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Non-symmetric GHZ states (n-GHZα), characterized by unequal superpositions of |00. . . 0⟩ and
|11. . . 1⟩, represent a significant yet underexplored class of multipartite entangled states with po-
tential applications in quantum information. Despite their importance, the lack of a well-defined
stabilizer formalism and corresponding graph representation has hindered their comprehensive study.
In this paper, we address this gap by introducing two novel graph formalisms and stabilizers for
non-symmetric GHZ states. First, we provide a weighted hypergraph representation and demon-
strate that non-symmetric GHZ states are local unitary (LU) equivalent to fully connected weighted
hypergraphs. Although these weighted hypergraphs are not stabilizer states, we show that they can
be stabilized using local operations, and an ancilla. We further extend this framework to qudits,
offering a specific form for non-symmetric qudit GHZ states and their LU equivalent weighted qu-
dit hypergraphs. Second, we propose a graph formalism using controlled-unitary (CU) operations,
showing that non-symmetric qudit GHZ states can be described using star-shaped CU graphs. Our
findings enhance the understanding of non-symmetric GHZ states and their potential applications
in quantum information science.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Greenberger–Horne–Zeilinger (GHZ) state and
its generalization to n parties are pivotal in the study of
multipartite entanglement, with numerous applications
in quantum sensing [1, 2], quantum secret sharing [3],
and quantum communication [4–6]. GHZ states are also
represented as graph states, a well-studied family of pure
multipartite entangled states [7, 8]. Graph states are
created by considering mathematical graphs, assigning a
qudit to each vertex, and applying a controlled-Z (CZ)
operation, an entangling gate, between qudits connected
by an edge. It is well-known that completely connected
graphs and star-shaped graphs are local unitary (LU)
equivalent representations of GHZ states [8]. Addition-
ally, graph states and the GHZ state can be described
using the stabilizer formalism [8], which consists of
strings of local Pauli operators [9]. This connection with
the stabilizer formalism expands the uses of graph states
and the GHZ state to other fields, such as quantum
error correction. Graph states can also be generalized
into hypergraph states, which require multi-controlled
operations [10–12]. Overall, graph states have uses in
quantum secret sharing [13–15], and quantum error
correction [16, 17], while hypergraph states are useful
for quantum algorithms [18], and as a quantum resource
[19]. Both are additionally used for measurement based
quantum computing [20, 21].

The importance of the GHZ states stems from their
entangling properties, which are also present in what are
called GHZ-like states [22, 23]. GHZ-like states include
states which are local Pauli equivalent to the GHZ and
states which are unequal superpositions of the |00 . . . 0⟩

and |11 . . . 1⟩ states,

|n-GHZα⟩ = cos
απ

2
|00 . . . 0⟩+ sin

απ

2
|11 . . . 1⟩ .

We focus on the second one, which we refer to as
non-symmetric GHZ states (n-GHZα). These states
are constructed in experimental settings [24] and can
be used in the the study of the Unruh effect[25], as
well as in quantum teleportation schemes where they
can be created as entangled coherent states[26–29].
Despite their potential importance, non-symmetric GHZ
states have not been extensively studied, primarily
because they lack a well-defined stabilizer formalism and
corresponding graph representation. This gap in the
literature has limited the exploration of their properties
and applications.

In our paper, we address this gap by providing a
weighted hypergraph representation for non-symmetric
GHZ states and using techniques developed in previous
works to provide stabilizers by adding a single ancilla.
Weighted hypergraphs [30, 31] are a generalisation of
hypergraphs where each edge has an associated weight
from R and the operations performed for each edge are
control phase operations instead of a CZ operations.
Weighted graphs are useful for analysing spin chains,
lattices and gases [30]. Additionally, weighted graph
states are locally maximally entangled states and can
be used in purification protocols [32]. We find that the
non-symmetric GHZ states are LU equivalent to fully
connected weighted hypergraphs. Although weighted
hypergraphs are not stabilizer states, we show that it is
possible to stabilize this specific weighted hypergraph
using local operations and only a single ancilla. This
novel approach extends the graph formalism typically
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applied to symmetric GHZ states to their non-symmetric
counterparts, thereby broadening the scope of graph-
based quantum state analysis.

Additionally, we generalise this process to qudits. In
the case of qudits, due to the higher degrees of freedom
there are multiple ways to define non-symmetric GHZ
states. We provide a specific form for the non-symmetric
GHZ state, find an LU equivalent weighted qudit hyper-
graph and provide stabilizers by adding a single ancilla.
For more general non-symmetric qudit GHZs, we extend
the graph state formalism. We consider graphs with
general controlled-U (CU) operations for some general
unitary U . Thus, we show that non-symmetric qudit
GHZ states can be described using star-shaped CU
graphs.

In section II we outline the preliminary definitions
that we will be using. In section III we define the
non-symmetric GHZ state and show its equivalence to a
weighted hypergraph. In section IV we provide the sta-
bilizers by adding a single ancilla, while in section V we
generalise the technique used in IV to qudits and demon-
strate its application on qudit graphs. Furthermore, in
section VI we consider general CU graphs in the scope
of non-symmetric qudit GHZ states. Lastly, we follow up
with the discussion and future outlooks in section VII.

II. PRELIMINARIES

In this paper we will be considering both qubits and
qudits of any dimension d. For qudits we will use
Sylvester’s generalised Pauli X and Z operations [33]
and the discrete Fourier transform operation for the
Hadamard,

X |k⟩ = |k + 1⟩
Z |k⟩ = ωk |k⟩ (1)

H |k⟩ =
d−1∑
j=0

ωkj |j⟩ ,

where ω = exp
(
2πi
d

)
, is the d-th root of unity, and all the

arithmetic is performed modulo d. Also, we note that
normalization factors are omitted to improve readability.

Additionally we will require few key concepts related
to graph states. We define a graph G(V,E) as a struc-
ture consisting of of a set of vertices V connected by
edges from the set E ⊆ V × V . We will call the graph
weighted if each edge has an associated weight, meaning
E ⊆ V × V × R.
Graphs can additionally be represented using an adja-
cency matrix Γ, which is a symmetric n×n matrix given

FIG. 1. Left: A star-shaped graph where each outer node
is connected to a central node. Right: A fully connected
graph where each node is connected to every other node. Both
graphs are local unitary (LU) equivalent representations of a
GHZ state.

by,

Γij =

{
1 if {i, j} ∈ E

0 otherwise
, (2)

for unweighted graphs and,

Γij =

{
r if {i, j, r} ∈ E

0 otherwise
, (3)

for weighted graphs.
A graph state is obtained by placing a qudit at each

vertex in the state |+⟩ = H |0⟩ and performing a
controlled-Z (CZ) operation for each edge in G between
the qudits at the two vertices,

|G⟩ =
∏

{i,j}∈E

CZ
Γij

ij |+⟩⊗n
. (4)

Note that when the graph is weighted, the operations
being applied are instead general controlled phase opera-
tions and we call these weighted graph states. However,
for qudits we need to differentiate two possibilities. If
the weights of the graph are from the set of reals R, then
controlled phase operations are applied and we call these
weighted graph states, but if we restrict the weights to
the set of whole numbers modulo d (Zd) for qudit level
d, then the applied operations are powers of CZ, with
CZd = I and we call these graph states. Examples of
graphs are shown in figure 1.

We will additionally be using hypergraphs, the gen-
eralisation of graphs to edges involving more than two
vertices. A k-level hypergraph is defined similar to a

graph, but instead E ⊆ ⊕k
k′=2 V

k′
, meaning we can

have edges involving two until k vertices. Similar to
graphs, we can also have weighted hypergraphs with

E ⊆ ⊕k
k′=2 V

k′ × R. Therefore, the elements of E will
be of the form e = {e1, e2, ..., ek, r}. For hypergraphs we
use an adjacency tensor instead,

Γe =

{
r if e = {e1, e2, ..., ek, r} ∈ E

0 otherwise
, (5)
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φ1

φ2

FIG. 2. Example of a weighted hypergraph. The left three
vertices are connected by a hyperedge of weight φ1 and the
rightmost four vertices are connected by a hyperedge of weight
φ2.

where for some e′, if |e′| < k we fill the missing indices
with 0’s.
To define a hypergraph state, we first define the multi-
controlled-Z (CZe) operation on qudits in the set e,

CZe =

d−1∑
ke1 ,...kem=0

ωk̄e |ke1 ...kem⟩ ⟨ke1 ...kem | , (6)

where m = |e| is the size of the set e and k̄e =

m∏
j=1

kej .

Then, the hypergraph state is defined identical to the
graph state,

|G⟩ =
∏
e∈E

CZΓe
e |+⟩⊗n

, (7)

meaning we apply a k′-controlled-Z operation for each
hyperedge of size k′.
An example of a weighted hypergraph of k = 4 is shown
in figure 2.

III. NON-SYMMETRIC GHZ (n-GHZα) AND
WEIGHTED HYPERGRAPHS

In this section, we establish that non-symmetric GHZ
states (n-GHZα),

|n-GHZα⟩ = cos
απ

2
|00 . . . 0⟩+ sin

απ

2
|11 . . . 1⟩ , (8)

are local unitary (LU) equivalent to fully connected
weighted hypergraphs. With this, we provide a new
perspective on the structure and properties of non-
symmetric GHZ states. We provide the connection to
weighted hypergraphs in the following proposition.

Proposition 1. For a set of vertices V let us define Ek

as the set of all k element combinations from V . Then a

|2-GHZα⟩ = cos απ
2

|00⟩+ sin απ
2

|11⟩

−2α

|3-GHZα⟩ = cos απ
2

|000⟩+ sin απ
2

|111⟩

−2α

⊕
4α

|4-GHZα⟩ = cos απ
2

|0000⟩+ sin απ
2

|1111⟩

−2α

⊕
4α

⊕
−8α

TABLE I. Examples of Fully Connected Weighted Hyper-
graphs for Two, Three, and Four Qubits. In each diagram,
all edges/hyperedges have the same weight, which is indi-
cated below the diagram. For example, in the middle diagram
representing |4-GHZα⟩, each hyperedge connects three qubits
(k = 3) and has a weight of 4α.

graph state

|G⟩ :=
n−1∏
k=1

∏
e∈Ek+1

CZ(−2)kα
e |+⟩⊗V

, (9)

corresponding to a fully connected control phase hyper-
graph G(V,E) with the weight of each edge acting on k+1
vertices being equal to (−2)kαπ (see Table 1 and appendix
B), is equivalent to |n-GHZα⟩ under a local unitary trans-
formation,

|G⟩ = RZ†
1(απ)P

†(απ)⊗V/{1}H⊗V P †
1 (π/2) |n-GHZα⟩ ,

(10)

where,

RZ(φ) =

[
e−iφ/2 0

0 eiφ/2

]
, P (φ) =

[
1 0
0 eiφ

]
, (11)

and the lower index indicates the particle the operation
is acting on.

Proof. First, let us define |x1, x2, . . . xn⟩ = |x⟩, where x
is the decimal representation of x1x2 . . . xn. Let us also
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define wx = Hamming Weight(x), where the Hamming
weight is the number of 1s in x.
Now we apply the P †(π/2) and H gates.

H⊗V P †
1 (

π
2 ) |n-GHZα⟩ =

2n−1∑
x=0

(cos
απ

2
− (−1)wxi sin

απ

2
) |x⟩

=

2n−1∑
x=0

e(−1)wx+1iαπ
2 |x⟩ (12)

=

2n−1∑
x=0

ω(−1)wx+1 α
2 |x⟩ .

Next let us apply the RZ†(απ) on the first qubit and
P †(απ) on the rest.

|ψ⟩ = P †(απ)⊗V/{1}RZ†
1(απ)

2n−1∑
x=0

ω(−1)wx+1 α
2 |x⟩

=

2n−1∑
x=0

ω
α

(
(−1)wx+1

2 −wx+
1
2

)
|x⟩ . (13)

Now we consider the fully connected hypergraph state,

|G⟩ =
n−1∏
k=1

∏
e∈Ek+1

CZ(−2)kα
e |+⟩⊗V

=

2n−1∑
x=0

n−1∏
k=1

∏
e∈Ek+1

CZ(−2)kα
e |x⟩ . (14)

For a given |x⟩ and k, upon the application of the CZs
for all e ∈ Ek+1 we get

|x⟩ → ωβk |x⟩ , (15)

where βk = (−2)kα
∑

e∈Ek+1

∏
j∈e

xj .

As only wx of the xj ’s are 1 there are only
(
wx

k+1

)
non

zero terms in the sum and the non zero ones all have a
value of 1. Therefore, we can simplify the exponent to,

βk = (−2)k
(
wx

k + 1

)
α. (16)

We now can perform the product over all k , which will
give us the following sum in the exponent of ω,

n−1∑
k=1

βk = α

n−1∑
k=1

(−2)k
(
wx

k + 1

)
. (17)

We can simplify this further by noticing that
(
wx

k

)
= 0 if

k > wx. Hence,

α

n−1∑
k=1

(−2)k
(
wx

k + 1

)
= −α

2

wx∑
k=2

(−2)k
(
wx

k

)

= −α
2

(
wx∑
k=0

(−2)k
(
wx

k

)
− 1 + 2wx

)
= −α

2
((1− 2)wx − 1 + 2wx)

= α

(
(−1)wx+1

2
− wx +

1

2

)
, (18)

where we have used the binomial theorem to obtain the
3rd line.

Writing the graph state using the above, we find it
equal to |ψ⟩,

|G⟩ =
2n−1∑
x=0

ω
α

(
(−1)wx+1

2 −wx+
1
2

)
|x⟩ = |ψ⟩ . (19)

Therefore,

|G⟩ = RZ†
1(απ)P

†(απ)⊗V/{1}H⊗V P †
1 (π/2) |n-GHZα⟩ ,

(20)

proving the proposition.

Let us consider the case of α = 1/2. For k = 1 the ap-
plied operations become CZs, while for k ≥ 2 the powers
become multiples of 2 and hence the applied operations
are simply identities. Consequently, the weighted hyper-
graph transforms to a fully connected graph (see figure
1), which is LU equivalent to the GHZ state. Hence,
the proposition demonstrates a proper LU equivalence
between n-GHZα and weighted hypergraphs, providing
a robust framework for analyzing these states. By es-
tablishing this equivalence, we pave the way for utilizing
graph-based techniques to study and manipulate non-
symmetric GHZ states. This insight is particularly valu-
able for practical applications in quantum information
processing, where understanding the structure and sta-
bilizers of these states can lead to more efficient quantum
algorithms and protocols. Therefore, in the next section,
we will provide the stabilizer formalism for these states
by adding a single ancilla.

IV. STABILIZERS FOR WEIGHTED
HYPERGRAPHS FOR NON-SYMMETRIC GHZ

STATES

An important feature of graph states is that
they are stabilizer states. Unfortunately, weighted
graph/hypergraph states are no longer stabilizer states.
However, in this section, we demonstrate stabilizers
for the fully connected weighted hypergraph that is
LU equivalent to the non-symmetric GHZ state (see
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Eq. (9)), by employing a single ancilla. Importantly, the
number of ancillas remains fixed and does not depend
on n, the number of particles in the non-symmetric
GHZ state. The stabilizers for this weighted hypergraph
are constructed using local operators. This approach is
advantageous as it simplifies the implementation and
analysis of the stabilizers compared to joint operators.
In the following proposition we present the stabilizers
and discuss the proof.

Proposition 2. Given the weighted hypergraph state of
n = |V | qubits,

|G⟩ =
n−1∏
k=1

∏
e∈Ek+1

CZ(−2)kα
e |+⟩⊗V

, (21)

and a single ancilla, it is possible to stabilize the n + 1
qubit state, if the ancilla is connected to each of the n
qubits through a CZ operation. The stabilizers are given
by,

K
(1)
G′ = X ⊗ Z ⊗ Z...⊗ Z

K
(2)
G′ = XαZX−α ⊗ P †(απ)XP (απ)⊗ I...⊗ I

K
(3)
G′ = XαZX−α ⊗ I ⊗ P †(απ)XP (απ)...⊗ I (22)

...

K
(n+1)
G′ = XαZX−α ⊗ I ⊗ I...⊗ P †(απ)XP (απ),

where

Xα :=
1

2
((1− eiπα)I + (1 + eiπα)X), (23)

the first qubit is the ancilla and G′ is the graph with the
ancilla.

Proof. To prove this, we will be using a technique de-
veloped in [34], which shows local unitary equivalence
between hypergraph states and specific weighted hyper-
graph states. Consider a hypergraph G′, and a real power
α of X defined as,

Xα :=
1

2
((1− eiπα)I + (1 + eiπα)X), (24)

The application of Xα upon any vertex vi of G
′ leads to

a weighted hypergraph given by the following rules,

1. For each e in Ai = {e|e/vi ∈ E} add a weight α to
e.

2. For each k ≤ n, e1, e2, ..ek ∈ Ai, e1 ̸= e2... ̸= ek
add weight (−2)kα to the edge e1 ∪ e2... ∪ ek.

Now let us consider the star-shape graph of n+ 1 qubits
(see figure 1), for which we have,

E = {{1, 2}, {1, 3}, ..., {1, n+ 1}}. (25)

Let us apply Xα on the central qubit, i.e. qubit 1. Then,
A1 will be,

A1 = {{2}, {3}, ..., {n+ 1}}. (26)

Hence, rule 1 tells us that local phase gates are applied
on all the qubits except the central one. The second rule
tells us that for each k combinations of the n qubits in
A1, we add a hyperedge of weight (−2)k between those k
particles . However, if we ignore the central qubit this is
exactly the construction of the weighted hypergraph in
Eq. (9). Therefore, if we consider the central qubit as an
ancilla we get the construction given in the proposition.
To get the stabilizers we simply consider the standard
form of the stabilizers of a graph state,

K
(j)
G = Xj

∏
k∈V

Z
Γjk

k , (27)

and for our case consider the Γ matrix of the star-shape
graph. We then conjugate the stabilizers with the oper-
ator,

Xα ⊗ P †(απ)⊗ ...⊗ P †(απ), (28)

where Xα is due to the original application and the phase
gates are due to rule 1, which gives the stabilizers in the
proposition for our weighted hypergraph with a single
ancilla.

This approach not only provides a clear and practical
method for stabilizing non-symmetric GHZ states but
also provides a set of stabilizers which are commuting.
Additionally, the construction always requires a single
ancilla, and only CZ operations equal to the number of
particles.

V. GENERALIZATION TO QUDITS

For qubits there is only one way to define a non-
symmetric GHZ state as there are only two elements in
the superposition. However, this is not the case for qu-
dits, where the GHZ state is

|GHZd⟩ =
d−1∑
k=0

|kk...k⟩ . (29)

Therefore, we have more degrees of freedom compared
with the qubit case.

We would like to find a good candidate for a non-
symmetric qudit GHZ state which also is connected to
weighted hypergraphs. To this end we first generalize the
application of Xα (see Eq. (23)) from qubits to qudits,
using which we propose a candidate for non-symmetric
qudit GHZ.
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Let us first consider the commutation of X with the
general CZe operation (see Eq. (6)). We find that (see
Appendix A),

Xe1CZe = CZe(Ie1 ⊗ CZ†
e/{e1})Xe1 . (30)

Next let us generalise Xα to qudits. Using

Xα = H†ZαH, (31)

we find that (see Appendix A),

Xα =

d−1∑
k,l=0

ωl(α−k)Xk. (32)

Similar to the qubit case we consider a qudit hyper-
graph G(V,E) with

|G⟩ =
∏
e∈E

CZe |+⟩⊗n
= CZG |+⟩⊗n

. (33)

Additionally, we define the graph ∆iG(V,∆iE), where

∆iE = {e/i|i ∈ e, e ∈ E}. (34)

Using the commutation relation from Eq. (30),

Xα
i |G⟩ =

∑
k,l

ωl(α−k)Xk
i CZG |+⟩⊗n

= CZG

∑
k,l

ωl(α−k)CZ†k
∆iG

Xk
i |+⟩⊗n

(35)

=
∑
k,l

ωl(α−k)CZ†k
∆iG

CZG |+⟩⊗n

= CZ−α
∆iG

|G⟩

Therefore, like in the qubit case the action of Xα has
introduced new weighted hyperedges to our hypergraph.

Similar to the qubit case we consider the qudit star-
shape graph G(V,E) (see figure 1),

E = {{1, 2}, {1, 3}, ..., {1, n+ 1}}. (36)

We apply Xα on the central qudit, i.e. qudit 1, which
gives us,

∆1E = {{2}, {3}, ..., {n+ 1}}. (37)

Therefore, the additional weighted hypergraph added is,

CZ−α
∆1G

= (Z2Z3... Zn+1)
−α, (38)

as an edge with a single vertex is simply a local opera-
tion. This does not look like a weighted hypergraph as
Z is a local operation, however, in general (see Appendix
C),

(Z2Z3...Zn+1)
−α ̸= Z−α

2 Z−α
3 ... Z−α

n+1. (39)

To expand the brackets we need to include non-local
operations. For example in the qubit case those non-local
operations are what give rise to the weighted hypergraph
in Eq. (9). However, in the case of qudits, we find that
the non-local operations are not of the form of CZα

e but
are of the form,

CPe(α⃗) =

d−1∑
ke1

,...kem=0

ωα⃗ke |ke1 ...kem⟩ ⟨ke1 ...kem | , (40)

where ke is the decimal representation of ke1ke2 ...kem .
Therefore, CPe(α⃗) is diagonal matrix of phases decided
by the vector α⃗. These don’t follow a pattern like the
qubit case, and therefore we need to use an algorithm to
find the exact operations to apply (see Appendix C).

With the above results we are ready to define a non-
symmetric qudit GHZ. First we note that for qubits,

|n-GHZα⟩ = ωα/2
n∏

k=2

CX1kX1X
α
1 |0⟩⊗n

. (41)

Therefore, we define the non-symmetric GHZ state,
|n-GHZd

α⟩, for qudits as,

|n-GHZd
α⟩ :=

n∏
k=2

CX1kX
α
1 |0⟩⊗n

(42)

=

d−1∑
k,l=0

ωl(α−k) |kk....k⟩ .

Now let us show that this state is indeed local unitary
equivalent to the weighted hypergraph from Eq. (38). We
apply Hadamards on all qudits,

H⊗n |n-GHZd
α⟩ =

d−1∑
k,l=0

ωl(α−k)H⊗n |kk....k⟩ (43)

=

d−1∑
k,l=0

ωl(α−k)
2d−1∑
x=0

ωkwx |x⟩ .

Writing wx = dqx + rx for some integers qx and 0 ≤
rx ≤ d− 1 the state can be written as,

2d−1∑
x=0

d−1∑
k,l=0

ωlαωk(rx−l) |x⟩ =
2d−1∑
x=0

d−1∑
l=0

ωlαδrx,l |x⟩ (44)

=

2d−1∑
x=0

ωrxα |x⟩ .

We can show that this is exactly the state for the
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weighted hypergraph ∆1G. We consider the following

Z1Z2... Zn |+⟩⊗n
=

d−1∑
x1,x2,...,xn=0

n⊗
j=1

ωxj |xj⟩

=

2d−1∑
x=0

ωwx |x⟩ (45)

=

2d−1∑
x=0

ωrx |x⟩ .

Therefore, as Z1Z2... Zn is diagonal we get,

(Z1Z2... Zn)
α =

2d−1∑
x=0

ωαrx |x⟩ . (46)

And hence the weighted hypergraph obtained from ap-
plying X−α on the central qudit of a star-shaped graph
and then tracing out the central qudit, is equivalent to
|n-GHZd

α⟩.

The stabilizers are given similarly to the qubit case,

K
(1)
G′ = X ⊗ Z ⊗ Z...⊗ Z

K
(2)
G′ = X−αZXα ⊗ P †(απ)XP (απ)⊗ I...⊗ I

K
(3)
G′ = X−αZXα ⊗ I ⊗ P †(απ)XP (απ)...⊗ I (47)

...

K
(n+1)
G′ = X−αZXα ⊗ I ⊗ I...⊗ P †(απ)XP (απ).

The stabilizer formalism for non-symmetric GHZ
states in qudit systems is highly analogous to that in
qubit systems, as described in Eq. (22). The key dif-
ference between the qudit and qubit cases is the sign of
the parameter α in the power of X. This distinction
arises due to the Hermitian conjugate in the commuta-
tion relation between the generalized X operator and the
CZe, as discussed in Eq. (30). This subtle variation en-
sures that the stabilizer formalism accurately reflects the
underlying algebraic structure of the qudit system, while
maintaining the overall framework established for qubits.

VI. CONTROLLED-UNITARY (CU) GRAPH
STATES

In this section, we extend the formalism of graph states
by incorporating controlled unitary U operations as en-
tangling gates rather than the traditional diagonal opera-
tors such as controlled-Z (CZ) for graph and hypergraph
states and controlled-phase (CZα) gates for weighted
graph states. This formalism not only broadens the scope
of graph states but also provides a versatile framework
for representing non-symmetric GHZ states. It allows us
to represent the most general non-symmetric qudit GHZ

CU

CU

CU

CU

CU

CU

CU

CU

FIG. 3. Controlled-Unitary (CU) Star-Shaped Graph. In this
graph, the central vertex is the target, and all other vertices
are the controls. The non-symmetric GHZ state, Eq. (48), is
local unitary (LU) equivalent to this CU graph

state,

|n-GHZa⃗⟩ =
d−1∑
j=0

aj |jj . . . j⟩ , (48)

where a⃗ = {a0, a2, ..., ad − 1} ∈ Cd, as a star-shaped
graph with controlled-U (CU) operations. In the follow-
ing proposition we present the graph and the LU trans-
formation, and discuss the proof.

Proposition 3. Given the general non-symmetric qudit
GHZ,

|n-GHZa⃗⟩ =
d−1∑
j=0

aj |jj . . . j⟩ , (49)

there exists a LU transformation that takes |n-GHZa⃗⟩ to
a star-shaped controlled-unitary-U graph (see figure 3),
for

U = HA†ZAH†, (50)

where the operator A is defined as,

A |0⟩ =
d−1∑
j=0

aj |j⟩ . (51)

Proof. First let us consider the construction of |n-GHZa⃗⟩
using the A operator above and control-X (CX) opera-
tions n− 1 times,

|n-GHZa⃗⟩ =
d−1∑
j=0

aj |jj . . . j⟩ =
n∏

k=2

CX1kA1 |00 . . . 0⟩ .

(52)
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Now let us apply Hadamards on all the qudits except the
first one.

n∏
l=2

Hl |n-GHZns⟩ =
d−1∑
j=0

aj |j⟩
dn−1−1∑
k=0

ωj(k1+···+kn−1) |k⟩

=

d−1∑
j=0

aj |j⟩
dn−1−1∑
k=0

ωjwk |k⟩ . (53)

Next we apply CZ† operators n−1 times with the control
on the first qudit and the targets as the rest.

n∏
l=2

CZ†
1l

d−1∑
j=0

aj |j⟩
dn−1−1∑
k=0

ωjwk |k⟩ =
d−1∑
j=0

aj |j⟩
dn−1−1∑
k=0

|k⟩ .

(54)

Lastly we apply HA† to the first qudit,

H1A
†
1

d−1∑
j=0

aj |j⟩
dn−1−1∑
k=0

|k⟩ =
d−1∑
j=0

|j⟩
dn−1−1∑
k=0

|k⟩

=

dn−1∑
k′=0

|k′⟩ = |+⟩⊗n
, (55)

where k′ is the decimal representation of jk1k2... kn−1.
Hence, we have found that the operation,

H1A
†
1

n∏
l=2

CZ†
1lHl. (56)

Takes |n-GHZa⃗⟩ to |+⟩⊗n
. We can rewrite this operation

as,

H1A
†
1

n∏
l=2

CZ†
l1HlA1H

†
1H1A

†
1 =

n∏
l=2

CU†
l1HlH1A

†
1, (57)

where

U = HA†ZAH†. (58)

Therefore, a CU star-shaped graph state is LU equivalent
to |n-GHZa⃗⟩, proving the proposition.

Note that in general the CU operations are non-
commuting, however in this case as the targets are all
on the central qudit and the graph is star-shaped, the
edges still commute for any U .
As an example we can consider the qubit situation with
A = XXα, which gave rise to the weighted hypergraph
in Eq. (9). We find that in this case,

U =

[
0 eiαπ

e−iαπ 0

]
. (59)

With this formalism it is now possible to consider
different candidates for A and find if any give rise to

reasonable and implementable CU operations.

The introduction of controlled unitary U operations
as entangling gates in graph states offers a powerful
and flexible method for constructing and analyzing non-
symmetric GHZ states. By leveraging this generalized
formalism, we can achieve a deeper understanding of the
entanglement dynamics and develop more efficient quan-
tum algorithms and protocols.

VII. DISCUSSION

In this paper, we have explored the representation and
stabilization of non-symmetric GHZ states using graph
and hypergraph formalisms. We demonstrated that non-
symmetric GHZ states, which are not local unitary (LU)
equivalent to traditional graph states, can be represented
as fully-connected weighted hypergraphs. We discussed
that the weight of each edge depends on the number of
vertices it connects. Furthermore, we have demonstrated
that it is possible to stabilize these weighted hypergraph
states using local operations and only adding a single
ancilla qubit. We also extended our formalism to qudit
systems, providing a generalization of the non-symmetric
GHZ state to qudits. We presented the corresponding
weighted hypergraph for the qudit states and the stabi-
lizers involving a single qudit ancilla.
In addition, we introduced a generalized graph state

formalism incorporating controlled unitary (CU) opera-
tions as entangling gates rather than the traditional diag-
onal operators such as CZ and CP gates. This formal-
ism allows for constructing the most general form of a
non-symmetric qudit GHZ state and provides a versatile
framework for representing and analyzing these states.
Notably, the CU part provides a graph representation
for the non-symmetric GHZ states in a star-shape. This
is similar to the two graph states that represent GHZ
states with equal coefficients: the fully-connected and
star-shaped graphs.
In the future, we would like to investigate whether non-

symmetric versions of other important quantum states
are equivalent to weighted hypergraphs or CU graphs.
Additionally, exploring the practical applications of these
generalized graph states in quantum algorithms and pro-
tocols could lead to significant advancements. Leveraging
these insights and techniques will help achieve a deeper
understanding of entanglement dynamics and enhance
the development of efficient quantum technologies.
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Appendix A: Commutation of X with the general CZe operator and Xα operator

In this appendix, we delve into the commutation properties of the generalized CZe operator with the X
operator for qudits. This analysis extends the discussion presented in the reference [34] for qubits to qudit
systems. We begin by considering the general form of the CZe operation and its interaction with the X operator for
a specific vertex. This commutation relation will allow us to consider the action ofXα for qudits on qudit hypergraphs.

We consider the general CZe operation

CZe =

d−1∑
ke1

,...,kem=0

ωk̄e |ke1 ...kem⟩ ⟨ke1 ...kem | , (A1)

and its commutation with Xe1 for some vertex e1

Xe1CZeX
†
e1 =

d−1∑
ke1

,...kem=0

ωk̄e |ke1 + 1, ...kem⟩ ⟨ke1 + 1, ...kem | , (A2)

multiplying on the left by CZ†
e we find,

CZ†
eXe1CZeX

†
e1 =

d−1∑
le1 ,...lem=0

d−1∑
ke1 ,...kem=0

ωk̄e−l̄e |le1 , ...lem⟩ ⟨le1 , ...lem |ke1 + 1, ...kem⟩ ⟨ke1 + 1, ...kem |

=

d−1∑
le1 ,...lem=0

d−1∑
ke1

,...kem=0

ωk̄e−l̄eδle1−1,ke1

m∏
j=2

δlej ,kej
|le1 , ...lem⟩ ⟨ke1 + 1, ...kem | (A3)

=

d−1∑
le1=1

d−1∑
le2 ,...lem=0

ω−l̄e/{e1} |le1 ...lem⟩ ⟨le1 ...lem |+
d−1∑

le2 ,...lem=0

ω(d−1)l̄e/{e1} |0...lem⟩ ⟨0...lem |

=

d−1∑
le1=0

|le1⟩ ⟨le1 | ⊗
d−1∑

le2 ,...lem=0

ω−l̄e/{e1} |le2 ...lem⟩ ⟨le2 ...lem | = Ie1 ⊗ CZe/{e1},

where to get the last line we used that ωd = 1. Therefore, we have,

Xe1CZe = CZe(Ie1 ⊗ CZe/{e1})Xe1 . (A4)

Next, we use the following to write down Xα

H =

d−1∑
j,k=0

ωjk |j⟩ ⟨k| (A5)

H† =

d−1∑
j,k=0

ωjk |j⟩ ⟨k| (A6)

Z =

d−1∑
j=0

ωj |j⟩ ⟨j| (A7)

X =

d−1∑
j=0

|j + 1⟩ ⟨j| (A8)

X = H†ZH (A9)

Xα = H†ZαH . (A10)
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Using the above equations we can write,

Xα =

d−1∑
j′,k′,j,k,l=0

ωjkω−j′k′
ωαl |j′⟩ ⟨k′|l⟩ ⟨l|j⟩ ⟨k|

=

d−1∑
j′,k′,j,k,l=0

ωjkω−j′k′
ωαlδk′,lδj,l |j′⟩ ⟨k|

=

d−1∑
j′,k,l=0

ωlkω−j′lωαl |j′⟩ ⟨k| (A11)

=

d−1∑
j,k,l=0

ωl(j−(k+j)+α) |j + k⟩ ⟨j|

=

d−1∑
j,k,l=0

ωl(α−k) |j + k⟩ ⟨j|

=

d−1∑
k,l=0

ωl(α−k)Xk.

By deriving the form of Xα for qudits, we have laid the groundwork for describing non-symmetric qudit GHZ states
using weighted hypergraphs.

Appendix B: Fully connected weighted hypergraph for 5 qubits

−2α

⊕
4α 4α

−8α 16α
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Here we provide an additional example for the fully-connected weighted hypergraph equivalent to the five qubit
non-symmetric GHZ state,

|5-GHZα⟩ = cos
απ

2
|00000⟩+ sin

απ

2
|11111⟩ (B1)

In the diagram for readability we have split the weighted hypergraph into five diagrams. The top diagram has the
k = 2 edges with weight −2α, the left and right diagrams show all the k = 3 hyperedges with weight 4α, the bottom
left diagram shows the k = 4 hyperedges of weight −8α and finally the bottom right diagram shows the single
hyperedge of k = 5 with weight 16α.

Appendix C: Qudit weighted hypergraph algorithm

Upon the application of Xα on a qudit hypergraph, the resultant weighted hypergraph requires general CP edges
to be added. To find the CP operations we do the following in the specific case of the star-shape graph as the starting
graph. The weighted edges added as shown in section V are given by

Cα
∆iG = (Z1Z3...Zn)

α = Zα
1 Z

α
3 ...Z

α
n ...(higher order terms). (C1)

As an example for why the higher order terms are needed, consider the following example for qutrits.

Z1 = Z2 =

1
ω
ω2

 (C2)

Then,

Z1Z2 =



1
ω
ω2

1
ω
ω2

1
ω
ω2





1
1

1
ω
ω
ω
ω2

ω2

ω2


=



1
ω
ω2

ω
ω2

1
ω2

1
ω


(C3)

where we have used that ω3 = 1. Therefore,

(Z1Z2)
α =



1
ωα

ω2α

ωα

ω2α

1
ω2α

1
ωα


(C4)

however,

Zα
1 Z

α
2 =



1
ωα

ω2α

1
ωα

ω2α

1
ωα

ω2α





1
1

1
ωα

ωα

ωα

ω2α

ω2α

ω2α


=



1
ωα

ω2α

ωα

ω2α

ω3α

ω2α

ω3α

ω4α


(C5)
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Hence we require the higher order correcting terms. The higher order terms need to be calculated using an algorithm,
which we provide here. We would like to be able to split the higher order correcting terms based on the number of
qudits that they act on. Hence, we do the following,

1. Consider a d2×d2 identity matrix Iij acting on two particles i and j. For the state |xixj⟩, calculate the number
k of ωds in the phase of the state upon the application of Zα

1 Z
α
2 ...Z

α
n . Add a phase ω−kdα to the |xixj⟩ ⟨xixj |

element of Iij .

2. Repeat for all possible values of xi and xj such that xi, xj ̸= 0. The obtained matrices Iij are the correction
that needs to be applied between all possible two qudit combinations i and j.

3. Consider a d3 × d3 identity matrix Iijl acting on three particles i, j, l. For the state |xixjxl⟩, calculate the
number k of ωds in the phase of the state upon the application of Zα

1 Z
α
2 ...Z

α
n . Add a phase ω−kdα to the

|xixjxl⟩ ⟨xixjxl| element of Iijl.

4. For the state |xixjxl⟩, consider the phase ωp upon the application of IijIilIjl, i.e. all possible combinations of
2 from i, j, l. Add a phase ω−p to the to the |xixjxl⟩ ⟨xixjxl| element of Iijl.

5. Repeat for all possible values of xi, xj and xl such that xi, xj , xl ̸= 0. The obtained matrices Iijl are the
correction that needs to be applied between all possible three qudit combinations i j and l.

6. Repeat the above recursively until the number of qudits being applied on is n.

The resultant matrices Ii1i2...ir for 2 ≤ r ≤ n are the higher order correcting terms which give rise to the weighted
hypergraph upon the application of Xα on the qudit star-shape graph.
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