m,s=0

where Z DY +Z] Ou] st 0 Yms = Land A, f;, Yms > 0for all i, j € Zg, m, s € Z,.
Therefore,

1
_()\z‘i‘,uzj +7ms) > O,VZ,j S Zda

Qij(p) = g
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where 4 =m mod p, j =s mod p. Then p € KD} 4.
Next, we will prove the second statement. For ¢ = £k mod p and j,1 € Z4, suppose
i,k=m modp, j=s modp, = modp with m,s,s € Z,. It follows

Qij(p) = é()\z + 1+ Vms),
Qulp) = g+ i+ ),
Qalp) = é(&' + Hi+ Vi)
Qi) = S+ 1y + ).
Thus
Qu(0) + Quu) = SO+ b5+ 7o+ Mo 1 ) = Qu() + Qu)
Similarly, we can prove that the third statement still holds. That completes the proof.

|

Next, we will apply lemma [l to prove theorem [l Since ConvHull(AU B UC) C

KD;’LB, we only need to prove that KD;’LB C ConvHull( AU B UC). Therefore, we need

to prove the second statement and the third statement. To prove the third statement,
we need to use a corollary from lemma [3]

Corollary 1 For any dimension d, a self-adjoint operator G € KDYy g if and only if
Gi+k) = Gj-r), ¥ J, k € Za, (C.2)
where Gy; = (bg|G|b;).

The proof of this corollary is similar to that of lemma Bl Here we will not repeat it.
Next, we give another method to prove theorem [Il

Proof. Let us first show the second statement of lemma [l holds. Since p € KDj{w7
obviously, p € KD, 5. From equation (B.2), one has

d—1

1 1 1 .
k=1
It follows
1 d—1 1 1 d—1 1

Qij(p) + Qulp) = P Z Re(w* pigian) + 7Pt Z Re(w" pr(esir)) + Pl

k'=1 k'=1
Qrj(p) + Qulp) = a Z Re(wkjpk(k—i—k’)) + Eﬂkk + P Z Re(wk lpi(i—l—k’)) + Epii-

k=1 k=1

It is easy to verify that if p;i4r) = prp+ry for all i,k € Zy, i = k mod p and
k' € Z}, then the second statement holds. Next, we will prove p;itr) = pre+ir) by two
cases, ged(k', d) = p and ged (K, d) = 1.
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Case 1. ged(K',d) = p. Since p € KDYy 5, by equation (7)), one has

Pi(i+k") = Pli+gk")(i+(g+1)k)> Vie Zd, g c Z (04)

Let k := i + gk’. Tt follows i = k mod p. Then equation (C4) can be written as

Pi(i+k') = Pk(k+k')-
Case 2. ged(K',d) = 1. Since p € KDYy 5, by equation (1)), one has

Pi(i+k) = Pli+hk!)(i+(h+1)k)s ¥ 5 b € Zq. (C.5)

Similarly, let & := ¢ + hk’. Then equation (C.5)) can be written as i) = pPr(rtr) for
YV i,k € Zq. Specially, for ¢ = k£ mod p this equation still holds. The desired result is
obtained.

Secondly, let us show the third statement of lemma [ holds. Since p € KDY 4, it
follows

U

-1
Re(w' " py;), Vi,j € Zy.
0

QUl

d—1
Qij(p) = > Re((b;as) (a:|bi) (bilplby) =
k=0

B
Il

Let ¥ = k — j € Zg, one can obtain the following equation that is similar to equation

C3),

0 1
Qij(p ZRewkaHc’ )+ dpjj7 Vi,j € Zq.
k’ 1
It follows
1
Qij( )+ Qulp Z Re( w P (G+k)j d/?gg Z Re( W P I+k")1 1)+ d/?u,
k’ 1 k’ 1
d—1 1
Qrj(p) + Qulp Z Re(w* pij 1) /Jgg Z Re(w™ pirn) + 7P
k’ 1 k’ 1

Similar to the previous processes, we can show p(jiy; = paywry for all i,k € Zg, j =1
mod p and k' € Z} by equation (C.2)). Therefore, the third statement holds. Then
KD7 5 € ConvHull(AUBUC) by lemmalEl The proof has been completed. |

Appendix D. The proof of Lemma 4]

Proof.  Let us first show the dimension of spang(A U B U C U D). The proof of
dim spang (AUBUCUD) is similar to the proof of the first statement of lemmal[ll Define
a linear map I' : R*? — spang (AUBUCUD), for each ((\;), (145), (Yms), (Mrs')) € R

pq—1 pg—1

P(()\Z)’ (:uj) (’}/ms 77ms Z A i + Z ,u]b + Z ’Vmswms + Z Nm's'Pm!s’ -

meZLp m! E€Zq
s€Lq s'€Lp
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From the rank theorem, we have dim spang (AU B UC U D) = 4pg — dim(Ker(I")).

Suppose
pg—1 pg—1
T = Z )\ia'z' + Z ,ujbj + Z ’}/ms'lvbms + Z s’ P’ s = 0,
i=0 §=0 meZp m €4
SEZLq s'elp

where Ai, (45, Yms, s € R. We will calculate dim(Ker(I')) below. Since T = 0, one has
(@il T|bj) = (ailbj)(Ni + 5 + Yms + Nawrsr) = 0, 4, J € Zpg,

where

t=m mod p Jj=s modgq
i=m' modgq’ j=s modp
According to Chinese remainder theorem, i is uniquely determined in Z,, by m and m/,
and j is uniquely determined in Z,, by s and s’. Since (a;|b;) = ﬁwy =% 0, one has

Ai + Hj + VYms + M = 0, 1€,
A + st + Yms + Nrs = 0, for V.om, s" € Z,, m', s € Z,,. (D.1)

It follows

At + [0 + Yms + Wm0 = Amms + Pss' + Yms + st
for all m, s’ € Z,, m', s € Z,. Thus

Nmrs' — Mo = fhso — fssy for V' 8" € Zy, m/ s € Z,,. (D.2)
It follows

Nvrs' = fhso — fhss' + Nmro, for Vs € Z,, m', s € Z,. (D.3)
In addition, equation (D.2)) implies

[hso — Hss' = oo — fos', for V' s' € Z,, s € Zj.
Therefore,

fss = Jiso — foo + fos, for V' s" € Zy, s € Z,,. (D.4)
Substituting equation (D.4) into equation (D.3]), we have

Nmrs' = fhoo — Pos' + Mo, for V' s' € Z,, m' € Z,,. (D.5)
Equations (D.4)) and (D.5) mean that variables gy and 7,y can be expressed by
independent variables jis, ft0s and 1,0, for all s € Z,, s € Z,, m’ € Z,.

Similarly, equation (D.I)) implies
At + Mg+ Yms T Tmrs' = Apums + Hos' + Vimo + st

for all m, s’ € Z,, m', s € Z,. Then

Hos' — Hss' = Yms — Ym0, for vV m, s’ € Zp> s € ZQ‘
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Thus

Vs = Hos' — fhss' + Ymo, Tor ¥V m,s' € Z,, s € Z,. (D.6)
Substituting equation (D.4) into equation (D.6l), we have

Yms = Ym0 — Mso + foo, for Vm € Z,, s € Z,. (D.7)
By equation (D), one can obtain

Ny = —(fss + Yms + Dvs'), for Vom, s € Z,,m/, s € Z,. (D.8)
Substitute equation (D.4), (D.5) and (D.7) into equation (D.§]), then

At = (100 + Nmro + Ymo), for ¥V m € Z,, m' € Z,. (D.9)

Equations (D.4), (D), (D7) and (D.9) mean that all variables A, fhss', Mmrsr and
Yms can be expressed by variables jis0, fos/, o and Yo for all s € Z,, s’ € Z,, m' € Z,

and m € Z,. For ps and py, the same variable 199 can be obtained when s = 0 and
s’ = 0. Therefore, there are g+ p+¢q¢+p—1=2(p+ q) — 1 independent variables and
dim(Ker(T")) = 2(p + ¢) — 1. Then dimspang(AUBUCUD) =4pg— (2(p+q)—1) =
(2p—1)(2¢ - 1).

Next, we calculate the dimension of KDY 5. Similar to the proof of theorem [Il we
will apply lemma [3] to discuss the dimension of KD’ 5. Suppose F' € KDY 4, for d = pq
(2 < p < q), all off-diagonal entries are complex in F'. Particularly, for d = 2p, equation
@), ie., Fiun = Furki = Fli—a—k)yi = Fii+@—r), implies Fyiyp) = Figip) for all
i € Zyp. It implies that Fj;,p) is also real except for the diagonal entries in the matrix
F. So we consider two different cases d = pq (2 < p < q) and d = 2p (2 < p) separately.

Case 1. d = pq (2 < p < q). For off-diagonal entries in F', we consider three cases
ged(k,d) =1, ged(k,d) = p and ged(k, d) = q.

(i) ged(k,d) = 1. k cannot take 0,p,2p,..., (¢ — 1)p, ¢,2q,...,(p — 1)q. Hence k
can take pg — p — ¢ + 1 values. The length of equation () is pg. By equation (I3, we

have Fiiitr) = Fi(i+(pg—k))- Thus Fipry and Fiii(pg—k)) are in a common category for all
i € Zp,. Therefore, Fy 4 for all i € Z,, can be classified into 222" categories.
(ii) ged(k,d) = p, ie., k=p,2p,..., (¢ — 1)p. If k =p, then

Fli—pyi = Fii4p) = Flatp)it2p) = - = Flit(g-1)p)i (D.10)

by equation (I7)). The length of equation (D.I0) is ¢. Equation (D.I0) means that
Fiisp) = Fy@r4p) when ¢ = 7" mod p, where ¢ € Z,. Therefore, Fj;,,) for all i € Zy,
can be classified into p categories and each category has ¢ entries. By equation (), we
have Fiyp) = Fi(it(pg—p))- Thus Fiiyp) and Fiippg—p)) for all @ € Z,, are in a common
category. Thus, there are still p categories and each category has 2¢ entries. Similarly,
Fiivry and Fiiq (pg—r)) for all i € Zy, can be classified into p categories and each of which
has 2¢ entries. Therefore, Fji4y) for all i € Z,, can be classified into @ categories
and each category has 2¢q entries.
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(iii) ged(k,d) = q, i.e., k =q,2q,...,(p — 1)q. Repeat the process of ged(k, d) =
it is easy to verify that Fj ) for all i € Zy, can be classified into (p=1)g 1) categories and
each category has 2p entries.

Off-diagonal entries in F' can be classified into P-F- atl 4 (q—21)p + b _21)q
w categories. Every category is determined by a nonreal value. Together with
pq independent real diagonal entries, there are 2 x w +pg=(2p—1)(2¢—1)

independent real parameters. Thus dim KD 5 = (2p — 1)(2q —1).

Case 2. d = 2p (2 < p). For off-diagonal entries in F', we consider three cases
ged(k,d) =1, ged(k,d) = 2 and ged(k,d) =

(i) ged(k,d) = 1. Employing a similar discussion to that in (i) of Case 1, we can
obtain that Fj; ) for all i € Zy, can be classified into 7= L categories and each category
has 4p entries. Every category is determined by a nonreal value. Therefore, there are
(p — 1) independent real parameters.

(ii) ged(k,d) = 2. Applying a similar discussion to that in (ii) of Case 1, we have
that Fjr) for all © € Zy, can be classified into p—1 categories and each category has 2p
entries. Every category is determined by a nonreal value. Therefore, there are 2(p — 1)
real parameters.

(iii) ged(k,d) = p, i.e., k = p. From equation (7)) we have

The length of equation (D.IIl) is 2. Equation (D.II) means Fj;ip = Fy(4p) when
i =4 mod p, where i' € Z,. Therefore, Fj;4,) for all i € Zjy, can be classified into p
categories and each category has two entries. By equation (I)), Fjiip) = m for all
i € Zyp. It means that Fj,) is real. Therefore, there are p real parameters. Together
with 2p independent real diagonal entries, there are (p — 1) +2(p — 1) +p+ 2p =
3(2p — 1) independent real parameters in F. Thus dimKD 5 = 3(2p — 1). Since
spang (AU B UC UD) C KD, it follows spang(A U B UC UD) = KD 5 for d = pq.
This completes the proof. [ |

Appendix E. The proof of Theorem

Proof. Suppose X = B, Y = C, Z = D. Other cases can be similarly proved.
Let us first calculate the dimension of spang(B U C U D). Define a linear map
[ : R%% — spang (B UC U D), for each ((14;), (Yms), (Mmrs)) € R34,

pg—1
F((”J) (fyms 77m s’ Z ,ujb + Z Vmsqus + Z Nim! s’ Pm/ s’
meZLp m GZq
SE€EZLq s EZp

From the rank theorem, we have dim spang(BUC U D) = 3pg — dim(Ker(I')).

Suppose
pg—1

T= Z’U/]b_'_zfymswms‘i‘znms/goms,_o

meZLp m eZq
5€Lq s'elp
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where f4j, Yims, s € R. We will calculate dim(Ker(I')) below. Since T = 0, one has
(@i T1b;) = (aalbs) (1t + Yims + Mawsr) = 0, V4, j € Zpg,

where

j=s modp

t=m mod p Jj=s modgq
i=m' modgq’

According to Chinese remainder theorem, j is uniquely determined in Z,, by s and s'.
Since (a;|bj) = ﬁw;] # 0, one has jt; + Vms + Ny =0, i€,

Hss’ + Yms + Nm'st = 07 for v m, S/ € Zpu mlv S Zq’ (El)

It follows fissr + Vms + Nmrs’ = tss' + Yos + Dvsr- ThUs Yims = Yos, for Vm € Z,,, s € Z,.
Thus equation (E.I) can be written as

tss + Yos + s =0, for Vs € Z,, m' s € Z,. (E.2)

It follows jise + Yos + Mmrst = Hos' + Yoo + Tmes- Hence
Uss' = Hos' + Yoo — Yos, for V s' € Z,,, s € Z,. (E.3)

Substituting equation (E.3)) into equation (E.2)), then
Nvs = —(fos' + Yoo), for V s’ € Z,, m' € Z,. (E.4)

As can be seen from equation (E.3]) and equation (E.4), all variables i s, s and
Yms can be expressed by variables poy and 7o, for all s’ € Z,, and s € Z,. one can obtain
dim(Ker(T")) = p + ¢, then dim spang(BUCUD) = 3pg — p — q.

Next, we prove the second statement. By equation (), it is easy to verify
ConvHull(BU C U D) € KDJ 5. Together with the fact that ConvHull(BUC U D) C
spang(BUCUD), it means ConvHull(BUC U D) C KD 5 Nspang (BUCUD). Now we
only need to prove KD 5 N spang(BUC U D) C ConvHull(BUC U D).

Let

p € KD} 3 Nspang(BUCUD).

There exists a vector ((14;), (Vms)s (Mmrs)) € R34 so that

d—1
p= Z pib; + Z%nswms + Z Nrs Porsts ¥ My 8 € Ly, N m/ s € 7. (E.5)
j=0 m,s m/ s’

Since p € KD}, g, it implies Q;;(p) = [(as|b;)[*(1tj + Yms + Mhvs') = 0,V i, j € Zpg, where
{izm mod p {jES mod ¢

!/

i=m' modgq’ j=s modp
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According to Chinese remainder theorem, j is uniquely determined in Z,, by s and s'.
Equation (E.X]) can be written as

P = Zﬂss’bss’ + Z’ymswms + Z nm’s’som’s’a\v/ m, s’ € Zpa\v/ m,a s € ZQ' (E6)

Since [(a;|b;)[* > 0, one has p1; + Yms + Nws > 0, ie.,
tss' + Yms + s > 0, for Vom, s € Z,,¥Y m', s € Z,. (E.7)

In order to see that the coefficients of 7,,s and 7,,¢ are non-negative, without loss
of generality, suppose that min,ez, {Yms} = 70s for s € Zq and min, ez {Nmws} = Nos
for s' € Z,. Then equation (E.6) can be written as

P = Z,U/ss’bss + Z Yms — 7Y0s ¢ms + Z Nm's — Tos! )¢m’s’

m/ 8

+ Z fYOSwms =+ Z Nos' Pm/ s’ (ES)

Notice that v,,s — Yos 2 0 and 7, — Mo > 0. Now let us consider the relation among
the projectors bsy, Vs and @,y. By equations (Bd)and (58), we have

1.5
Vs = Zakp"'m - Z MS(kl k) ‘aklp-l-m) <ak2p+m|)
k=0 k1#k2
mes + 3wy ™0 b)),
I #£ls
12
Pm's’ = _( Akg+m + Z w; (kl_k2)|ak1q+m’><akzq+m’|)
L k1Ko
1 &
=—( bip+s + Z Wq_m (ll_lz)|bl1p+8’><blzp+8’|)'
E— I £l
Hence,
p—1 p—1
Vs € Zq, Z wms = Z blq+s = Z bss’>
m=0 =0 s’
q—1 q—1
Vs' e Zpa Z Pm's’ = Zblp-‘rs’ = Z bss’-
m/=0 =0 s
Then

Z 'VOSwms = Z ’}/Osbss’a (Eg)
Z Nos' Pm’s’ = Z 7705’bss’ (ElO)
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Substituting equations (E.9) and (E.10) into equation (E.8)), one can obtain

P = Z(MSS’ + Yos + nOS’)bss’ + Z('yms - 705)77Dms + Z(nm’s’ - nOS’)me’s’- (El]-)

S,S, m,S m/’s/

Note that jise +v0s + 105 > 0 from equation (E.7). Then all coefficients of p in equation
(E.I1) are non-negative. Hence p € spang+(BUCUD). Thus p € ConvHull(BUC U D)
since Trp = 1. This completes the proof [ |
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