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GENERALIZED DISTILLABILITY CONJECTURE AND
GENERALIZATIONS OF CAUCHY-BUNYAKOVSKY-SCHWARZ
INEQUALITY AND LAGRANGE IDENTITY

DRAGOMIR Z. DOKOVIC

ABSTRACT. The Quantum Information Theory is a reach source of fascinating
problems in Linear and Multilinear Algebra. In this paper we discuss one of
such problems, namely the Distillation Problem.

Let pkW, k=1,2,...,m, be the critical Werner state in a bipartite di X dj
quantum system, i.e., the one that separates the 1-distillable Werner states
from those that are 1-indistillable. We propose a new conjecture (GDC) as-
serting that the tensor product of pZV is 1-indistillable. This is much stronger
than the familiar conjecture saying that a single critical Werner state is in-
distillable. We prove that GDC is true for arbitrary m provided that dj > 2
for at most one index k. We reformulate GDC as an intriguing inequality
for four arbitrary complex hypermatrices of type di X --- X dn,. This hyper-
matrix inequality is just the special case n = 2 of a more general conjecture
(CBS conjecture) for 2n arbitrary complex hypermatrices of the same type.
Surprisingly, the case n = 1 turns out to be quite interesting as it provides hy-
permatrix generalization of the classical Lagrange identity. We also formulate
the integral version of the CBS conjecture and derive the integral version of
the hypermatrix Lagrange identity.

2000 Mathematics Subject Classification 15A69, 81P45

1. INTRODUCTION

There are two kinds of bipartite entangled quantum states. First, the states
which satisfy the Peres-Horodecki criterion of separability (i.e., having positive
semidefinite partial transpose) are known as PPT entangled states. Second, those
which violate this criterion are known as NPT entangled states. The indistillable
entangled states are also known as bound entangled. (See the next section for
the definition of distillability and 1-distillability.) The problem of existence of
bound NPT entangled states was raised more than ten years ago [6] and is still
open. There are several papers [3, [5 8 @, 13| 4] where evidence (numerical or
theoretical) is provided for the existence of such states. Several researchers have
proposed the conjecture [0 [Bl [5] that such states exist. We refer to it as the
Distillability Conjecture (DC). This conjecture has been reduced [6] to the case of
Werner states. More precisely, for a fixed bipartite d X d quantum system, it is
known that bound NPT entangled states exist if and only if (iff) a Werner state
with the same properties exists.

Key words and phrases. Distillability problem, bipartite entangled states, Werner states, hy-
permatrices, Cauchy-Bunyakovsky-Schwarz inequality, Lagrange identity.
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The non-normalized Werner states in a dxd quantum system can be parametrized
as pV(t) = 1 —tF, —1 <t < 1, where F is the usual flip operator (see its definition
in the next section). They are separable for ¢ < 1/d and entangled for ¢t > 1/d
[15} B]. They are 1-distillable for ¢ > 1/2 and 1-indistillable for ¢t < 1/2 [3] 5 [§].
Thus the state p"V (1/2) separates the 1-distillable Werner states from those that
are l-indistillable. For this reason we refer to it as the critical Werner state. It
has been shown that if the critical Werner state is indistillable, then this is also the
case for all 1-indistillable Werner states [3].

In Section B we propose much stronger conjecture which asserts that the tensor
product of several critical Werner states p;’ = pl¥(1/2), k = 1,...,m, acting in
a dp X dj system (with arbitrary finite dimensions dy) is indistillable. We refer
to it as the Generalized Distillability Conjecture (GDC). We recall that there is
an example [I1] of a distillable state ppy, ® p"V (1/2) for two pairs of qutrits (i.e.,
in the case di = d2 = 3), where ppy, is a particular PPT entangled state and, of
course, p"V (1/2) is the critical Werner state. In view of this example it seems rather
foolhardy to propose a conjecture like GDC. However, subsequent reformulation of
GDC and a further sweeping generalization, as well as analysis and resolution of
some special cases led us to this proposal.

In Section @ we reformulate GDC as an inequality for four complex hypermatrices
of type dy X -+- X d,,. Let Mg denote the space of such hypermatrices, where
d = (di,...,dn). We embed this GDC inequality into an infinite collection of
similar inequalities

x(”),u(l),...,u(”)) >0, mn>1,

where z(F), u*) € Mg are arbitrary. The function @Eln) is defined by the formula
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where I, = {1,2,...,m} and i = (i1,%2,...,%m) and j = (j1, 42, ..., Jm) with i
and jj running through {1,2,...,ds}.

We refer to the inequalities Eq. (L)) as the generalized Cauchy-Bunyakovsky-
Schwarz (CBS) inequalites, and we conjecture that all of them are valid (CBS
conjecture). The case n = 2 corresponds to GDC. In the very first case, m =n =1,
the inequality Eq. (L)) is just the classical CBS inequality.

In Section [f] we discuss some basic properties of the function <I>((i") : M3 = R.
In particular, we introduce natural actions of the unitary groups U(dy) and the
general linear group GL,(C) on M%" and we show that @Eln) remains invariant
under these actions. Another property shows that the cases where some d, = 1 can
be eliminated, i.e., the CBS conjecture can be reduced to the case where all d, > 1.

In Section [6] we prove that the inequalities (L)) are true when m = 1. We also
show that they are true when n = 2 and at most one dj > 2.

In Section [flwe prove that the inequalities (II]) are true when n = 1. Moreover,
in that case we are able to express the function fIJEil)(:L“, u) as a sum of squares of
real valued polynomials. This gives the hypermatrix generalization of the classical
Lagrange identity, see Eq. (.0)), valid over any commutative ring A.
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As a concrete example, we write this identity in the case m = 2, i.e., when x and
u are ordinary d; X dy matrices with entries in A:

$5) ($50) £5(Son)

i=1 j=1 k=1 1=1 j=11=1 \i=1
2 2
dy di do dy d2
- E E E TijUkj |+ E E TijUi;
i=1 k=1 \j=1 i=1 j=1
_ 2
= (@ijUkt — TigUkj — ThjUil + Thiis)~ -

1<i<k<d;

In Section Bl we formulate the integral version of the CBS conjecture and derive
the integral version of the hypermatrix Lagrange identity.

Finally, in Section [0 we summarize our results and conjectures.

The symbols %, T and { denote the complex conjugation, the transposition and
the adjoint, respectively. For any positive integer d we set Iy = {1,2,...,d}.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We consider a quantum system consisting of two parties, A and B (Alice and
Bob), sharing a pair of particles. We denote by H = HA ® HB the Hilbert space
for this pair. We assume that #“ and #” have the same finite dimension, d > 2.
A product state is a tensor product m = p? ® pP of the states p? and p? of the first
and second party, respectively.

We remind the reader that a state or density operator, say p*, is a positive
semidefinite operator H4 — HA with unit trace, tr p* = 1. We often work with
non-normalized states which are just nonzero positive semidefinite operators. A
pure state |1p) € H is a unit vector; two such states are considered the same if they
differ only by a phase factor. The density operator of the pure state |¢) is the
1-dimensional projector p = |){(1|; it is independent of the choice of the phase
factor of |¢). We also refer to this p as a pure state.

Any pure state [¢) € H can be written uniquely as 1)) = > ¢4, 5), where
[ci;] is a square matrix and we write |i, j) for |¢) ® |j). The Schmidt rank of |¢) is
defined as the rank of the matrix [¢;;]. While this matrix depends on the choice
of orthonormal (o.n.) bases of H# and H?, its rank is independent of this choice.
One can choose these o.n. bases so that ¢;; = 0 for ¢ # j and ¢;; > 0 for all <. Then
the Schmidt rank of |¢) is just the number of indexes i such that ¢;; > 0. The pure
states |1) of Schmidt rank 2 play an important role in this paper (see the definition
of 1-distillability below).

We denote by p! the partial transpose (T ® 1)(p) of a density operator p on H,
where the transposition map 7 is computed with respect to some o.n. basis of HA.

We shall use the following basic definitions.

Definition 2.1. Let p be a density operator on H = HA @ HE.
(i) p is separable if it can be written as a finite convex linear combination p =
ST (A >0, 3N = 1) of product states m;. It is entangled if it is not separable.
(ii) p is PPT if its partial transpose p' is positive semidefinite. It is NPT if it
s not PPT.
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(iii) p is 1-distillable if (¥|pF|e)) < O for some |¢) € H of Schmidt rank 2. It is
1-indistillable if it is not 1-distillable.

(iv) p is distillable if p®™ is 1-distillable for some m > 1. It is indistillable if it
is not distillable.

For more background information on entanglement, separability and distillability
of bipartite quantum states we refer the reader to one of the papers [2 [3, [5] 8 [12]
or the recent book [I]. It is well-known that the separable states are PPT [I0].
It is also known that the distillable states are NPT [7]. The question whether all
NPT states are distillable has its origin in [7]. We shall refer to this question as
the Distillability Problem. The answer to this problem is affirmative for d = 2, but
widely believed to be negative for d > 3. Formally, the following conjecture, to
which we refer as the Distillability Conjecture (DC), has been proposed in [3] Sec.
I1] (see also [6] [5]).

Conjecture 2.2. There exist indistillable bipartite NPT states.

Let us fix an o.n. basis |i), i € I; of H#, and an o.n. basis of HE for which we
use the same notation. Due to the context, no confusion should arise.
After fixing these bases, we can define the flip operator F : H — H by

F=>"1i,3){il,
,J

where the indexes 7, j run through I, and we use the common abbreviations |z, y) =
|z) ® ly) and (x,y| = (x| ® (y|. The (non-normalized) Werner states on H can be
parametrized as

(2.1) pP(t)=1-tF, —-1<t<l1.

Let |¢) € H be the maximally entangled (pure) state given by
1 ..
= — i,10).
9= 75 Sl
Its density matrix is the projector
1
P= XJj ) (5.3

The partial transpose of p" (¢) is eV (t) = 1 — tdP.
The following facts about the Werner states are well-known.

Proposition 2.3. The Werner states p'V (t) are:
(a) separable iff —1 <t <1/d;
(b) NPT iff 1jd <t < 1;
(c) 1-distillable 4ff 1/2 < t < 1.

For (a) see [15, [5], for (b) and (c) see [3, [5, [§]. Since p"V(1/2) separates the
1-distillable Werner states from the 1-indistillable ones, we shall refer to it as the
critical Werner state. The importance of Werner states for the distillability problem
for bipartite states was first established in [6].

Proposition 2.4. For a fived d x d quantum system, DC'is true iff there exists an
indistillable NPT Werner state.
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We end this section with two examples.
First, we verify that the Werner states p"' (¢) are 1-distillable for 1/2 < t < 1.
We take |¢) = [1,1) 4+ |2,2), which has Schmidt rank 2. Then (¥|p) = 2/v/d and

Py) = (2/V/d)|p). Hence

@le" Olg) = (Y1 —tdPly)
= |[9l* - td(| Ply)
2 — 2tV/d(|p)

2(1 — 2t) < 0.

In our second example we consider the Hermitian operators 1 — tdP where ¢ is
a real parameter. Since its eigenvalues are 1 and 1 — td, it is positive semi-definite
iff ¢ < 1/d. These states are known in the literature as isotropic states (see e.g.
[14]). The partial transpose of a separable state is also a separable state. Hence, the
states oW (t) = 1—tdP = pW (t)', =1 < t < 1/d, are separable. We shall prove that
the states 1 — tdP, t < —1, are 1-distillable. According to Definition 1] we have
to show that (¢|1 — tF|y) < 0 for some vector |¢) of Schmidt rank 2. The choice
[) =|1,2) —|2,1) works in all these cases. Indeed, we have (1 —tF)|¢) = (1+1)])
and so

(Yl —tFlY) = 1+ 1)|[v)* =2(1+1¢) <O0.

3. GENERALIZED DISTILLABILITY CONJECTURE

We now assume that Alice and Bob share m pairs of particles and denote by
Hy = Hi* @ HP the Hilbert space for the kth pair, k € I,, = {1,2,...,m}. We
assume that the Hilbert spaces ’H,? and 7—[,,]5 have the same finite dimension, which
we denote by di. Although the case dr = 1 is not of interest for the distillability
problem, we shall not exclude it for the sake of completness. The Hilbert space for
the whole system of m pairs of particles is H = H* ® HP, where

HA =P HE, HP =or HE.

We refer to d = (d1,...,dy) as the dimension vector of this composite quantum
system.
We fix an on. basis |ix), ix = 1,...,d; of Hi}, and an on. basis of HE

for which we use the same notation. Let Fj : Hr — Hji be the flip operator
and p}’ (t) = 1 — tF}, the (non-normalized) Werner state. Let |p;) € Hy be the
maximally entangled (pure) state and Py = |¢g){¢x| its density matrix.

We assume that, for each k, the kth pair of particles shared by Alice and Bob is
in some Werner state pZV(tk) with ¢, < 1/2. We set t = ¢1,...,t, and

pd (8) = pY" (t1) @ py’ (t2) @ -+ @ pyy (tm)-

By using the same argument as in the proof of [3, Lemma 4] one can easily prove
the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. If p¥Y (t) is I-indistillable and t' =t,... 1]

1. 1s such that t, <t; for
each i, then p¥ (') is also 1-indistillable.

In view of this lemma, we assume from now on that all pairs of particles shared
by Alice and Bob are in the critical Werner states p} = p}¥' (1/2), 1 < k < m, and
we set

pd =pt ®py @@ ppy.
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We shall refer to pY as a generalized critical Werner state.
We are now ready to state our Generalized Distillability Conjecture (GDC).

Conjecture 3.2. All generalized critical Werner states pz/gl dy)r Y > 1, are
1-indistillable.

Note that since m as well as the dj, are arbitrary, if we replace “l-indistillable”
with “indistillable” in GDC, we obtain an equivalent conjecture. In particular,
GDC implies DC.

We note that GDC is valid in the case m = 1 because the critical Werner states
are 1-indistillable (see Prposition 23]). A direct proof of a more general result will
be given in Section

The partial transpose of pY is

(3.1) o =(1-diP1/2)® (1 —daPs/2) @ @ (1 — dp P /2).
Hence, GDC can be restated as saying that the inequality
(3:2) (Wlog'[) = 0

is valid for all |¢) € H of Schmidt rank at most two.

There is a conjecture [2, B, 5l [[T] which asserts that the critical Werner states
pW (1/2) are indistillable. Equivalently, it asserts that the tensor power p"V (1/2)®™
is 1-indistillable for all m > 1. This conjecture is a special case of GDC, which can
be seen by setting all di equal to d.

4. GENERALIZATION OF GDC AND THE CBS INEQUALITY

Our objective in this section is to reformulate GDC as an inequality for complex
hypermatrices, and to embed this particular inequality in an infinite sequence of
conjectural hypermatrix inequalities.

Our first job is to find an explicit expression for the inequality (3.2) in terms of
the components of |1)). We have |¢)) = |1) + [1)2) where [¢1) and |t)2) are product
vectors. Thus

1) = D Birion Wi [$15515 - Gy i)

ij
|¢2> = E yil,...,imvjl,...,jm|i17j17"'7im7jm>7
ij
where i = i1,...,4m; j = j1,.--,Jm and, for each s, is and js run through the set

Iq,.

s

We can also write |[¢1) = |z) ® |u) and [2) = |y) ® |v), where e.g.
T = in17~~~7im|il7 . ,im> S HA.
i

Thus © = (x4,,...4,,) IS an m-dimensional complex matrix (or tensor with m in-
dexes). For simplicity, we shall refer to such objects as hypermatrices. Let Maq
denote the space of complex hypermatrices of type dy X -+ X d,,. Formally they
can be identified with the space of complex valued maps on the Cartesian product
Iq =14, X ---x 14, . Finally we introduce the function ®4 : Mﬁ — R by setting

(I)d(xvyauvv) = <1/)|U(11/V|1/}>
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We have to find explicit expressions for each of the four terms (v;|a¥ |¢;), i,j €
{1,2}. We shall derive the one for i = 1 and j = 2. Let also p = p1,...,pm and
a=aq,...,qm Where ps and ¢s will run through I;,. We start with

w
<¢1|Ud |w2> = Z ‘T;,...,imu;l,...,jmypl7~~~7me‘Z1;~~~7‘Zm :
Lj,p.q
<7;17j17 ceey Z.7r7,7j7r7/|0'(11/v|plu qi,---yPm,; qm>

By expanding (3] we obtain the formula

1 ZittzZm
O'W = — o XK o R R0
d — 2 z1,1 22,2 Zm Ty

z€{0,1}m
where z = (z1,...,2m) and oo, = 1, 01 1 = di Px. Using this we find that
" e,
* *
(Wilod [2) = Y (7) D T W g Yt Ut
QCIm ij,p.a

where |@Q| denotes the cardinality of @ and the summation in X’ is subject to the
constraints

pS:iS,qS:jstI‘SEIm\Q; js:iSaqs:psforseQ-

For instance, if m = 2 and Q = {2} the constraints give p; = i1, g1 = j1, j2 = i2,
g2 = p2 and the sum ¥’ can be written as

*
E <§ Ii17i2uj1,i2> (E yilﬁp2vjlﬁp2>'
b2

11,J1 2
wri
In general, ¥’ can be written as

*

E E Ligyeoyim Wjt,.sjm § Yir,oyimVji,ejm

iT‘)jT;TeIW‘L\Q is,Js=1s; SEQ is,js=%s; SEQ

While performing the last two summations one has to set first js = iy for each
s € @ and then to sum over all iy, s € Q). Explicitly, using the Kronecker deltas,
we have

E Yirsoosim Vgt oeosfn. = E I I igriq | Yirrewsim Vit oesiom -

is,Js=1s; SEQ is,Js; SEQ q€Q

Similar three formulae are valid for (1;|o¥ [1;), (i,7) # (1,2). By using all four of
them, we obtain that

NG
(4.1) ®4(z,y,u,v) = Z (7> Z Z (x1u3 + yivj)

QCIm ip,dp; PEIM\Q iq:Jq=1%q; 4€EQ

Let us give two concrete examples. If m = 1 and d = d;, then

d d 2
1
Qg (2, y,u,v) = E |lziu; + yiv;|* — 3 E (wiu; + yivy)
ij—=1 i—1
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Writing x, y,u, v as row vectors and using the Frobenius matrix norm, this can be

expressed as
1 2
Qg (z,y,u,v) = lzTu + yTo|? - 3 ‘:vuT + va‘

If m = 2 then z,y,u,v are ordinary d; X de complex matrices and

2
1
‘I’(dl,dQ)(x,y, u,v) = Z |$z‘jukz =+ yijvkl|2 3 Z Z(Iijuu + yijviz)
i,5,k,l 4,1 i
2 2
1 1
=5 2| Dk + yigvng)| + 7 D (@iguis + vigvi)|
ik | 3§ i,j

where the indexes 7, k run through 14, and j,! through I,. Using the tensor product
of matrices, this can be written in a more compact form

1
Playar) (@9, 0,0) = lr@uty@v]* = Slla"u+y ol
1 1
—§||u:1:T + oyt |2 + Z|tr (2T u+y" )|

In the special case dy = da = d this formula was derived in [4].
From Eq. (8:2) we see that GDC can be restated as follows.

Conjecture 4.1. The inequality ®q4(z,y,u,v) > 0 is valid for all dimension vectors
d=(di,...,dm), m>1, and all complex hypermatrices x,y,u,v € Mq.

We shall now embed this inequality in an infinite sequence of hypermatrix in-
equalities. The sum zju; 4 y;v; occupies a prominent part in the definition of the
function ®4 : M3 — R given by Eq. (@&I). Clearly, it is rather unnatural for
this sum to have only two terms. Therefore we introduce a more general function
<I>((i") : M%" — R such that &4 = <I>((12). It is defined by a similar formula where the
sum xjuj + yivj is replaced by one which has n summands, and at the same time the
fraction —1/2 is replaced with —1/n. As we will see in Section [l this new function
shares with ®4 several properties observed in [4] in a special case, including the
conjectural property of nonnegativity. The new function is defined as follows:

(4.2) @Ein) (x(l), o™ M ,u("))
2

1 Q] n
=S (7)) X | X )
n vt
QCIm ip,Jp; PEIM\Q iq,Jq=1q;9€EQ k=1
where d = (di, . ..,d,,) and ), u(*) € My are arbitrary hypermatrices.
We now state the Cauchy-Bunyakovsky-Schwarz (CBS) conjecture.
Conjecture 4.2. The inequality
@Ein)(x(l), o™ M ,u(")) >0

is valid for all dimension vectors d = (di,...,dy,), all m,n > 1, and all complex
hypermatrices %) u®) e Mgq.

We will see later that this conjecture is true (and nontrivial) in the two boundary
cases m = 1 and n = 1, see Sections[@land [Mrespectively. In the case m = n = 1 this
is indeed the classical Cauchy-Bunyakovsky-Schwarz inequality, which explains our
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name for this conjecture. We also point out that the inequality in Conjecture [£.1]
is just the case n = 2 of the CBS conjecture. Thus the CBS conjecture generalizes
both the GDC and the CBS inequality.

5. SOME PROPERTIES OF THE FUNCTION ®{"
We generalize here the properties of ®4q noted in [4] in a special case.

5.1. Generalization of matrix transposition. The transposition operation on
ordinary matrices admits a wide generalization to hypermatrices. Let us fix a
permutation 7 of the set I, = {1,2,...,m}. For a given dimension vector d =
(dv,...,dm) wesetd = (di,...,d],), where dj, = d,—1, k € I,. For x € Mg we
define 2’ € Mg’ by

This is justified since 4), € Iy = Iy __,, implies that i’ € Iq,. Using the abbrevi-

ation 2/ *) = (x(k))/, we have

(5.1) @g})(:v'(l),...,x'(n),u’(l),...,u’("))
= @Eln)(x(l), ™ M )y

for all 2 w®) e Mq.

5.2. Elimination of d; = 1. We show that the ds which are equal to 1 can be elim-
inated. Assume that d; =1 for some s € I,,. Set d' = (dy,...,ds—1,dst1,-..,dm).
For each z € Mq we define 2’ € Mgy by setting

/

iy ooyt tyiatisemsim — Lityesiom 1,10 150eesim -

Note that this z’ is different from the one used in the previous subsection.

Proposition 5.1. Using the above assumption and the abbreviation ™ = (x(k))l,
the equality

n -1 n n n
<I>((f1 )(;C(l), o™ M My = nT@Ei,)(x’(l), . ,:v'( ),u'(l), . ,u'( ))

is valid for any ) u®) e Mq.
Proof. Note that

(n)(..(1) (n) , (1) (n) -1\ (n)
(5.2) Q57 (2,2 ) = Z <7> 7,

QClIn

where
(5.3) @g)(x(l),...,x("),u(l),...,u("))

S R D S o L

ip,dp; PEIM\Q |iq,0q=tq; ¢€Q k=1
We set I), = I, \ {s}. Let Q C I,, be a subset of cardinality |Q| = k + 1 such that
s €@, and set Q' = Q \ {s}. Because ds = 1 we have @g) = @g). Hence

k+1 k k
—1 (n) —1 my_n—-1 (-1 (n)
_ o ) o™ = =) oW,
() e () o9 =" () o6
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It remains to observe that

<I>((f) (QC/(I), . ,x’("), u’(l), e ,u’("))
A
= Z (—) @g)(x(l),...,x("),u(l),...,u(")).
n

Q' CIy,
|
We single out the following special case.

Corollary 5.2. Ifd = (d1,...,dm), m > 1, and some ds = 1, then for any
z,u € Mgq we have fIJEil)(:zr,u) =0.

5.3. U(ds)-invariance of @fin). We introduce an action of the unitary group U(ds),
1 < s <m, on the space Mq. For U € U(d,) and € Mq we define U®)z € Mq
by the formula

(s) )i ) R R . .
(U )i1,icesim = D Vi it @i il i -

To simplify the notation, we set U*(®)g = (U*)(S):C.

Proposition 5.3. @fi") is U(ds)-invariant, i.e.,
(I)Ei")(U(S)I(l)7 LU ey (D )y ()
= @Ein)(x(l), o™ M ,u("))
for all 2™ u*) € Mg and all U € U(dy).
Proof. In view of Eq. (52, it suffices to show that for each Q C I,,, we have
@g)(U(S)x(l), LU gy (D )y ()
= @gl) (:C(l), R AN IS A ,u(")),

where @gl) is defined as in Eq. (53).
If s € @ this is easy to verify. Indeed we have

Z (U(S)x)i(U*(S)u)j Z (Z Uimi’sUit,j;> Tig,rosilyyeeyim Wit o3l yeerdim

T iy
1s;]s=1s Tsrds

If s ¢ @ then we consider the sum
2 2
J

S DD DA N S Uiz Us

isyJs iq;jq:qu]EQ k=1 is,Js i{ghj./g

lvzut|?,

where Z is the matrix with entries

n
- (k) (k) YR
G =D DT i W e e € La
iqqu:iq;qu k=1
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Since U is unitary we have

2
lwzotp=1z12=3" 1 > Y aPu

is,Js |iq:dq=1q;q€Q k=1
which completes the proof. B

The actions of the unitary groups U(dy) for s € I,,, on Mg pairwise commute,
and so we obtain an action of the direct product U(d) = U(dy) x --- x U(d,,) on

Mg. Clearly, <I>((i") is also U(d)-invariant.
5.4. GL,-invariance of @Eln). Let A = [ap,4] € GL,(C) and (AT)"! = (Bp.ql-

Proposition 5.4. Using this notation, we have

(I)Ein) <i a17k$(k) Za kx( ) ZBI ;gu Zﬁn ku )
k=1

= <I>((i") (:C(l), ... ,x("),u(l), ... ,u("))
for all zF) u®) e Mgq.
The proof given in [4, Section 4] for a special case extends easily to the general
case.
6. SOME SPECIAL CASES OF THE CBS CONJECTURE

We start with a simple direct proof of the CBS conjecture in the case m = 1. In
particular, this gives an independent proof of GDC when m = 1.

Proposition 6.1. The CBS conjecture is true when m = 1.

Proof. We set d; = d and represent the hypermatrices =, u(®¥) ¢ M (d) 8s TOW
vectors. The CBS conjecture takes the simple form: || X||? > (1/n)|tr X|2 where

X = (3;<1>) ORI (Im))Tu(n)

is a d x d matrix of rank » < n. By Schur’s triangularization theorem, we can choose
B € U(d) such that Y = BXBT is upper triangular. Then the diagonal entries
A1, ..., Ag of Y are its eigenvalues and, by the same theorem, we may assume that
A =0 for r < k <d. Since || X| = ||V and tr X = tr Y, our inequality becomes
IY]I?2 > (1/n)|A1 + -+ + Ae|2. Since [|[Y|2 > [A\i]? + -+ + |\+|? and 7 < n, the last
inequality is a consequence of the well known inequality

pit el (u1+---+ur>2
- r )

r

where p1, ..., g, are nonnegative real numbers. B

In the case n = 2 we can extend Proposition [6.1] by making m arbitrary provided
that d; > 2 for at most one index ¢. However in this case we rely on the equivalence
of GDC and the case n = 2 of the CBS conjecture.

Proposition 6.2. Let p;, i = 1,2, be a bipartite state acting on H; = 7—(;4 QHE. If
p1 is separable and py 1-indistillable, then p1 @ po is 1-indistillable. Consequently,
GDC is valid for arbitrary m provided that d; > 2 for at most one index i.
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Proof. Let 0, = (T ® 1)p;, ¢ = 1,2, be the partial transpose of p;. Since p;
is separable, oy is positive semidefinite and separable. Let |¢) € H; ® Ha be any
vector with Schmidt rank < 2 (with respect to the partition A|B). We have to show
that (|01 ® o2l > 0. If tr ; is the first partial trace function (i.e., corresponding
to H1), then

(Ylor ® oalyp) = tr ([P)(Plor @ o2) = tr [tr 1 ([¢)(Y|o1) o2)] -

We now use an argument from [5 Section III B]. Since o7 is separable, we can write
it as o1 = >, ¢ilas, bi)(as, bi|, ¢; > 0. Then

tr 1 () (lon) = Y cildhi) (Wil

2

where |¢;) = (a;, b;|t)) is a state acting on Hz. Next we have

(Plor @ oalt)) = > cilihiloalehi).

K2

As the local projections cannot increase the Schmidt rank, each [¢;) has Schmidt
rank < 2. Since ps is 1-indistillable, each summand in the above sum is nonnegative.
This concludes the proof of the first assertion.

The second follows from the first and the Eq. (51). W

The proof of GDC can be reduced to the case where 3 < d; < dy < --- < dpy,.
This is the objective of the next proposition.

Proposition 6.3. If Conjecture [{-]] is true for oll d = (di,...,dp), m > 2,
satisfying 3 < dy < dy < -+ < dpy,, then it is true in general (i.e., without any
restrictions on the dimension vector d).

Proof. Let d = (di,...,d;) be arbitrary and let p¥ be the corresponding gen-
eralized critical Werner state. We have to prove that ®q4(z,y,u,v) > 0 for all
x,y,u,v € Mq. Because of Eq. (B we may assume that dy < ds < --- < d,,. By
Proposition (.1l we can further assume that 2 < d;. If 3 < d; then the assertion
follows from the hypothesis.

Otherwise we have 2 = dy = --- = di, for some k < m. The bipartite state p’ =
oYV @---®@plV is separable. If k = m then pY = p/, and so it is separable and hence
l-indistillable. Finally, let k < m. Then the bipartite state p” = p}’, | ®---® p) is
1-indistillable by hypothesis or (if m = k + 1) by Proposition 2] part (c¢). Hence,
pY = p’ ® p" is 1-indistillable by Proposition 6.2 W

7. HYPERMATRIX LAGRANGE IDENTITIES

It will be shown in this section that the CBS conjecture is true in the case n = 1.
Indeed, this is an immediate consequence of Theorem below.
From Eq. (£2) we see that

o (wu) = Y (@3 Yo myl

QCIm ip,Jp; PEIM\Q |iq:Jq=1%q; I€EQ

where d = (di,...,dn) and x,u € Mgq. We shall prove that the inequalities
@ (2, u) > 0 indeed hold.
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We write in detail the first two cases. For m = 1 we set d = d; and obtain

d 2
E TrpUg
k=1

d d
1
O (,u) = > il fuy? —

i=1 j=1

The hypermatrices x and u are just vectors in c.
For m = 2 we have

o

(dl,d2)(x’u) = Z |$i17i2|2 ’ Z |’U’j11j2|2 - Z

91,12 J1,J2 12,72

- E E Liy g Ujy in

i1,J1 | 22

E Liy i Wiy, g

i1

2

2
+ E Liyig Wiy in| >

1,12

where 77 and j; run through I;, and iz and jo through Ij,. In this case the
hypermatrices = and u are ordinary d; x d2 complex matrices.

The inequality @E}i; (z,u) > 0 is the well known Cauchy-Bunyakovsky-Schwarz
inequality, which follows trivially from the classical Lagrange identity

d 2
E LTEUE
k=1

- Z |maul — zjup]®.
1,73 1<J

The inequality @E;)l da) (x,u) > 0 follows trivially from the following matrix ana-

log of Lagrange identity:

(1) _
(I)(dl)dz)(x,u) =

d d

Do lail? Yl ~

i=1 j=1

* * * * 2
E |Ti1,i2U], gy = Tin,joUj, iy = TiriaUsy gy T Tir s Uiy iy |
i,j;i<j

)

where we recall that i = 41,43 and j = j1, j2, and the inequality i < j means that
11 < J1 and io < Ja.

There is also an analog of Lagrange identity for any m. To state and prove
these identities in general we need some additional notation. Let i =144,...,4,, and
j=27,--.,jm be two sequences of indexes with is, js € I4, for each s. For arbitrary
Q C I,,, we define two modified sequences of indexes 94 and j¥! of length m as
follows:

(7.1) 29 = { Jp BPEQ s0u { W ipeq;
ip otherwise; P jp otherwise.

We also define
(7.2) oij(z,u) = Z (—1)19lz0.5u50..

le’ﬁl
For m = 1,2 we have:
* _ ok _ ¥
oij(T,u”) = miuj —wju],
Oi1,i2351,02 (LL', u ) = TigigUWj 4y Liy,jaUjy o L ,ia Uiy o + Lj1,j2 Wiy io-
Lemma 7.1. Leti=11,...,%m and j = j1,...,Jm be two sequences of indexes with

is,Js € Ia, for each s. For any Q C I, and any x,u € Mq we have

gisj! (xv U’) = (_1)IQIUi;j ({E, ’U,),
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where i = i94 and j' = jL.

Proof. We first observe that if @, R C I,,, and
(=i, =

i’ — i/RJ' j// _ SR

) )

then
/! '(QAR,i s/ -QAR,'
1 1 ? J J 17

where QAR is the symmetric difference of @ and R. Hence

oy (zu) = Y (D" aynyug e

RCI,,
= —1 ‘R‘I'QAR,jU'QAR,i
> esnity
RCI,
= (—1)|Q| Z (—1)|QAR‘$iQAR,jUjQAR,i

RCI,,
= (_1)|Q|Ui;.i (Ia u)v
where we used the congruence |QAR| = |Q| + |R| (mod 2) and the fact that when
R runs through all subsets of I,,, so does QAR.

In particular, note that if is = js for some s then oyj(z,u) = 0.
We can now state our hypermatrix Lagrange identity in full generality.

Theorem 7.2. For any dimension vector d = (di,...,dn), m > 1, and any
hypermatrices x,u € Mgq we have

1 1 (2 (2

(7.3) oy () = 5 Y lowgaw) P = Y0 Jowg(au)
ij 1,§;i<j
where 1 < j means that is < js for all s.
Proof. To prove the second equality, let 2 be the set of all pairs (i;j) such that
is # js for all s, and let Q% be its subset consisting of all pairs (i;j) such that
is < js for all s. Since oyj(z,u*) =0 if iy = js for some s and, by Lemma [T.1]
%\ |2 *\ (2
|oiejei (@, u)]” = |ow; (2, u®))|

for all Q) C I,,,, we have

Dol u )P = > o, u)f?

L (i5)e

|2
C S st
(i5)e# QCIm
= 2" N owy(w,u)),
(i5)ea#
= 2" > owy(z, ).
i.35i<]
The proof of the first equality is more involved. From Eq. (Z.2) we obtain that
lowi(z,u)P = Y (—DI9C a0 sugraatn s ule ..
Q)RQI’VTL
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Hence

(7.4) oz = > (DR " g0 suraziaulos.
ij

Q,RCIn ij

From Eq. (1)) we see that, for a fixed s € I,,,, we have
(is;i57j57js) lfSER\Qa

(14 31 R4 §QI) = (s, Jssis,is) if s € Q\ R;
s Jds ls ods (jsvis;j57is) 1f5€QﬁR’
(isu j87 is, js) otherwise.

By using this, it is not hard to deduce that

(7.5) E $iQ,jUJR,ix;kR,ju;Q,i = E E TiQ.i UjR.i
ij

is,Js} SQQAR is,Js=1s; SEQAR

The correct interpretation of this equality requires that we omit the summation
sign on the right-hand side if the set of indexes over which we sum is empty. For
instance let m = 2 and Q = R = {1}. Then i9J = i = j; iy and jo! = j&i =
i1, j2, and we have

*

E TiQiUjRiTiR,;U5Q.1 = E Lj1,iaWin,jaLjy in Wiy o
ij 1,J
- E |IJ1712U117]2 .
ij
This agrees with Eq. (ZH) provided that
TiQ5UjRG = TiQuljri (= Tjy iy Uiy s ) -

is,js=is; SEQAR

According to our interpretation, this equality is indeed valid since QAR = 0.
Since for a fixed S C I, there are exactly 2™ choices for subsets @, R C I,,, such
that QAR = S, we deduce from Eqs. (T4) and (T3] that

Dl un)f=2m 30 (-1 3T 2.
i,j SCIm is,Js; SEIM\S |is,Js=1s; SES
This completes the proof of the theorem. B
Observe that if some ds; = 1 then the inequality i < j cannot be satisfied and so
Eq. (T3) gives @fil)(:t, u) = 0. This agrees with Corollary 5.2
The following purely algebraic version of the generalized Lagrange identity is
valid in a more general context.

Corollary 7.3. For any dimension vector d = (di,...,dy), m > 1, and any
hypermatrices x,u of type di X - -+ X dy, with values in an arbitrary commutative
ring, we have
2
(76) Z (—1)‘Q‘ Z Z TiQ.iUjQ.i = Z Ui;j(xvu)2a
QCIm ip,Jp; PEIM\Q \liq; EQ ;i<

where we make use of the definitions in Egs. (7)) and (7.3).
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Proof. It is immediate from the theorem that the identity Eq. (78] is valid when
the hypermatrices x, u are real-valued. Since this is a polynomial identity over the
ring of integers, it is also valid when z and u are hypermatrices taking values in an
arbitrary commutative ring. Wl

8. INTEGRAL VERSION OF THE CBS CONJECTURE

Let L?(R™) be the space of complex-valued square-integrable functions ¢ :
R™ — C. We define the function ®{ : L2(R™)?" — R by the formula

@5721)(5(1)7 A 75(")7’]’](1), A 777("))

SOV
Cln n 8pitp; PEIM\Q

Q

// Zf $n® ()| |
Sq:tq=5q; €EQ [ —q

where £F) n(®) ¢ L2(R™) and s = s1,...,5,, and t = t1,...,t,,. While computing
the inner integrals (those within the absolute value signs) one has first to set t; = sq4
for each ¢ € @ and then to integrate over each variable s;, ¢ € Q. The outer
integrations are performed over each of the variables s, and ¢, with p € I, \ Q.

In the case when the functions ¢ 7n*) are continuous with compact sup-
port, one can approximate them by hypermatrices ) u(*) € Mg where d =
(di,...,dm). After suitable scaling and by taking the limit as all d¢ — oo, we
obtain a version of the CBS conjecture in which all the sums are replaced by inte-
grals. Since the continuous functions with compact support are dense in L?(R™),
the CBS conjecture implies that

(8.1) ol (M, gt M ™) >0,
for arbitrary £%) n*) ¢ L2(R™).

For instance if m = n = 2 then the inequality reads as follows:

2
////’5(1 S1, 52 (tl t2)+§( (81,82)77(2)(t1,t2)’ d51 dSQ dtl dtz

5 [ | (s s + € (st 52)0 (o1.2)) dn|

dSQ dtz
__//‘/ 5(1 (s1,52) 77( (t1, 32)4_5( (s1, 82) (t1,32)> dss

’// (s1,52)nM (51, 82) +§(2)(81,82)n(2)(81782)) dsy dss

where each integral is taken over the whole real line. The four expressions on the
left-hand side are contributions of the four subsets @ = 0, {1}, {2}, {1,2} of I,
respectively. However, we want to point out that this particular inequality is only
conjectural.

Since we know that the CBS conjecture is true if m = 1 or n = 1, the inequality
(B is valid in these two cases. Explicitly, these inequalities are:

@gn)(§(1)7 s 75(71)777(1)7 ce 777(71)) =

2
1
ds dt — — ‘/25(’“) (5™ (s)ds

k=1

2
dSl dtl

2
>0

)

2

zn: §(k)(s)n(k) () >0
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and

WMEm) =

2
Spitp; PELM\Q Sq q—sq,qGQ

The latter inequality is also a consequence of the integral version of Eq. (Z3)
which we are going to write down explicitly. Recall that s = s1,...,5,, and t =
t1,...,tm are sequences of real variables. For @ C I, we define two modified
sequences, s@* and t%%, of the same length m:

@t _ t, ifpe@; (Qs _ ] s ifpe;
p sp otherwise; p t, otherwise.

> 0.

QCI

We also define
CerlEn) = 3 (—1)Qg(s2)(2%).
QCILy

Now the integral version of the hypermatrix Lagrange identity (Z3]) can be stated
as follows:
1 2
¥ = on [ o)
8ptp; PEIm

2
// |Us;t(€7n*)| )
sp<tp;p€Elm

where £, € L2(R™) are arbitrary.

We can derive additional inequalities from the CBS conjecture by letting only
some of the dimensions ds; — oo and keeping the other fixed. As an example
we consider the case where m = n = 2 and d = (d1,dz), where d; = 2 while
we let dy — oco. By Proposition B2, we have ®q(z™, 23 «M 4(2) > 0 for all
W 2@ M 42 € Mgy. In this case we obtain the inequality

€D () (1) + € () ()] ds
——//\Z GRICURIORIBULI0) s
(D6 o) + €6 e)) as|
M mV () + €2 (s <><s>)d5220,

valid for arbitrary functions 51( ,n](k) € L?(R), k= 1,2. (As d; = 2, the indexes i
and j run through I, = {1,2}.)

We give two concrete examples.

First, let €* () = ¢(@x=1/2 and ¥ (£) = 1 =D/2 where 0 < ¢t < 1 and all az
and b, are positive. We assume that all of these functions vanish for ¢ < 0 and for
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t > 1. Then the above inequality becomes

1 1
4 -2
Jzk:l (@ir + ai)(bjr + bji) ”ZM (@ir + aji)(bix + bj1)

) 2
1
_22 <Z ai, + b;k) + ;; aix + b 20,

where i, j, k,l run independently through {1, 2}.
Second, let €M (t) = e~ and p®(t) = e~b#t" where all a;, and by, are
positive. Then we obtain the inequality
1 1

4 —2
o V@i + ai) (bje + bji) Z-%;J V(@i + aji) (bir + bjr)

) 2
1
_2Z<Z \/azk+bjk> - %:vaik+bik =0

9. CONCLUSION

The Distillation Conjecture (DC) asserts that there exist indistillable NPT (nec-
essarily entangled) states in a bipartite d x d quantum system with d > 3. Although
it is more than ten years old, it remains open for all d > 3. DC has been reduced to
the case of non-normalized Werner states p'V (¢t) =1 —tF, —1 <t < 1, where F is
the flip operator. For the affirmative answer to DC, it suffices to show (and it has
been conjectured) that the critical Werner states p"V = p"(1/2) are indistillable.
These critical Werner states are known to be 1-indistillable and lie on the boundary
between the 1-distillable and the 1-indistillable Werner states.

We propose much stronger Generalized Distillation Conjecture (GDC) which
asserts that the tensor product of arbitrary critical Werner states pkW of type dj x d,
k=1,...,m,is l-indistillable. It is easy to see that “l-indistillable” can be replaced
here by “indistillable”. We recall from [I1] that there is a distillable bipartite state
ppyr ® p¥(1/2), where ppy, is a particular PPT entangled state of two qutrits
and p"(1/2) the critical Werner state of two qutrits. In view of this example,
GDC appears to be somewhat counter-intuitive as it asserts in particular that

W(1/2) ® p" (1/2) is indistillable. However, there is a strong numerical evidence
that the latter state is indistillable.

We reformulate the GDC as an inequality ®q4(z,y,u,v) > 0, see Conjecture
AT where d = (dy,...,dy) and x,y,u,v are arbitrary complex hypermatrices
of type di X -+ X dy,. We are then led to propose a more general inequality
<I>((i") (Mo 2 M () >0, see Conjecture B2 which includes GDC as
the special case n = 2. It also includes the classical Cauchy-Bunyakovsky-Schwarz
(CBS) inequality as the case m = n = 1. For that reason we refer to the latter
conjecture as the CBS conjecture.

We have shown that the CBS conjecture is true in the two boundary cases
m =1 and n = 1. The case n = 1 is quite interesting since we were able to express
the function @Ell)(a:,u) explicitly as the sum of squares of real-valued polynomi-
als. These polynomial identities provide generalizations of the classical Lagrange
identity, which is obtained for m = 1.
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As in the well-known case of the classical CBS inequality, the discrete inequalities

in the CBS conjecture have their continous counterparts in which the hypermatri-
ces are replaced with complex-valued square-integrable functions on R™, and the
summation operations are replaced with suitable intagrals. We formulate explicitly
these integral inequalities and point out some special cases including two concrete
examples. We also give the integral version of the generalized Lagrange identities.

We hope that our conjectures and results will stimulate further research on the
original Distillation Conjecture.
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