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The possibility of nonclassicality in net-
works unrelated to Bell’s original eponymous
theorem has recently attracted significant in-
terest. Here, we identify a sufficient condi-
tion for being “outside the shadow of Bell’s
theorem” and introduce a testable criterion
capable of certifying the novelty of instances of
network-nonclassicality which we call minimal
network nonclassicality. We provide exam-
ples of minimally network nonclassical corre-
lations realizable in quantum theory as well
as examples coming from more exotic oper-
ational probabilistic theories. In particular,
we apply these concepts to the simplest con-
figuration of the 3-chain scenario (a.k.a. the
bilocality scenario) to prove that certain cor-
relations have escaped the shadow of Bell’s
theorem. While some of the examples herein
are unprecedented, we also revisit more fa-
miliar examples of network nonclassicality in
order to highlight the contrast between our
approach versus prior approaches with respect
to assessing novelty.

1 Introduction
In 1964, John Bell showed that quantum theory
leads to correlations that cannot be explained by
any theory that satisfies the assumptions of mea-
Maria Ciudad-Alañón: mciudadalanon@pitp.ca

surement independence and local causality [1, 2].
This phenomenon — which we call Bell-type non-
classicality1 — led to the development of an en-
tire field of research aimed at understanding and
resolving the conflict between these assumptions
and quantum theory. Considerable progress has
been made in this area, particularly in understand-
ing how various nonclassical features of quantum
theory manifest as Bell-type nonclassicality, and
in showing how this nonclassicality can become
a resource for quantum information processing
tasks, such as randomness generation or physics-
based cryptography (see Ref. [3] for a review).

The original scenario considered by Bell con-
sists of two separated parties each locally per-
forming independently chosen measurements in
their laboratories. As the two laboratories cannot
communicate instantly as per the finite speed of
light, correlations among their outcomes can only
arise from previously shared bipartite sources (in-
cluding e.g., entangled quantum states). When re-
stricting to classical theory, these assumptions of
measurement independence and local causality
are equivalent to the existence of a local hidden-
variable description of the experiment, i.e., a clas-
sical common-cause explanation of the observed
measurement correlations (Fig. 1a). Bell nonclas-
sicality, then, is the property of certain experi-
ments featuring quantum nonseparable sources to

1Also known as Bell nonlocality.
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result in outcomes inexplicable by any such clas-
sical common-cause model. The same situation
can be immediately extended to the case ofN>2
isolated parties sharing 1 common source, which
we shall include here in the terminology of Bell
scenario.

In recent years it was observed, however, that
the single common-cause explanation of an N -
partite experiment, is a specific example within
a broader spectrum of causal models, which can
be systematically studied with the tools provided
by the field of causal inference [4]. Causal mod-
els consist of observable random variables with
known probability distributions and latent vari-
ables with unknown distributions which, together,
explain observed correlations through causal in-
fluences, i.e., functional relationshipsbetween the
values of different variables.

Causalmodels have gained attention in the field
of quantum information theory as they provide a
natural generalisation of Bell’s scenario to other
scenarios of interest, such as those of quantum
networks of space-like separated parties sharing
independent quantum states [5]. These networks
allow for novel quantum phenomena that have no
analogue inBell’s scenario, such as thepossibility
of performing entanglement swapping, which can
distribute entanglement between distant, initially
independent parties in the network [6].

Thus, causal models have been generalised to
include quantum sources of correlations [7, 8].
Contrasting thecorrelationsachievable inacausal
model with either classical or quantum sources of
correlations allows for the identification of quan-
tumadvantage in agivennetwork topology, under-
stood as the generation of network correlations
that cannot be realised with classical resources
alone. Causal models have also been generalised
to allow for sources of correlations from other the-
ories, possibly beyond quantum mechanics, such
as theories constrained only by no-superluminal
signalling [9, 10].The causal network approach to
quantum (and post quantum) nonclassicality has
proven to be powerful in the analysis of founda-
tional questions [5, 10–13], and it provides new
tools for understanding information processing in
a theory-agnostic way.

The study of causal models with quantum re-

sources naturally suggest certain open questions.
It is in particular natural to ask:

1. What are the simplest scenarios of nonclassi-
cality?

2. When is it possible to guarantee a network
nonclassical behaviour is also nontrivial, i.e.,
notmerelya logical consequenceofquantum
advantages in standard Bell scenarios?

The latter question can be rephrased as follows:
Given some observed nonclassical correlations in
anetwork, canweconfidentlydistinguishwhether
theirnonclassicality isultimatelytraceable toBell-
typenonclassicality,orwhether it representsanew
type of network nonclassicality? We here, as also
noted by others [14–16], highlight that many sig-
nificantcorrelations innetworksaresuch that their
nonclassicalitycanbe tracedback tostandardBell
nonclassicality (cf. Sec. 2 for details).

These questions have led to various studies and
proposed definitions on what one should consider
as genuine network nonclassicality.

The approach of Šupić et al. [14] is to define
non-genuine nonclassical quantum correlations
as those realisable in a network where the par-
ties perform local measurements on the sources
they receive, and local wirings of their local mea-
surement settings and outcomes. Some examples
of correlations have been proven to be outside this
set (i.e. genuine network nonclassical according
to Ref. [14]), particularly by certifying, through
self-testing [17], the use of entangling measure-
ments [18, 19] or the use of non-entangling mea-
surements that cannot be implemented with lo-
cal operations and classical communication [20].
Nevertheless, while self-testing represents the
highest standard of nonclassicality benchmark in
quantum networks, existing techniques based on
it are technically challenging and can only detect
very pure sources of entanglement. Moreover, we
shall show that certain correlations arising only
via entangled measurements can nevertheless be
seen as simple liftings of standard Bell violations.

A different approach can be found in Refs. [16,
21, 22]. They aim to depart from the standard
Bell scenario by identifying nonclassical corre-
lations manifesting in networks without indepen-
dent measurement choices. However, the absence
ofmeasurement choices is insufficient to establish
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Bell-unrelatedness. Fritz [23, Thm. 2.16] shows
howBell-typenonclassicalitycanbeembedded in
a larger network to produce nonclassicality with-
out measurement choices.

Yet another approach is given by Ref. Pozas-
Kerstjens et al. [24], who propose a theory-
independent definition of full network nonclassi-
cality2 (FNN), describing the set of correlations
that requires all sources in the network to be non-
classical in order to manifest. Full network non-
classicality can be certified by linear program-
ming via the inflation technique [25, 26]3. In ad-
dition, the tests are noise robust, facilitating the
experimental demonstration [15]. However, we
will argue that FNN includes certain correlations
which we consider as traceable to the standard
Bell scenario, demonstrating that full network
nonclassicality is therefore not a proxy for Bell-
unrelatedness.

In this work we also take up the challenge of
articulating what makes a network-nonclassical
correlation truly novel versus nonclassicality “in
the shadow of Bell’s theorem”. We will not claim
to provide a single precise definition here. The
concept — however vague — is worth naming. In
particular, while we will not attempt to sharply
delineate the boundary between novel-or-not net-
work nonclassicality, we will attempt to lay out
an expansive vision of what might constitute the
shadow of Bell’s theorem.

Definition [Being in the Shadow of Bell’s The-
orem, informal (Shadowed)]: A network non-
classical correlation should be said to “live in the
shadow of Bell”, (hereafter Shadowed), when-
ever it can somehow be traced back to Bell’s
theorem as applied in the standard Bell sce-
nario consisting of one common cause connect-
ing all parties. [This definition is intentionally
vague!4]

2The authors originally named it full network non-
locality. We have elected to substitute the word “non-
locality” for “nonclassicality”, as “nonlocality” carries
some connotation of unhelpful philosophical baggage.

3Despite the test for FNN being a linear program,
the certificates of FNN are polynomial functions of the
observed probabilities.

4One might even say that our definition of Shadowed

(a) Bell’s scenario (b) 3-party chain (c) Triangle

Figure 1: Examples of various causal models, where
A, B, C represent observed random variables, X, Y ,
Z locally generated settings in a Bell test and Λ1,
Λ2, Λ3 latent variables. The latent variables could be
either classical variables, quantum systems or more
general sources of correlations.

Here we will propose a feature capable of
witnessing the novelty (non-Shadowedness) of a
given correlation which we call Minimal Network
Nonclassicality (MNN). It is a theory-agnosticdef-
inition, consistent with that of Ref. [24]. Our def-
inition is constructed so as to ensure that MNN
correlation cannot be simulated via underlying
embeddings of standard Bell nonclassicality. At a
high level, our definition qualitatively ranks cor-
relations according to how challenging they are
in terms of detecting their nonclassicality, in con-
trast to both Ref. [24] and Ref. [14] which rank
correlations according to how expensive they are
to produce. Indeed, our definition of MNN will
be motivated by first appreciating that all Shad-
owed correlations — read expansively — share a
common feature. The absence of this feature in
all MNN correlations is what makes our defini-
tion of MNN valuable for certifying the novelty of
instances of network nonclassicality.

2 Beyond Bell nonclassicality
Our starting observation consists in noticing that,
amongseveral knownexamplesofnonclassicality
in networks, many can be seen to leverage simpler
Bell-type nonclassicality cleverly embedded into
a non-Bell-scenario network. This class of strate-
gies is what we have termed Shadowed. A notable
example of a Shadowed embedding was pointed
out by Fritz [23], showing how two parties vio-
lating the Clauser-Horne-Shimony-Holt (CHSH)
inequality can be classically wired to a third party

has blurry edges, pun intended.
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toviolate locality in the resulting trianglenetwork.
Moreover, in the scenario depicted in Fig. 1b,

which we refer to as 3-chain scenario (also
known as the bilocality scenario [5, 27, 28]),
entanglement-swapping can be exerted to exhibit
nonclassicality by means of (e.g.) CHSH viola-
tions between the extremal parties when post-
selecting on successful teleportation by the mid-
dle party. We detail these (and other) examples,
together with the inequalities that detect their non-
classicality in Appendix A. It is therefore natural
to ponder whether novel forms of nonclassical-
ity arise from the structure of the network rather
than being attributed to a Bell-nonclassicality em-
bedding. In the above-mentioned examples (as de-
tailed in App. A), the violation of classicality can
be seen to ultimately leverage only one effective
nonclassical source, either part of the original net-
work or induced by wiring and measurements (for
instance, the entanglement-swapping example ex-
ploits entanglement between the extremal parties
inducedbypostselectiononanentangledmeasure-
ment).

In retrospect, such a pattern is inevitable be-
causeBell’s theoremisultimatelyabout the failure
of a (single) classical common cause to explain a
nonclassical correlation. This is consistent with a
resource-theoretic approach to Bell inequality vi-
olation which takes a classical common cause to
define the free subtheory and a nonclassical com-
mon cause to define the envoloping theory [29].
Therefore, to be Shadowed, the nonclassicality of
a correlation must be traced back to the nonclas-
sicality of some (potentially implicit) common
cause. We use this observation to define a set of
nonclassical distributions which include all (but
perhaps not only) Shadowed strategies:

Definition [Subset Unavoidable
Nonclassicality (SUN)]: A correlation is said
to exhibit Subset Unavoidable Nonclassicality
(herafter SUN) if all explanations for realizing
it in the given network — allowing for nonclas-
sical resources — rely on some fixed subset of
the parties exploiting a nonclassical common
cause, where we do not distinguish between a
nonclassical common cause which is originally
present in the network as a source from one
which is induced via postselection.

Figure 2: Representation of the observational causal
order for the 3-chain network. Outside arrows rep-
resent dominance (i.e. the set of correlations com-
patible with one scenario are included in the set of
correlations compatible with the other). Λ represents
a classical source, while OPT , an OPT one.

Proposition 1: If a network nonclassical cor-
relation can be traced back to Bell’s theorem
in the standard Bell scenario, then it certainly
must be such that all explanations for the cor-
relation rely on some particular subset of the
parties making use of a nonclassical common
cause (either an originally-present nonclassical
source or a nonclassical common cause induced
by postselection).

Shorthand: Shadowed =⇒ SUN
Mnemonic: To be in Shadow the SUN must
be present.

Let us consider, for simplicity, the 3-chain sce-
nario with three parties and two bipartite shared
sources(Fig.1b).Webeginbyrecognizingthat the
3-chain scenario induces different sets of correla-
tions based on the nature of the sources therein
(Fig. 2). Furthermore, these sets of correlations
are partially-ordered by set inclusion. First, we de-
fine the set S0 as the correlations compatible with
the 3-chain scenario using only classical sources,

4



that is, those that can be expressed as follows:

pS0(a,b,c|x,y,z)

=
∫
dλ1dλ2p(λ1)p(λ2)×...

p(a|x,λ1)p(b|y,λ1,λ2)p(c|z,λ2).

(1)

Additionally, one can define S [ABOBCL]
1 and

S [ABLBCO]
1 , representing the sets of correla-

tions compatible with one source being classical
and the other being OPT-compatible. An OPT-
compatible source refers to the most general Op-
erational Probabilistic Theory [30] boxes that sat-
isfy no-signalling constraints, device-replication
and source independence [9]. The sets S [ABOBCL]

1

and S [ABLBCO]
1 are illustrated in Fig. 2 and can be

expressed in the following way:

p
S[ABOBCL]

1
(a,b,c|x,y,z)

=
∫
dλp(λ)pABO (a,b|x,{y,λ})p(c|z,λ) ,

(2a)

and
p

S[ABLBCO ]
1

(a,b,c|x,y,z)

=
∫
dλp(λ)p(a|x,λ)pBCO (b,c|{y,λ},z) ,

(2b)

where in Eqs. (2) pABO and pBCO each denote a re-
spective bipartite set of no-signalling correlations
and where λ always serves as an input for B. No-
tice that, in the bipartite case, the NS corresponds
to the most general OPT boxes.

Clearly it holds both that S0 ⊂S [ABOBCL]
1 and

that S0 ⊂S [ABLBCO]
1 , while in general the latter

sets are not comparable (cf. Fig. 2 and 3). Finally,
a superset S2 can be defined as the correlations
arising by any OPT in the 3-chain network, (cf.
Fig. 2) that is:

pS2(a,b,c|x,y,z) s.t.∑
b

pS2(a,b,c|x,y,z)=p(a|x)p(c|z) (3)∑
a

pS2(a,b,c|x,y,z)=
∑

a

pS2(a,b,c|x,y,z′)∀z,z′

∑
c

pS2(a,b,c|x,y,z)=
∑

c

pS2(a,b,c|x′,y,z)∀x,x′

Note that the subindices of S0, S1 and S2 indi-
cate the number of nonclassical sources required

in the network to compute the correlations belong-
ing to those sets.

The introduction of these sets allows us to for-
mally define Minimal Network Nonclassicality
(MNN), a form of nonclassicality that is certainly
not Shadowed, in the 3-chain scenario. In particu-
lar, a correlation p(a,b,c|x,z) is MNN in such net-
work iff it belongs to the set {S∩

1 \S0} (cf. Fig. 4),
where S∩

1 ≡ (S [ABOBCL]
1 ∩ S [ABLBCO]

1 ). That is,
MNN correlations are nonclassical but can still be
explained by constraining any of the two sources
to be classical.

Thegeneralisationforanarbitrarynetworkwith
m parties and n sources is straightforward. We
can similarly define sets of correlations based on
the types of sources allowed. Specifically, S0 and
Sn corresponds to correlations compatible with
all sources being classical or all sources being
nonclassical, respectively. Additionally, we can
define S∩

i and S∪
i as, respectively, the intersection

and the union of the possible sets of correlations
compatible with i nonclassical sources.

Then, we can formally define MNN for any net-
work.

Definition [Minimal Network Nonlocality
(MNN)]: In a given network with m parties
and n sources, a correlation p(ā|x̄) is consid-
ered to be Minimally Network Nonlocal (here-
after MNN) iff it cannot be modeled by allowing
all the sources in the network to be classical,
while it is compatible with all causal interpre-
tations wherein exactly one of the sources is of
OPT-variable nature and the others are classi-
cal. Here, x̄=(x1,...,xm) represents the inputs
and ā= (a1,...,am), the outputs of each party.
In other words, p(ā|x̄) is MNN iff it belongs to
the set S∩

1 \S0.

Note that the definition of MNN has been ex-
plicitly constructed to ensure the following:

Proposition 2: If a correlation is minimally net-
work nonclassical, then it must not rely on any
particular subset exploiting a nonclassical com-
mon cause.

Shorthand: MNN =⇒ ¬SUN
Mnemonic: Seeing the M(oo)NN requires
an absence of SUN.
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Putting Props. 1 and 2 together immediately
leads us to the following theorem, which essen-
tially powers all of the results that follow:

Theorem 1: If a correlation is minimally net-
work nonclassical, then evidently it has escaped
the shadow of Bell’s theorem.

Shorthand: MNN =⇒ ¬Shadowed
Mnemonic: In M(oo)NNlight there are no
Shadows.

Notice that, we are interested in theory-
independent notions of network nonclassicality.
In the particular case of the 3-chain scenario, for
instance, we considered the sets S0, S [ABOBCL]

1 ,
S [ABLBCO]

1 and S2 and the corresponding hierar-
chy of correlations based on general no-signalling
OPTs. Clearly, a corresponding hierarchy can be
defined using quantum sources of correlations
defining the sets S̃0 =S0, S̃ [ABQBCL]

1 , S̃ [ABLBCQ]
1

and S̃2, for which it holds in general that S̃i ⊂Si.
A few comments are in order: The MNN prop-

erty describes correlations whose nonclassicality
cannot be traced back to a specific source (any of
the sets compatible with one nonclassical source
can explain them), and might therefore be inter-
preted as a “delocalized” nonclassicality. In this
sense, MNN explicitly avoids SUN strategies. In

Figure 3: Venn diagram representation of the
sets of correlations realizable by the corre-
sponding networks depicted in Fig. 2. Note
that S2 ⊃

(
S [ABOBCL]

1 ∩S [ABLBCO]
1

)
and that

S0 ⊂
(
S [ABOBCL]

1 ∪S [ABLBCO]
1

)
. Only the bilocal

set S0 is wholly contained within the quantumly-
realizable set Q2, i.e. S0 ⊂Q2. Note that none of
the sets in the diagram are actually convex.

particular, Theorem 1 implies that all the Bell-
embedding examples discussed above the (cf. Ap-
pendix A) are not MNN. Secondly, MNN should
be contrasted with full network nonclassicality
(FNN) [24]. FNN essentially picks out those corre-
lationswhicharemaximallyexpensive in thesense
that they can only be realized by taking all the la-
tent sources in the network to be nonclassical. In
stark contrast, MNN picks out correlations which
are minimally expensive in the same sense. That
is, the cost of realizing an MNN correlation can
be paid for in so many different ways, such that
no particular subset of the parties need to share
a nonclassical common cause to obtain the cor-
relation. As such, while we here consider MNN
correlations to be unambigously outside of the
shadow of Bell’s theorem, the very same corre-
lations would necessarily be assessed as lacking
novelty in the FNN framework! While it is tauto-
logically impossible for any correlation to be both
MNN and FNN, we would reiterate that within the
novelty assessment framework advocated here it
is perfectly plausible for a correlation to be both
FNN and at the same time untraceable back to
Bell’s theorem. That is, Thm. 1 only works in one
direction.

In the case of the 3-chain scenario analyzed
here (see Fig. 2), in which MNN corresponds to
S∩

1 \S0, FNN would be defined by S2 \S∪
1 . Both

FNN and MNN are a properties relative to the
fixed network topology, and are not, in general,
preserved when modifying the latter. Moreover,
the sets of MNN and FNN correlations are both
generally nonconvex.

In the following we provide instances of MNN
correlations realizable in the 3-chain scenario
with quantum sources, as well as several other
examples showing the nontrivial hierarchy of cor-
relations arising already in this simple network.

3 MNN in the simplest network
In order to analyze the nonclassicality-hierarchy
above introduced and to exhibit examples of MNN
correlations, we continue to consider what is ar-
guably the simplest nontrivial network featuring
more than one shared source, that is the 3-chain
scenario (Fig. 2) described in Sec. 2, in its sim-
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Figure 4: We recapitulate the Venn diagram per Fig. 3,
where here we shade in the subsets of correlations
which are MNN (blue region) and FNN (yellow region).
The named points within the figure correspond to
example correlations in the main text.

plest configuration. That is, we take all outputs
{a,b,c} to be binary, as well as the inputs x of Al-
ice and z of Charlie, while y is trivial (Bob has no
input). In fact, any reduction of these chosen cardi-
nalities trivializes the scenarios (cf. Appendix B).
We developed tools to assess the nonclassicality
properties of a given correlation p(a,b,c|x,z) in
this configuration. First, to determine whether a
correlation is classical in the minimal 3-chain sce-
nario (i.e. belonging to S0 as per Eq. (1)) we de-
veloped an oracle using the Gurobi solver [31].
The oracle uses a simple algorithm based on a
pictorial representation of the simplest 3-chain
scenario (see details in Appendix C). This ora-
cle can also be generalized to larger cardinali-
ties of inputs and outputs, by exploiting the for-
malism proposed in [28]. Secondly, to determine
the compatibility with S [ABOBCL]

1 and S [ABLBCO]
1

(Fig. 2), Linear Programs (LP) are used. These
programs are based on imposing the conditions
of no-signalling, source-independence and com-
patibilitywith theprobabilitydistribution (further
details can be found in Appendix D). The results
obtained with these LPs are equivalent to the ones
obtained using the inflation technique [25, 32].

We are then able to demonstrate the existence
of correlations in all the different parts of theVenn
diagram, i.e. proving that the causal hierarchy in
Fig. 2 is nontrivial. In Fig. 3 we visually depict
the different sets of correlations, S0, S[ABOBCL]

1 ,

S
[ABLBCO]
1 ,S2 and thesetofquantumly-realizable

correlations in the 3-chain scenario Q2. In Fig. 4
we also depict the MNN and FNN sets and the
correlations that will be discussed in this section.
Using our numerical methods, we were able to
show that the MNN set is non-trivial, and further-
more, realisable within quantum theory.

An example of this novel type of nonclassical-
ity, denoted as p(1)

MNN in Fig. 4, is found in the sim-
plest 3-chain scenario, thus proving the existence
of the gap between S0 and S∩

1 . This correlation
p

(1)
MNN = µpES + (1 −µ)pL is a mixture of a ver-

sion of the entanglement-swapping scenario pES

[27, 28] and a local Bell test pL (more details
are provided in Appendix E). By construction,
the entanglement-swapping distribution is feasi-
ble using entangled sources and entangled mea-
surements. Indeed, it is a fully-network nonclas-
sical correlation [24]. However, when convexly
combined with a specific local Bell test, it is not
necessary for both sources to be nonclassical. We
selectedscenarios thatensure theconvexcombina-
tion remainsquantum, therebydemonstrating that
this type of nonclassicality can manifest within
quantum theory. Furthermore, it is noteworthy
that the protocol proposed in [33] can be modi-
fied for use in the 3-chain scenario (see details
in Appendix E). This leads to a probability distri-
bution, p(2)

MNN, which is compatible with quantum
theory, depends on a parameter θ and it is MNN for
θ∈(0,π/4)∪(π/4,π/2). Furthermore, we studied
the amount of noise that the aforementioned MNN
examples, that are quantumly realizable, could
tolerate before becoming classically compatible.
This coincides with the point at which incompati-
bility with the MNN arises. If each source emits a
Werner state [34] of the form ρv = vρ+(1−v)1,
wherev∈ [0,1] is thevisibilityandρ is thestatepro-
duced by the source when there is no noise, then a
quantum demonstration of MNN can be achieved
with appropriate measurements when v ≥ vcrit.
The value of the critical visibility for the convex
mixturep(1)

MNN isvcrit ≈0.987 for theconvexweight
µ= 0.65 (see Appendix A). However, in the case
of p(2)

MNN with θ=π/8, the critical visibility reach
a notable lower value of vcrit ≈0.861, thus provid-
ing a candidate to experimentally observe MNN.

Finally, we find post-quantum examples of min-
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imal nonclassical correlations, denoted as p(3)
MNN

in Fig. 4. These are generated using a similar mix-
ing strategy with a post-quantum box pP S and the
samelocalBell testpL (furtherdetails inAppendix
E). Note that we can certify that these examples
are post-quantum via quantum inflation [32, 35].

Furthermore, in order to prove the nontrivial-
ity of every set represented in Fig. 4, we give an
example of a correlation p(R)

F ritz that is contained
in S [ABOBCL]

1 \ S∩
1 . That correlation is a wiring-

based embedding of the CHSH inequality con-
sidered by Fritz [23] (cf. Sec A). Similarly, we
can construct a correlation p(L)

F ritz that belongs to
S [ABLBCO]

1 \S∩
1 .

All the results mentioned in this section pertain
to the simplest configuration in the 3-chain net-
work and represent the first examples requiring
quantum sources in that configuration. Neverthe-
less, it is noteworthy that the protocol proposed in
[36] for the 3-chain scenario with output cardinal-
ities {|A|,|B|,|C|} = {2,4,2} and input cardinal-
ities {|X|,|Y |,|Z|} = {3,1,3}, which utilizes the
elegant jointmeasurement [37], is alsoMNN.This
result was computationally demonstrated by em-
ploying analogous programs to those described in
Appendices C and D but tailored for higher cardi-
nalities.

4 Motivating MNN and alterna-
tives
The desideratum motivating this work is a con-
servative framework for assessing the novelty of
nonclassical phenomena arising in nontrivial net-
work topologies, i.e. those with more than one
independent nonclassical source.

Recall that a correlation is said to be SUN iff it
can be explained without relying on any particular
pair of parties exploiting a nonclassical common
cause (notice that here we do not distinguish be-
tween a nonclassical common cause which is orig-
inally present in the network as a source from one
which is inducedviapostselection).Recall further
that MNN =⇒ ¬SUN =⇒ ¬Shadowed. However,
perhaps a correlation need not be MNN in order to
beescapeBell theorem’sShadow?Wewill answer

this in the affirmative in Prop. 3. Anticipating that
finding,wehereinconsiderwhat sortof relaxation
of MNN would nevertheless still imply ¬SUN.

To be clear, however, we leave as an open ques-
tion whether or not SUN =⇒ Shadowed. We sus-
pect (but cannot be certain) that as a community
we will eventually define Shadowed in a manner
that excludes certain FNN correlations in addition
to excluding all MNN correlations.

A superficially appealing — but ultimately mis-
taken — approach for constructing a superset of
MNN correlations while retaining the ¬SUN im-
plication would be to include all nonclassical cor-
relations which can be explained every which way
of constraining a single source within the network
to be classical. Such a correlation evidently does
not rely on exploiting the nonclassicality of a sin-
gle source originally present in the network. The
hypothetical set of such correlations formally cor-
responds toS∩

n−1\S0 (cf.Sec.2).Theastute reader
may anticipate the fallacy in the above construc-
tion: despite requiring multiple qualitatively dis-
tinct causal explanation for the same correlation,
the aforementioned criterion leaves open the pos-
sibility of embedding the violation of a Bell in-
equality via an induced common cause.

To illustrate the problem with a concrete ex-
ample, consider the triangle scenario with two
outputs for each party and two inputs for two
out of the three parties (Alice and Charlie). An
entanglement-swapping protocol (details in Ap-
pendix A) can be implemented in this scenario, re-
sulting in a correlation which not merely SUN, but
is actually pretty clearly Shadowed as the correla-
tion violates the CHSH inequality between Alice
and Charlie under suitable postselection of Bob’s
outcome. As the same time, this correlation turns
out to be compatible with S∩

2 (cf. App. F), thereby
highlighting the insufficiency of imposing merely
compatibility with S∩

2 instead of truly imposing
¬SUN.

We thus tailored the definition of MNN to en-
sure that it would not admit any SUN correla-
tion. At the same time, we acknowledge that al-
ternatives may also be considered. For instance,
we could prohibit the use of entangled measure-
ment in conjunction with the aforementioned
compatibility with every one-classical source

8



Figure 5: Representation of two possible configura-
tions of the square network with two classical sources
and two nonclassical ones. The intersection of corre-
lations feasible in both configurations defines a set
S̄.

configuration. It should be noted that such a
conjoined-restrictionscriterionwouldexcludethe
entanglement-swappingexamplepreviouslymen-
tioned. Nonetheless, we opted for MNN as it is
more readily formalizable and verifiable.

We thus acknowledge the potential restrictive-
ness of the MNN notion. Consider, for instance,
the square network depicted in Fig. 5. In such sce-
nario one can define the set of correlations, say
S̄, that are compatible with both configurations
represented (that is, classical sources shared by
AB and BC and nonclassical sources shared by
CD and DA (left), or the complementary config-
uration (right)). Clearly, MNN correlations are in
principle a strict subset of S̄. At the same time, it
is not difficult to see that correlations belonging to
S̄ prevented to feature SUN nonclassicality (and,
therefore, Shadowed nonclassicality) leveraging
nonclassicality of any of the four network source,
as well as of sources induced via entanglement
swapping.

In summary, we can state the following propo-
sition:

Proposition 3: The fact that a correlation is not
minimally network nonclassical does not imply
that it relies on any particular subset exploiting
a nonclassical common cause. Equivalently, not
relying on any particular subset exploiting a
nonclassical common cause to explain a corre-
lation does not mean that such correlation is
minimally network nonclassical.

Shorthand: ¬MNN ≠⇒ SUN.
Mnemonic: SUN can be absent despite no
M(oo)NN.

4.1 Epigraph
To summarize our proving scheme,
recall Shadows need SUN to be seen,

so if Shadows you dread,
seek the M(oo)NN overhead

as no SUN is in sight when the M(oo)NN beams.

5 Conclusions
In thiswork,motivatedby thegoaloffindingnovel
typesofstatisticalnonclassicality in(quantumand
postquantum) networks, we introduced the notion
of Minimal Network Nonclassicality (MNN), de-
scribing correlations whose nonclassicality can
be explained via the use of a single nonclassical
source in any point of the given network. This
property guarantees, at the same time, that such
nonclassicality is non-expensive in terms of non-
classical sources, and cannot be traced back to
obvious liftings of simpler Bell nonclasscal sce-
narios. Via numerical results we prove the exis-
tence of MNN, both in the quantum and in the
post-quantum regime, already in the simple 3-
chain (or bilocality) scenario with minimum car-
dinality of inputs and outputs. In particular, we
find a point (p(2)

MNN, cf. Sec. 3) with specific noise-
resistance of ∼14%, thus providing a candidate of
experimentally-observable MNN. It is important
to stress thatwe introduced thenotionof MNNas a
sufficient condition for a nonclassical correlation
to be genuinely beyond simple Shadowed nonclas-
sicality, however we do not claim such condition
to be necessary, nor to be the definition of genuine
networknonclassicality (cf.Discussion4).Rather,
it highlights a peculiar phenomenon which might
be useful in understanding novel properties and
applications of quantum causal networks.

Finally, while major efforts have been recently
focused on characterizing the simplest possible
examples of nonclassicality in the triangle net-
work [16, 38], we notice that the 3-chain sce-
nario, in its minimal-cardinality configuration, ar-
guably represents the simplest network scenario
with more than a single-source (cf. App. B). In
this work we served a thorough analysis of this
simple network and developed the tools necessary
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to solve the feasibility problem in thedifferent sets
of the nonclassicality hierarchy. See Fig. 4 for a
summary of pertinent results. Further future di-

rections and challenges include the exploration of
the MNN set in larger networks, as well as proof-
of-principle implementation.
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A Shadowed and related inequalities
Here we detail simple known embeddings of bipartite Bell nonclassicality and the relative inequalities
that arise from those scenarios.

A.1 Post-selection-based nonclassicality
Entanglement-swapping is a well-known phenomenon that generates nonclassicality in the 3-chain
scenario [27, 28]. It involves establishing nonclassical correlations between two particles that have
never interacted previously. Let us consider the scenario depicted in Fig. 1b. The sources emit pairs of
particles in a maximally entangled state, say |ϕ+⟩ = (|00⟩+ |11⟩)/

√
2. Bob performs a coarse-grained

Bell state measurement on the two received particles, yielding two possible outputs b = 0,1, which
correspond to the measurement operators B̂0 = |ψ+⟩⟨ψ+| and B̂1 = 1−|ψ+⟩⟨ψ+|, respectively. Then,
when Bob outputs 0, he performed entanglement swapping, and Alice and Charlie will be sharing a
maximally entangled state. On the other hand, Alice and Charlie perform the measurements in a way that
when Bob outputs 0, they can violate the CHSH inequality. Specifically, they can perform measurements
that maximally violate the CHSH inequality, which are Â0 =(σx−σz)/

√
2, Â1 =(σx+σz)/

√
2, Ĉ0 =σx

and Ĉ1 =σz. It is sufficient to test CHSH inequality to see whether entanglement-swapping has occurred.
Therefore, we can attribute the violation of the 3-chain classicality to the violation of CHSH between
Alice and Charlie when post-selecting on b=0.

A.2 Wiring-based embedding nonclassicality
Another method for producing nonclassicality, considered in [23], involves Bob and Charlie sharing a
classical source λ that can take the value 0 or 1. Bob’s measurement is determined by λ, while Charlie
outputsλ and ignores z. This can be interpreted as an scenario in which Charlie’s output becomes Bob’s
input. Furthermore, conditioning on Charlie, Alice and Bob perform measurements that violates the
CHSH inequality, i.e. Â0 =(σx−σz)/

√
2, Â1 =(σx+σz)/

√
2, B̂0 =σx and B̂1 =σz. Thus, by defining

pz(a,b|x,c)=p(a,b|x,c,z)= p(a,b,c|x,z)
p(c|z) , the following necessary inequality is obtained:

−2≤
∑
a,b

(−1)a+b

(
p(a,b,0|0,z)
p(c=0|z) + p(a,b,1|0,z)

p(c=1|z) + p(a,b,0|1,z)
p(c=0|z) − p(a,b,1|1,z)

p(c=1|z)

)
≤2, (4)

which simply corresponds to the CHSH applied to pz(a,b|x,c). In this manner, we can trace back all
the nonclassical correlations to violations of the previously mentioned CHSH inequality. Notice that
this protocol is compatible with having one nonclassical source between A and B and a classical source
between B and C but not the reverse configuration, as a classical source between A and B prohibits
pz(a,b|x,c) from violating the CHSH inequality.

It is important to note that this represents only one possible wiring configuration; however, numerous
alternatives, such as choosing c=λ⊕z, yield similar inequalities. Additionally, a symmetric protocol
can be considered by permuting A and C so that we have a classical source between A and B and
px(b,c|a,z) violates CHSH.
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B Minimality of the scenario
In order to study scenarios beyond standard Bell games [39] (1 shared source,N≥2 parties), a network
should involve at least two independent sources, and (therefore) at least three parties. The smallest
nontrivial networks in this sense are the 3-chain-network considered in this work [27, 28] (sometimes
called bilocal network in the literature) and the triangle network (three parties sharing three bipartite
source [5, 16]). In recent years the latter has attracted a lot of interest [21, 22, 40], as it also provides
quantum examples of network nonclassicality without random measurement inputs, and research efforts
are dedicated towards the characterization of the simplest (i.e., with minimal cardinality of the outputs)
games featuring (quantum) nonclassicality in the triangle network [38, 41]. Little attention however has
been given to the 3-chain scenario, which is arguably “smaller". It is in fact, minimal in terms of the
number of sources and parties that form the network (2 sources and 3 parties) beyond the standard Bell
scenarios.

Motivated by the quest of minimal scenarios exhibiting quantum nonclassicality, we now argue that
among all configurations (input-output cardinalities) of the 3-chain network, the case with 2-1-2 inputs
(indicating the respective cardinalities |X|-|Y |-|Z|) and 2-2-2 outputs (respective cardinalities |A|-|B|-
|C|) is minimal, making it arguably the truly minimal configuration of beyond-Bell nonclassicality.
Specifically, we consider

p(a,b,c|x,z) with dichotomic variables {a,b,c,x,z} , (5)

according to the 3-chain network configuration with trivial input for Bob (Fig. 1b, Fig. 2). In the case of
classical theory the decomposition of the corresponding p is then given by

p(a,b,c|x,z)=
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0
dλ1dλ2pA(a|x,λ1)pB(b|λ1,λ2)pC(c|z,λ2). (6)

Number of inputs and outputs is minimal.

• If one reduces the cardinality of any of the outputs, effectively the scenario collapses to a 2 party
scenario: 1) of the form

p(a,c|x,z)=p(a|x)p(c|z) , (7)

which can be fully filled with local strategies; or 2) of the form

p(a,b|x,z)=p(a,b|x) , (8)

with b independent from x. It follows that

p(a,b|x,z)=p(b)p(a|b,x) , (9)

which, as a set can be filled via classical strategies where the common source between Alice and
Bob distributes b according to p(b).

• If we reduce the cardinality of any of the two inputs, we obtain a probability of the form

p(a,b,c|x) (10)

This can be nonclassical iff p(a,b|c,x) is nonclassical.5

5We are grateful to Marina Maciel Ansanelli for sharing a proof of this last claim with us in private communication.
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C Oracle for assesing nonclassicality in the 3-chain scenario
To construct an oracle for assesing nonclassicality in the 3-chain scenario, we propose a simple for-
malism based in a pictorial representation. This approach applies specifically to the simplest nontrivial
configuration necessary to produce nonclassicality in the 3-chain scenario which consists of 2-1-2
inputs (indicating the respective cardinalities |X|-|Y |-|Z|) and 2-2-2 outputs (respective cardinalities
|A|-|B|-|C|).

A correlation p(a,b,c|x,z) will be classical in the 3-chain scenario iff it can be written as:

p(a,b,c|x,y,z)=
∫ ∫

dλ1dλ2µ(λ1)µ(λ2)pA(a|x,λ1)pB(b|y,λ1,λ2)pC(c|z,λ2). (11)

The response functions in it can be assumed to be deterministic, as any randomness in them can be
absorbed in µ(λ1) and µ(λ2). Furthermore, λ1 and λ2 can be taken as flat distributions from 0 to 1 (then,
µ(λ1)=1=µ(λ2)), by rescaling the response function of each party. Hence, the equation (11) becomes:

p(a,b,c|x,y,z)=
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0
dλ1dλ2pA(a|x,λ1)pB(b|λ1,λ2)pC(c|z,λ2). (12)

This means that correlations can be represented in a square as it is showed in Fig. 6a. Moreover, λ1 and
λ2 are taken to be between 0 and 1 and their order can be permuted without loss of generality. Hence,
we obtain Fig. 6b.

(a) Before ordering. (b) After ordering

Figure 6: Pictorial representation of a classical correlation in the 3-chain scenario. The blue part corresponds
to p(a,b=1,c|x,z). The black regions in the bars correspond to a=1 in the λ1-axis and c=1 in the λ2-axis.

Thiswayofvisualisingclassicalstrategiesdivides thesquare into16rectangles (RJ withJ=1,2,...,16)
each corresponding to one of the 16 possible deterministic strategies that Alice and Charlie decide upon
receiving λ1 and λ2 respectively. In each rectangle, there can be a coloured part (which we will call SJ )
and an uncoloured part that represent the probability of Bob outputting 1 or 0, respectively:

SJ =p(b=1 ∧ {λ1,λ2}∈RJ). (13)
Moreover, there are two more variables that are unobservable,α andβ, which correspond to another two
degrees of freedom that can be visualized in Fig. 6b. Then, in order to fulfill the classicality condition,
the variables SJ must satisfy certain conditions.
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First, since the variables SJ corresponds to probabilities, they all have to fulfill positivity and have to
be less than one,

SJ ≥0 for J=0,1,...,16. (14)

SJ ≤1 for J=0,1,...,16. (15)

Secondly, the variables SJ have to be smaller than the rectangles they are contained in,

SJ ≤RJ for J=0,1,...,16. (16)

Eq. (16) makes Eq. (15) redundant. All these conditions can be translated in terms of probabilities:

S1 ≤α·β
S2 ≤ [p(a=1,b,c|x=0,z=0)−α]·β
S3 ≤ [p(a=1,b,c|x=1,z=0)−α]·β
S4 ≤ [p(a=1,b,c|x=1,z=0)−p(a=1,b,c|x=0,z=0)+α]·β
S5 ≤α·[p(a,b,c=1|x=0,z=0)−β]
S6 ≤ [p(a=1,b,c|x=0,z=0)−α]·[p(a,b,c=1|x=0,z=0)−β]
S7 ≤ [p(a=1,b,c|x=1,z=0)−α]·[p(a,b,c=1|x=0,z=0)−β]
S8 ≤ [p(a=1,b,c|x=1,z=0)−p(a=1,b,c|x=0,z=0)+α]·[p(a,b,c=1|x=0,z=0)−β]
S9 ≤α·[p(a,b,c=1|x=0,z=1)−β]
S10 ≤ [p(a=1,b,c|x=0,z=0)−α]·[p(a,b,c=1|x=0,z=1)−β]
S11 ≤ [p(a=1,b,c|x=1,z=0)−α]·[p(a,b,c=1|x=0,z=1)−β]
S12 ≤ [p(a=1,b,c|x=1,z=0)−p(a=1,b,c|x=0,z=0)+α]·[p(a,b,c=1|x=0,z=1)−β]
S13 ≤α·[p(a,b,c=1|x=0,z=1)−p(a,b,c=1|x=0,z=0)+β]
S14 ≤ [p(a=1,b,c|x=0,z=0)−α]·[p(a,b,c=1|x=0,z=1)−p(a,b,c=1|x=0,z=0)+β]
S15 ≤ [p(a=1,b,c|x=1,z=0)−α]·[p(a,b,c=1|x=0,z=1)−p(a,b,c=1|x=0,z=0)+β]
S16 ≤ [p(a=1,b,c|x=1,z=0)−p(a=1,b,c|x=0,z=0)+α]·

·[p(a,b,c=1|x=0,z=1)−p(a,b,c=1|x=0,z=0)+β].

(17)

Additionally, some conditions on Bob’s response function have to be satisfied. It is sufficient to look at
p(a,b= 1,c|x,z) (the coloured part in Fig. 6), since p(a,b= 0,c|x,z) =p(a|x)p(c|z)−p(a,b= 1,c|x,z).
These conditions are:

S1+S2+S5+S6 =p(a=1,b=1,c=1|x=0,z=0)
S3+S4+S7+S8 =p(a=0,b=1,c=1|x=0,z=0)
S9+S10+S13+S14 =p(a=1,b=1,c=0|x=0,z=0)
S11+S12+S15+S16 =p(a=0,b=1,c=0|x=0,z=0)
S1+S3+S5+S7 =p(a=1,b=1,c=1|x=1,z=0)
S9+S11+S13+S15 =p(a=1,b=1,c=0|x=1,z=0)
S1+S2+S9+S10 =p(a=1,b=1,c=1|x=0,z=1)
S3+S4+S11+S12 =p(a=0,b=1,c=1|x=0,z=1)
S1+S3+S9+S11 =p(a=1,b=1,c=1|x=1,z=1).

(18)
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Finally, observing the pictorial representation (Fig. 6b) the last conditions for the unobserved variables
are:

α≥0
α≤p(a=1|x=1)
α≤p(a=1|x=0)
α≥p(a=1|x=1)−p(a=0|x=0)
β≥0
β≤p(c=1|z=1)
β≤p(c=1|z=0)
β≥p(c=1|z=1)−p(c=0|z=0),

(19)

but the third, the fourth and the last two equations of (19) are redundant with the other constraints.
Then, we have 18 variables and 45 constraints.

This formalism gives completely equivalent results to the one proposed in Ref. [28], that uses a
decomposition onto deterministic correlations, but the former reduces the number of variables [42].
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D Feasibility MNN Linear Programs
We wanted to see whether a probability distribution is compatible with the the DAG shown in Fig. 7a.
For a matter of convenience, we rewrite it in the unpacked version (see Fig. 7b, and Ref. [26, Sec.5] for
the definition of unpacking).

(a) (b)

Figure 7: Representation of the 3-chain scenario compatible with one classical source λ and one OPT source.
7a illustrates the version before unpacking and 7b, after unpacking.

In order to determine if a correlation p is or not compatible with the DAG previously mentioned, we
need to establish whether there exist a probability distributionQ(A0,A1,B,C|z) such that the following
conditions are fulfilled:

• No Signalling (NS):Q(A0,A1,B|z=0)=Q(A0,A1,B|z=1).

• Independence:Q(A0,A1,C)=Q(A0,A1)Q(C).

• Compatibility with p: p(A=a,B=b,C=c|X=x,Z=z)=Q(Ax =a,B=b,C=c|z=z).

We implemented this feasibility program using Gurobi [31] and you can find more details in [42].

For the case in which the source between Alice and Bob is OPT-compatible and the one between Bob
and Charlie is classical, we followed an analogous procedure.

18



E Examples of MNN correlations
This appendix provides detailed examples of minimal nonclassical correlations. We can define a “post-
selection” box pP S given by the following correlations:

pP S(a,b=0,c|x,z)=pps ·pP R−box(V )(a,c|x,z) (20)

pP S(a,b=1,c|x,z)= 1
4 −pps ·pP R−box(V )(a,c|x,z), (21)

where pP R−box(V ) is given by

pP R−box(V )(a,b|x,y)=(1+V ·(−1)a+b+x·y)/4. (22)

The correlation coming from the post-selection box is parameterized by the visibility V and the
probability of post-selection pps. Note that in the case of V =1/

√
2 and pps =1/4, it coincides with the

entanglement-swapping correlation that we described on A.

We can also define a Bell local test plocal in the following way. Bob and Charlie share a classical
source λ, which can return 0 or 1. Bob’s measurement is determined by λ and Charlie ouputs λ directly,
ignoring z. Then, Charlie’s outputs can be interpreted as Bob’s inputs. Also, both Alice and Bob perform
the same measurements: Â0 = B̂0 = (σx −σz)/

√
2 and Â1 = B̂1 = (σx +σz)/

√
2. Thus, producing a

local correlation in the 3-chain scenario. Explicitly, the produced correlations are as follows:

p(a,b,c|x,z)=p(c|z)·p(a,b|x,c) where p(c|z)= 1
2 (23)

and p(a,b|x,c)=


1/4 if x⊕c=1
1/2 if x⊕c=0anda⊕b=0
0 if x⊕c=0anda⊕b=1

(24)

The cases of minimal network nonclassicality appear when we convexly mix the correlations previ-
ously mentioned (Eq. 25) for a certain range of µ given V ∈(1/

√
2,1) and pps =1/4.

p(a,b,c|x,z)=µ·pP ost−selection(V,pps)+(1−µ)·plocal. (25)

In particular, we know that the case of V = 1/
√

2 and pps = 1/4 is quantum, because this correlation
can be obtained in a protocol where Alice always performs the same measurements on the same states,
ensuring that the correlation obtained by means of the convex combination is also quantum. This case
is MNN for µ∈(0.455,0.705).

In addition, we also found post-quantum correlations certified via quantum inflation utilizing the
Inflation library [32]. These are given by the same convex combination when V =1 and pps =1/4 and
they are MNN for µ∈(0,0.5).

Finally, it is noteworthy that a modified version of the protocol proposed in [33] is also MNN. In
this case, the state shared by Alice and Bob and the one by Bob and Charlie is a maximally entangled
state, concretely |ϕ+⟩ = (|00⟩ + |11⟩)/2. The measurements performed by Alice and Charlie are
Â0 = Ĉ0 = σx and Â1 = Ĉ1 = σz for their inputs x, z = 0,1, respectively. Bob has two possible
outcomes and the respective measurements are B̂(b=0)= |ψθ⟩⟨ψθ| and B̂(b=1)=1−|ψθ⟩⟨ψθ|, where
|ψθ⟩=sinθ|01⟩+cosθ|10⟩. This protocol is MNN for θ∈(0,π/2)\θ/4.
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F Observational causal order for the triangle scenario

Figure 8: Representation of the observational causal order for the triangle network. Outside arrows represent
dominance (i.e. the set of correlations compatible with one scenario are included in the set of correlations
compatible with the other). Λ represents a classical source, while OPT , an OPT one.
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