arXiv:2408.10471v1 [quant-ph] 20 Aug 2024

Eigenvalues and eigenvectors of complex Hadamard matrices

Mengfan Liang^{1, ∗} and Lin Chen^{1, †} 1LMIB(Beihang University), Ministry of Education, and School of Mathematical Sciences, Beihang University, Beijing 100191, China (Dated: August 24, 2024)

Abstract

Characterizing the 6×6 complex Hadamard matrices (CHMs) is an open problem in linear algebra and quantum information. In this paper, we investigate the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of CHMs. We show that any n × n CHM with dephased form has two constant eigenvalues ± √ n and has two constant eigenvectors. We obtain the maximum numbers of identical eigenvalues of 6 × 6 CHMs with dephased form and we extend this result to arbitrary dimension. We also show that there is no 6 × 6 CHM with four identical eigenvalues. We conjecture that the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of 6 × 6 CHMs will lead to the complete classification of 6 × 6 CHMs.

∗lmf2021@buaa.edu.cn †linchen@buaa.edu.cn(corresponding author)

Keywords: complex Hadamard matrix; eigenvalues;eigenvectors; Mutually Unbiased Bases MSC: 15B34

I. INTRODUCTION

Mutually unbiased bases (MUB) is an important concept in quantum physics. Generally, k MUBs in d-dimensional Hilbert space C^d are k orthogonal bases, such that any two vectors from different bases have inner product of modulus 1/ √ d. Only when k = d + 1, we say the k MUBs in C^d is complete. As far as we know, the complete MUBs exist in C^d when d is a prime power [1]. How to find the complete MUBs in C^6 is the first unsolved case and it is also a famous open problem in quantum information. The MUB problem has been studied in many ways. Paper [2] investigated the average distance between four bases in six dimensions, and given a strong evidence that no four mutually unbiased bases exist in six dimensions. Paper [3] exhibited an infinite family of triplets of MUBs in dimension 6, and showed that this family cannot be extended to a complete MUBs in C^6 . Paper [4] showed that if a complete MUBs in C^6 exists, then it cannot contain more than one product basis. Paper [5] investigated the number of product vectors in the set of four MUBs in C^6 , and showed that in most cases the number of product vectors in each of the remaining three MUBs is at most two. More reaserch has been presented in [6–15].

The complex Hadamard matrix is also an important concept since it is usually related to MUB problem. An n × n matrix H whose elements all have modulus one is called a CHM if HH^† = nI. If a set of four MUBs in C^6 exists and contains the identity, then any other matrix U in the set satisfies that √ 6U is a 6 × 6 CHM, and we refer to the set as an MUB trio. The final target for us is to find if there exist an MUB trio. On the other hand, the complete classification of 6 × 6 CHMs is also a long-standing open problem. Paper [16] characterized the CHMs whose all elements are roots of unity of finite order, such as the Fourier matrices. Paper [17] given the Tao matrix which only consists of 1, e^{2πi}3 , e^{4πi}3 , the Tao matrix does not belong to any parameterized matrices family. Paper [18] presented a trick whereby the faster algorithms for the homogeneous case can be used in the inhomogeneous case and found a 6 × 6 CHMs family which does not belong to the Butson matrices by this algorithms. In 2011, Karlsson presented a three-parameter CHMs family in C^6 , he named this family “ the H_2-reducible matrices ”. As far as we know, most of known 6 × 6 CHMs belong to the H_2-reducible matrices such as the Haagerup matrix [19], but the Tao matrix is an exception. Paper [20] presented a four-parameter 6 × 6 CHMs family, but the analytic form of this matrices is still unknown. More papers investigating the classification problem has been presented in [21–26].

In this paper, we investigate the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of CHMs. Specifically, we show that any n × n CHM with dephased form has two constant eigenvalues ± √ n and has two eigenvectors v_1 =

[1 + √ n, 1, ..., 1]^T ∈ R^n and v_2 = [1 − √ n, 1, ..., 1]^T ∈ R^n in Lemma 3. Further, If λ ≠ ± √ n is an eigenvalue

of H and Hv = λv, where v = x_1 x_2 . . x_n , then x_1 = 0. We also show that if ± √ 6, λ_1, ..., λ_4 are eigenvalues of

a 6 × 6 CHM H, then at most two of λ_1, ..., λ_4 are the same in Theorem 5. Finally, We show that there is no 6 × 6 CHM with four identical eigenvalues in Theorem 6. A related case is the Hermitian CHMs with dephased form, its eigenvalues are √ 6, √ 6, √ 6, − √ 6, − √ 6, − √ 6. Our results might lead to the complete classification of 6 × 6 CHMs.

The rest of this paper is structured as follows. In Sec. II we introduce some facts that used in this paper, such as the precise definition of MUBs and CHMs, some famous CHMs, some properties of CHMs and so on. In Sec. III, we introduce the two main result of this paper. The first one is that if ± √ 6, λ_1, ..., λ_4 are eigenvalues of a 6 × 6 CHM H, then at most two of λ_1, ..., λ_4 are the same. The second one is that there is no 6 × 6 CHM with four identical eigenvalues. We conclude in Sec. IV.

II. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we will introduce some facts that used in this paper. First of all, we review the precise definition of MUBs and CHMs.

A. MUBs and CHMs

The following two lemma are the precise definition of MUBs and CHMs.

Lemma 1 Suppose A_1 = {|ψ_{1i}⟩}_{i=1,...,d},...,A_N = {|ψ_{Ni}⟩}_{j=1,...,d} are N orthonormal basis in C^d , if | ⟨ψ_{jm}|ψ_{kn}⟩ | = 1 √ d , (1) for any j ≠ k, j, k = 1, ..., N, m, n = 1, ..., d, then A_1,...,A_N constitute N MUBs.

Lemma 2 If H is an n × n complex matrix, and satisfies

1. all elements of H have modulus one,

2. HH^† = nI, then H is an n × n CHM.

If the set of N MUBs in C^d exists and contains the identity, then one can show that any other matrix U in the set satisfies that √ nU is a n × n CHM. Thus the CHMs is usually related to the MUBs.

Next, we introduce the complex equivalence of matrices.

B. Complex equivalence of matrices

To find out the relation between different CHMs, we introduce the definition of the complex equivalence. We refer to the monomial unitary matrix as a unitary matrix each of whose rows and columns has exactly one nonzero element. Then two matrices U and V are complex equivalent when U = P V Q where P, Q are monomial unitary matrices. In particular, when P, Q are both permutation matrices, U and V are equivalent. When P, Q are both real monomial unitary matrices, we say that U and V are real equivalent. One can verify that if U and V are equivalent or real equivalent then U and V are complex equivalent.

Next, we list some famous CHMs and their eigenvalues.

C. Some famous CHMs

The Tao matrix [17] has the following form

S^{(0)}_6 =

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ω ω ω^2 ω^2 1 ω 1 ω^2 ω^2 ω 1 ω ω^2 1 ω ω^2 1 ω^2 ω^2 ω 1 ω 1 ω^2 ω ω^2 ω 1

, (2)

where ω = e^{2πi}3 or e^{4πi}3 . It is symmetric, isolated and belongs to the Butson matrices. The eigenvalues of the Tao matrix are √ 6 , √ 6, 3 + √ 15i 2 , 3 + √ 15i 2 , 3 − √ 15i 2 , 3 − √ 15i 2 . The Haagerup matrices [19] are

H^q_6 =

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 −1 i i −i −i 1 i −1 −i q −q 1 i −i −1 −q q 1 −i^1_q −^1_q i −1 1 −i −^1_q^1_q −1 i

, (3)

where |q| = 1. The eigenvalues of the Haagerup matrices are √ 6, − √ 6, i − √ 5, i + √ 5, −1 − √ 5i, −1 + √ 5i. Suppose the 6 × 6 CHM H_6 is an Hermitian matrix, then H_6 = P H(t)P^†, where P is a complex permutation matrix, and H(t) is the following Hermitian matrix [21]

H(t) =

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 −1^1_x −y −^1_x y 1 x −1 t −t −x 1 −^1_y^1_t −1^1_y −^1_t 1 −x −^1_t y 1^1_z 1^1_y −^1_x −t z 1

, (4)

where θ ∈ [−π, −arccos(^{−1+√3}_2 )] ∪ [arccos(^{−1+√3}_2 ), π], and the real parameters x, y, z, t are given by y = e^{iθ}, z = 1 + 2y − y^2 y(−1 + 2y + y^2) (5) x = 1 + 2y + y^2 − √ 2 √ 1 + 2y + 2y^3 + y^4 1 + 2y − y^2 (6) t = 1 + 2y + y^2 − √ 2 √ 1 + 2y + 2y^3 + y^4 −1 + 2y + y^2

. (7)

The eigenvalues of the Hermitian matrix H(t) are √ 6, √ 6, √ 6, − √ 6, − √ 6, − √ 6. The Hermitian matrix with dephased form is the only 6 × 6 CHM with dephased form whose eigenvalues only consist of two numbers.

III. EIGENVALUES AND EIGENVECTORS OF A CHM

In this section, we will introduce our results in this paper. First, we give a lemma about the eigenvalues of CHMs.

Lemma 3 (i) If H is an n × n unitary matrix, and λ_1, ..., λ_n are eigenvalues of H, then |λ_k| = 1 for k = 1, ..., n. (ii) If H is a 6 × 6 symmetric CHM, then there are real orthonormal vectors |v_1⟩ , ..., |v_6⟩ such that |v_1⟩ , ..., |v_6⟩ are eigenvectors of H. ⊓⊔

Next, we present the first result of this paper.

Lemma 4 If H is an n × n CHM with dephased form, then

(i) H has two constant eigenvalues √ n and − √ n, and has two eigenvectors v_1 = [1 + √ n, 1, ..., 1]^T ∈ R^n and v_2 = [1 − √ n, 1, ..., 1]^T ∈ R^n . They satisfy

Hv_1 = √ nv_1, Hv_2 = − √ nv_2. (8) where 1 √ 2n + 2 √ n v_1, 1 √ 2n − 2 √ n v_2 are orthonormal vectors.

(ii) If λ ≠ ± √ n is an eigenvalue of H and Hv = λv, where v = x_1

x_2 . . x_n , then x_1 = 0.

(iii) If n ≥ 4 and √ n, − √ n, λ_3, ..., λ_n are eigenvalues of H, then λ_3 = λ_4 = · · · = λ_n is impossible. ⊓⊔

Proof. (i) Suppose

H =

1 1 1 · · · 1

1 a_{22} a_{23} · · · a_{2n}

1 a_{32} a_{33} · · · a_{3n} . . . . . . ... . . 1 a_{n2} a_{n3} · · · a_{nn}

. (9)

By H^†H = nI we have 1 +^n ∑ k=2 a_{lk} = 0 (l = 2, ..., n). Therefore

H

1 + √ n 1 1 . . 1

=

1 + √ n + 1 + 1 + · · · + 1 1 + √ n + ∑_n k=2 a_{2k} 1 + √ n + ∑_n k=2 a_{3k} . . 1 + √ n + ∑_n k=2 a_{nk}

= √ n

1 + √ n 1 1 . . 1

.

(10)

Hence √ n is an eigenvalue of H, v_1 is an eigenvector of H, and Hv_1 = √ nv_1. Similarly one can show that − √ n is an eigenvalue of H, v_2 is an eigenvector of H, and Hv_2 = − √ nv_2.

(ii) Since v_1 =

1 + √ n 1 1 . . 1 and v_2 =

1 − √ n 1 1 . . 1 are two constant eigenvectors of H, and λ ≠ ± √ n is an

eigenvalue of H and Hv = λv. Therefore ⟨v|v_1⟩ = ⟨v|v_2⟩ = 0, then we have ⟨v|v_1 − v_2⟩ =

2 √ nx_1 0 0 . . 0

=0.

Hence x_1 = 0.

(iii) Suppose u_1 = 1 √ 2n + 2 √ n

1 + √ n 1 1 . . 1

, u_2 = 1 √ 2n − 2 √ n

1 − √ n 1 1 . . 1

, u_3, u_4, ..., u_n are orthonormal

eigenvectors of H and λ_3 = λ_4 = · · · = λ_n, then H = √ n |u_1⟩ ⟨u_1| − √ n |v_2⟩ ⟨v_2| + λ n∑ k=3 |v_k⟩ ⟨v_k| (11) = √ n |v_1⟩ ⟨v_1| − √ n |v_2⟩ ⟨v_2| + λ(I − |v_1⟩ ⟨v_1| − |v_2⟩ ⟨v_2|) (12)

= 1 n − 1 n − 1 n − 1 n − 1 n − 1 · · · n − 1 n − 1 −1 + (n − 2)λ −1 − λ −1 − λ · · · −1 − λ n − 1 −1 − λ −1 + (n − 2)λ −1 − λ · · · −1 − λ . . . . . . . . . . . . n − 1 −1 − λ −1 − λ −1 − λ · · · −1 + (n − 2)λ

.

(13)

By the orthogonality of the second and third row vectors of H one can show H is not an n × n CHM.

So λ_3 = λ_4 = · · · = λ_n is impossible, and we complete this proof. ⊓⊔

Now we will present our first main result of this paper.

Theorem 5 Suppose H is a 6 × 6 CHM with dephased form.

(i) H is an Hermitian matrix if and only if H has three equal eigenvalues and TrH = 0, if and only if

the eigenvalues of H are √ 6 or − √ 6. (ii) If √ 6, − √ 6, λ_3, ..., λ_6 are eigenvalues of H, then at most two of λ_3, ..., λ_6 are the same.

Proof. (i) If H is a 6 × 6 Hermitian CHM with dephased form, one can verify that all eigenvalues of

H are √ 6, √ 6, √ 6, − √ 6, − √ 6, − √ 6 by equation (4). Hence there are three equal eigenvalues of H and

Tr(H) = 0.

If there are three equal eigenvalues of H and Tr(H) = 0, then by Lemma ?? we have the eigenvalues of

H are √ 6, √ 6, √ 6, − √ 6, − √ 6, − √ 6, then by the spectral decomposition of H we have H = √ 6 3∑ k=1 |u_k⟩ ⟨u_k| − √ 6 6∑ k=4 |u_k⟩ ⟨u_k| . (14) Hence H^† = √ 6 ∑_3 k=1 |u_k⟩ ⟨u_k| − √ 6 ∑_6

k=4 |u_k⟩ ⟨u_k| = H. So H is an Hermitian matrix, we complete this

proof.

(ii) Let u_1 = 1 √ 12 + 2 √ 6

1 + √ 6 1 1 1 1 1

, u_2 = 1 √ 12 − 2 √ 6

1 − √ 6 1 1 1 1 1

, u_6 =

0 a_0 a_1e^{it1} a_2e^{it2} a_3e^{it3} a_4e^{it4} where a_k ≥ 0(k =

1, ..., 4). Suppose u_1, u_2, ..., u_6 are orthonormal eigenvectors of H and λ_3 = λ_4 = λ_5 = λ ≠ λ_6, then

H = √ 6 |u_1⟩ ⟨u_1| − √ 6 |u_2⟩ ⟨u_2| + λ 5∑ k=3 |u_k⟩ ⟨u_k| + λ_6 |u_6⟩ ⟨u_6| = √ 6(|u_1⟩ ⟨u_1| − |u_2⟩ ⟨u_2|) + λ(I − |u_1⟩ ⟨u_1| − |u_2⟩ ⟨u_2|) + (λ_6 − λ) |u_6⟩ ⟨u_6|

= 1 5

5 5 5 5 5 5 5 −1 + 4λ −1 − λ −1 − λ −1 − λ −1 − λ 5 −1 − λ −1 + 4λ −1 − λ −1 − λ −1 − λ 5 −1 − λ −1 − λ −1 + 4λ −1 − λ −1 − λ 5 −1 − λ −1 − λ −1 − λ −1 + 4λ −1 − λ 5 −1 − λ −1 − λ −1 − λ −1 − λ −1 + 4λ

+ (λ_6 − λ) |u_6⟩ ⟨u_6| .

Let f(x) =^1_5 (1 − 4λ) + x^2(λ_6 − λ), h(m, n) =^1_5 (−1 − λ) + a_ma_ne^{i(tm −tn)}(λ_6 − λ). Suppose t_0 = 0, then H =

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 f(a_0) h(0, 1) h(0, 2) h(0, 3) h(0, 4) 1 h(1, 0) f(a_1) h(1, 2) h(1, 3) h(1, 4) 1 h(2, 0) h(2, 1) f(a_2) h(2, 3) h(2, 4) 1 h(3, 0) h(3, 1) h(3, 2) f(a_3) h(3, 4) 1 h(4, 0) h(4, 1) h(4, 2) h(4, 3) f(a_4)

. (15)

Since elements of H have modulus one, we have |f(a_k)| = 1(k = 0, ..., 4), and a_0, ..., a_4 are five roots of this equation. One can show that there are three equal numbers from {a_0, ..., a_4}. Without loss of generality, let a_1 = a_2 = a_3. Because elements of H have modulus one and λ ≠ λ_6, we have |h(1, 0)| = |h(2, 0)| = |h(3, 0)|, (16) namely | −1 − λ 5a_0a_1(λ_6 − λ)

+ e^{it1} | = | −1 − λ 5a_0a_1(λ_6 − λ)

+ e^{it2} | = | −1 − λ 5a_0a_1(λ_6 − λ)

+ e^{it3} |. (17)

Suppose −1 − λ 5a_0a_1(λ_6 − λ)

= z and z = |z|e^{−iθ}, then we have ||z| + e^{i(t1 +θ)}| = ||z| + e^{i(t2+θ)}| = ||z| + e^{i(t3 +θ)}|. (18) Namely

|z|^2 + 2|z| cos(t_1 + θ) + 1 (19) = |z|^2 + 2|z| cos(t_2 + θ) + 1 (20) = |z|^2 + 2|z| cos(t_3 + θ) + 1. (21)

Hence

cos(t_1 + θ) = cos(t_2 + θ) = cos(t_3 + θ). (22)

One can show that there are two equal numbers from {t_1, t_2, t_3}. Without loss of generality, let t_1 = t_2. Thus h(1, 0) = h(2, 0), h(1, 3) = h(2, 3), h(1, 4) = h(2, 4). One can show that H contains a 2 × 4 submatrix with rank one under complex equivalence, hence H is not a 6 × 6 CHM. So λ_3 = λ_4 = λ_5 is impossible, and we complete this proof. ⊓⊔ Then, we will introduce the second main reslut of this paper.

Theorem 6 There is no 6 × 6 CHM with four identical eigenvalues.

Proof. Suppose H = [h_{jk}], (j, k = 1, ..., 6) is a 6 × 6 CHM. Up to a phase, we can assume that √ 6, √ 6, √ 6, √ 6, √ 6e^{ia}, √ 6e^{ib} are eigenvalues of H where a, b ∈ (0, π]. By the spectral decomposition of H we have H = √ 6(|v_1⟩⟨v_1| + |v_2⟩⟨v_2| + |v_3⟩⟨v_3| + |v_4⟩⟨v_4|) + √ 6e^{ia}|v_5⟩⟨v_5| + √ 6e^{ib}|v_6⟩⟨v_6| (23) = √ 6(I − |v_5⟩⟨v_5| − |v_6⟩⟨v_6|) + √ 6e^{ia}|v_5⟩⟨v_5| + √ 6e^{ib}|v_6⟩⟨v_6|, (24)

where |v_1⟩ , ..., |v_4⟩ and |v_5⟩ = g_0 g_1e^{is1} g_2e^{is2} g_3e^{is3} g_4e^{is4} g_5e^{is5}

, |v_6⟩ = h_0 h_1e^{it1} h_2e^{it2} h_3e^{it3} h_4e^{it4} h_5e^{it5} are eigenvectors of H and g_k, h_k ∈ [0, 1](k =

0, ...5), s_k, t_k ∈ (0, 2π](k = 1, ..., 5). Hence we have 5∑ k=0 g^2_k = 1, (25) 5∑ k=0 h^2_k = 1, (26)

g_0h_0 + 5∑ k=1 g_kh_ke^{i(sk−tk )} = 0. (27)

Let s_0 = t_0 = 0, using (24) one can verify that ||h_{jk}| − |h_{kj}|| = |96g_jg_kh_j h_k sin a 2 sin a − b 2 sin b 2 sin(s_j − s_k − t_j + t_k)| = 0, (28)

for j, k = 0, ..., 5. By equation (28) we have the following cases.

Case 1. g_jg_kh_j h_k = 0, j, k, = 0, ..., 5.

WLOG, let g_0 = 0, by Lemma (24) one can verify that |h_{1k}| = √ 6| − 1 + e^{ib}|h_0h_k = 1, k = 1, ..., 5 (29) |h_{kk}| = √ 6|1 + (−1 + e^{ia})g^2_k + (−1 + e^{ib})h^2_k| = 1, k = 1, ..., 5 (30)

Hence h_1 = · · · = h_5. By (30) one can show that g_2 = g_3 = g_4, hence H contains a 3 × 3 submatrix with rank one, and it is impossible.

Case 2. a = b. By Lemma (24) one can verify that h_{kk} = √ 6 ( 1 + (e^{ia} − 1)(g^2_k + h^2_k) ) , k = 1, ..., 6 (31) Hence we have

1 = |h_{kk}| = 6(1 + 2(−1 + (g^2_k + h^2_k))(g^2_k + h^2_k)) − 2(−1 + (g^2_k + h^2_k))(g^2_k + h^2_k) cos[a]), k = 1, ..., 6 (32)

Using (32) we have

g^2_k + h^2_k = 1 2 − √ 9 cos^2 a − 3 cos a − 6 6(1 − cos a)

, (33) or g^2_k + h^2_k = 1 2 + √ 9 cos^2 a − 3 cos a − 6 6(1 − cos a)

, (34)

where k = 0, ..., 5. One can show that 0 ≤ √ 9 cos^2 a − 3 cos a − 6 6(1 − cos a) ≤ √ 6 12 , (35)

If ∃ k such that g^2_k + h^2_k = 1 2 + √ 9 cos^2 a − 3 cos a − 6 6(1 − cos a)

, then 6∑ k=1 (g^2_k + h^2_k) ≥ 6 2 − (5 − 1) √ 6 12 > 2. (36)

Thus

g^2_k + h^2_k = 1 2 − √ 9 cos^2 a − 3 cos a − 6 6(1 − cos a) , k = 1, ..., 6 (37) Using (42),(43) and (37) one can verify that

cos a = − 7 8 , sin a = √ 15 8 , g^2_k + h^2_k = 1 3 . (38)

Let g_k = √ 3 3 cos x_k, h_k = √ 3 3 sin x_k, x_k ∈ (0, π 2 ), using (38) and (24) we have

sin 2x_u sin 2x_v ( cos(s_u − t_u) cos(s_v − t_v) + sin(s_u − t_u) sin(s_v − t_v) ) + cos 2x_u cos 2x_v = − 1 5 , (39) where u, v = 1, ..., 6, u ≠ v.

Let |a_k⟩ = cos 2x_k sin 2x_k cos(s_k − t_k) sin 2x_k sin(s_k − t_k)

, k = 1, ..., 6. Obviously |a_k⟩ is a unit vector and using (27) and (39)

we have ⟨a_u|a_v⟩ = − 1 5 , (40)

where u, v = 1, ..., 6, u ≠ v. Next, we construct the matrix A = [ |a_0⟩ |a_1⟩ |a_2⟩ |a_3⟩ |a_4⟩ |a_5⟩ ] . Then the matrix the rank of A^†A is at most three. On the other hand,

A^†A =

1 − 1 5 − 1 5 − 1 5 − 1 5 − 1 5 − 1 5 1 − 1 5 − 1 5 − 1 5 − 1 5 − 1 5 − 1 5 −1 − 1 5 − 1 5 − 1 5 − 1 5 − 1 5 − 1 5 1 − 1 5 − 1 5 − 1 5 − 1 5 − 1 5 − 1 5 1 − 1 5 − 1 5 − 1 5 − 1 5 − 1 5 − 1 5 1

. (41)

One can verify that rank(A^†A) = 5. So we have a contradiction, and the CHM in this case does not exist.

Case 3. sin(s_j − s_k − t_j + t_k) = 0, j, k = 0, ..., 5. Let s_j − t_j = N_jπ, N_j = −1, 0, 1. Hence there exists

|v^′_5⟩ = d_0 d_1 d_2 d_3 d_4 d_5

, |v^′_6⟩ = f_0 f_1 f_2 f_3 f_4 f_5 such that |v_1⟩ , ..., |v_4⟩ , |v^′_5⟩ , |v^′_6⟩ are eigenvectors of H and d_k ∈ (0, 1), f_k ∈

(−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1), (k = 0, ...5). One can show that 5∑ k=0 d^2_k = 1, (42) 5∑ k=0 f^2_k = 1, (43) 5∑ k=0 d_kf_k = 0. (44)

By (24) and |h_{jk}| = 1 we have

d^2_j d^2_k(1 − cos a) + f^2_j f^2_k (1 − cos b) + d_j d_kf_j f_k(1 − cos a − cos b + cos(a − b)) = 1 12 , (45) where k ≠ j, k, j = 0, ..., 5. Let

|α_j⟩ = 1 d^2_j f^2_j d_j f_j , |β_k⟩ = − 1 12 (1 − cos a)d^2_k (1 − cos b)f^2_k (1 − cos a − cos b + cos(a − b))d_kf_k

. (46)

Then for k ≠ j, k, j = 0, ..., 5, we have ⟨α_j|β_k⟩ = 0. Thus |β_k⟩ is orthogonal to |α_j⟩, where j ≠ k. Hence one can show that the rank of the matrix

D = 1 1 1 1 1 1 d^2_0 d^2_1 d^2 d^2_3 d^2_4 d^2_5 f^2_0 f^2_1 f^2_2 f^2_3 f^2_4 f^2_5 d_0f_0 d_1f_1 d_2f_2 d_3f_3 d_4f_4 d_5f_5

(47)

is at most three. Suppose rankD = 3, without loss of generality, we may assume that the column vectors |α_0⟩ , |α_1⟩ , |α_2⟩ are linearly independent. So any one of the column vectors |α_3⟩ , |α_4⟩ , |α_5⟩ is in the space which spanned by |α_0⟩ , |α_1⟩ , |α_2⟩. Since ⟨α_j |β_k⟩ = 0, one can show that |α_3⟩ = |α_4⟩ = |α_5⟩. By the same reason, |α_3⟩ is the same as one of |α_0⟩ , |α_1⟩ , |α_2⟩. Up to the permutation, we may assume that |α_3⟩ = |α_2⟩.

Hence d_2 = d_3 = d_4 = d_5, f_2 = f_3 = f_4 = f_5. Using (24) one can verify that the rank of h_{31} h_{32} h_{41} h_{42} h_{51} h_{52} h_{61} h_{62} is one.

Thus H is not a CHM, and it is a contradiction. Similarly one can show that rankD < 3 is impossible. So the CHM in this case does not exist.

By Case 1,2,3, we complete this proof. ⊓⊔

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we investigated the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of CHMs. We obtained some interesting results such as the Lemma 4, the Theorem 5 and the Theorem 6. They showed some properties of the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of CHMs. So far, the probelm of characterizing the 6 × 6 CHMs reached a bottleneck. We need to find some innovative method to investigate this problem. Perhaps the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of 6 × 6 CHMs will be the critical clue. At the end of this paper, we present a conjecture about how to characterize the 6 × 6 CHMs. We guess that using four eigenvalues as the parameters can construct a 6 × 6 CHMs family with dephased form, such that any two CHMs A_1, A_2 of this family satisfy A_1 = P A_2P^† or A_1 = P A^T_2 P^† where P is a monomial unitary matrix, and the whole CHMs consist of the four parameters family.

Acknowledgements

All authors were supported by the NNSF of China (Grant No.11871089), and the Fundamental Research Funds for the Central Universities (Grant No.ZG216S1902).

Data Availability Statements

The data that support the findings of this study are available from the corresponding author upon reasonable request.

Competing Interests Statement

The authors declare that there is no conflict of interest.

[1] William K Wootters and Brian D Fields. Optimal state-determination by mutually unbiased measurements.

Annals of Physics, 191(2):363 – 381, 1989.

[2] Philippe Raynal, Xin Lü, and Berthold-Georg Englert. Mutually unbiased bases in six dimensions: The four most distant bases. Phys. Rev. A, 83:062303, Jun 2011.

[3] Philippe Jaming, Máté Matolcsi, Péter Móra, Ferenc Szöllösi, and Mihály Weiner. A generalized pauli problem and an infinite family of mub-triplets in dimension 6. Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical, 42(24):245305, 2009.

[4] Daniel McNulty and Stefan Weigert. The limited role of mutually unbiased product bases in dimension 6.

Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical, 45(10):102001, 2012.

[5] Lin Chen and Li Yu. Mutually unbiased bases in dimension six containing a product-vector basis. Quantum Information Processing, 17(8):198, 2018.

[6] Sébastien Designolle, Paul Skrzypczyk, Florian Fröwis, and Nicolas Brunner. Quantifying measurement incompatibility of mutually unbiased bases. 2018.

[7] Daniel McNulty and Stefan Weigert. All mutually unbiased product bases in dimension 6. Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical, 45(13):135307, 2012.

[8] Daniel McNulty, Bogdan Pammer, and Stefan Weigert. Mutually unbiased product bases for multiple qudits.

Journal of Mathematical Physics, 57(3), 2016.

[9] P. O. Boykin, M. Sitharam, P. H. Tiep, and P. Wocjan. Mutually Unbiased Bases and Orthogonal Decompositions of Lie Algebras, June 2005.

[10] Stephen Brierley and Stefan Weigert. Maximal sets of mutually unbiased quantum states in dimension 6.

Phys. Rev. A, 78:042312, Oct 2008.

[11] Stephen Brierley and Stefan Weigert. Mutually Unbiased Bases and Semi-definite Programming. Journal of Physics: Conference Series, 254:012008, June 2010.

[12] T. Durt, B.-G. Englert, I. Bengtsson, and K. Zyczkowski. On mutually unbiased bases. Int. J. Quantum Information, 8(4):535–640, 2010.

[13] M Wiesniak, T Paterek, and A Zeilinger. Entanglement in mutually unbiased bases. New Journal of Physics, 13(5):053047, 2011.

[14] DANIEL MCNULTY and STEFAN WEIGERT. On the impossibility to extend triples of mutually unbiased product bases in dimension six. International Journal of Quantum Information, 10(05):1250056, 2012.

[15] Lin Chen and Li Yu. Product states and Schmidt rank of mutually unbiased bases in dimension six. Journal of Physics A Mathematical General, 50(47):475304, 2017.

[16] A. T. Butson. Generalized Hadamard matrices. Proceedings of the American Mathematical Society, 13(6):894 –898, 1962.

[17] Terence Tao. Fuglede’s conjecture is false in 5 and higher dimensions. Mathematical Research Letters, 11(2):251–258, 2004.

[18] Björck Gran and Fröberg Ralf. A faster way to count the solutions of inhomogeneous systems of algebraic equations, with applications to cyclic n-roots. Journal of Symbolic Computation, 12(3):329 –336, 1991.

[19] U Haagerup. Orthogonal maximal abelian *-subalgebras of the n×n matrices and cyclic n-roots. International Press, 1997.

[20] Ferenc Szöllösi. Complex Hadamard matrices of order 6: a four-parameter family. Journal of the London Mathematical Society, 85(3):616–632, 2012.

[21] Beauchamp Kyle and Nicoara Remus. Orthogonal maximal abelian *-subalgebras of the 6×6 matrices. Linear Algebra and Its Applications, 428(8):1833 –1853, 2006.

[22] Tadej, Wojciech, and K.Zyczkowski. A concise guide to complex Hadamard matrices. Open Systems and Information Dynamics, 13(2):133 –177, 2006.

[23] Banica T, Bichon J, and Schlenker J M. Representations of quantum permutation algebras. Journal of Functional Analysis, 257(9):2864–2910, 2009.

[24] Launey W D and Gordon D M. A comment on the Hadamard conjecture. Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Series A, 95(1):180–184, 2001.

[25] Dita P. New results on the parametrisation of complex Hadamard matrices. Journal of Physics A General Physics, 37(20):5355, 2002.

[26] Hiranandani G and Schlenker J M. Small circulant complex Hadamard matrices of Butson type. European Journal of Combinatorics, 51:306–314, 2014.