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Abstract

Exposed positive maps in matrix algebras define a dense subset of extremal maps. We
provide a sufficient condition for a positive map to be exposed. This is an analog of a spanning
property which guaranties that a positive map is optimal. We analyze a class of decomposable
maps for which this condition is also necessary.

1 Introduction

Positive maps in C*-algebras play an important role both in mathematics, in connection with the
operator theory [I], and in modern quantum physics. Normalized positive maps provide an affine
mapping between sets of states of C*-algebras. In recent years positive maps found important
application in entanglement theory defining basic tool for detecting quantum entangled states (see
e.g. [2] for the recent review).

Let 4 be a unital C*-algebra. A linear map ® : 4 — B(H) is positive if ®(U;) C By (H), where
31 denotes positive elements in . Denote by My (L) = My (C) @4l a space of k x k matrices with
entries from 4. One says that ® is k-positive if a linear map @5 := 1 @ & : My (U) — My(B(H)) is
positive. Finally, ® is completely positive if it is k-positive for £ = 1,2,.... Due to the Stinespring
theorem [3] the structure of completely positive maps is perfectly known: any completely positive
map ¢ may be represented in the following form

®(a) = Vir(a)V , (1)

where V : H — K, and 7 is a representation of il in the Hilbert space K. Unfortunately, in spite
of the considerable effort, the structure of positive maps is rather poorly understood [4]-[23].
Denote by P a convex cone of positive maps ® : & — B(H). Note, that a space L(L, B(H)) of
linear maps from Y to B(#H) is isomorphic to B(H)®@ 4. The natural pairing between these two
spaces in defined as follows [I3]: taking an orthonormal basis in H (m = dimH < oo) one identifies
B(H) with M,,(C) and defines
(X®a,®) = tr(X'®(a)) , (2)

where X € M,,(C), a € 4, and X* denotes transposition of X with respect to a given basis in H.
Let P° denote a dual cone [13] 24]

P°={AcM,(C)oi : (A,®)>0,DecP}. 3)
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Note that the definition of P° may be reformulated as follows
P =conv{ X®a € M,(C)au : (X®a,®)>0, PecP}. (4)

One finds P° = M,/ (C) @ 44 , where M, (C) denotes positive matrices from M, (C). It shows that
P° defines a convex cone of separable elements in M,,(C)® 4.

Recall that a face of P is a convex subset F' C P such that if the convex combination ® =
AP + (1 — APy of &1, Py € P belongs to F, then both @1, Py € F. If aray {A® : A > 0} is a face
of P then it is called an extreme ray, and we say that ® generates an extreme ray. For simplicity we
call such ® an extremal positive map. A face F' is exposed if there exists a supporting hyperplane
H for a convex cone P such that F = H NP . The property of ‘being an exposed face’ may be
reformulated as follows: A face F' of P is exposed iff there exists a € 41 and |h) € H such that

F={decP; da)h)=01}.

A positive map ¢ € P is exposed if it generates 1-dimensional exposed face. Let us denote by Ext(P)

the set of extremal points and Exp(P) the set of exposed points of P. Due to Straszewicz theorem

[24] Exp(P) is a dense subset of Ext(P). Thus every extreme map is the limit of some sequence of

exposed maps meaning that each entangled state may be detected by some exposed positive map.

Hence, a knowledge of exposed maps is crucial for the full characterization of separable/entangled

states of bi-partite quantum systems. For recent papers on exposed maps see e.g. [13] 211, 22| 23].
Now, if F'is a face of P then

F' =conv{ a® |h)(h| € P° : ®(a)lh) =0, P F }. (5)

defines a face of P° (one calls F’ a dual face of F). Actually, F’ is an exposed face. One proves
[13] that a face F' is exposed iff F” = F.

In this paper we analyze linear positive maps ® : B(K) — B(H), where both K and H are
finite dimensional Hilbert spaces. We provide a sufficient condition for the map to be exposed.
We call it strong spanning property in analogy to well known spanning property which is sufficient
for the map to be optimal [26]. Interestingly, this condition is also necessary if ® is decomposable
and dim K = 2. Finally, we characterize the property of exposedness in terms of entanglement
witnesses.

2 Preliminaries

Consider a positive map @ : 4l — B(H), where il is a unital C*-algebra and B(H) denotes a set of
bounded operators on the finite dimensional Hilbert space H.

Proposition 2.1 If a € 4 is strictly positive, i.e. a € inti,, then Im®(b) C ImP(a) for all
bedy.

Proof: Let us observe that
Ker ®(a) C Ker ®(b) . (6)



Indeed, suppose that there exists x € H such that x € Ker ®(a) and x ¢ Ker ®(b). One has
(z|®(b)|x) > 0 and (x|®(a)|x) = 0. Now, since a € int 4l there exists € > 0 such that an open ball
B(a,e) C 4. It is therefore clear that

Sy U
2 |Ju — al|
belongs to 4y . One has
€
(z|@(d)|2) = —5—— (z[®(u)]z) <0, (7)
2/[u — al|

which contradicts that ® is a positive map. Hence, if a € int 4, then Ker ®(a) C Ker ®(b) for any
b € YUy which implies Im ®(b) C Im ®(a). 0O.

Corollary 2.1 Ifa,b € inti; , then Im®(a) = Im ®(b).

Corollary 2.2 In particular for a € 4y (a € intily), one has In®(a) C Im®(1) (ImP(a) =
Im ®(1)).

Let A := ®(1). If A> 0, that is, A is of full rank, then one has
®(a) = AY2D(a)AV? (8)

where ®(a) = A~/2®(a)A~Y/2 is a unital positive map from &( into B(H). If A is not strictly
positive, that is, A € 9B, (#), then denote by Hg¢ the range of A. A is invertible on its image and
denote by A~! the generalized inverse of A. Now, one has

®(a) = AV2ATV2H(a)A72 A2 9)
Note, that Im ®(a) C He. Following [8] let us introduce the following

Definition 2.1 Consider a positive map ¢ : b — B(H). A map ¢’ : b — B(H') is called an
extension of ¢ iff H' D H and for any a € U

¢(a) = Pd' ()P, (10)
where P denotes orthogonal projection H' — H.

Note that H' = H ® H* and hence for any |h’) € H' one has |h') = |h) @ |ht), where |h) = P|h/)
which implies ¢(a)|h) = P¢'(a)|h), and an extension @’ is trivial if

¢'(a)lh) = ¢(a)|h) , (11)

for all @ € 4 and |h) € H. According to this definition a positive map ®(a) := A~Y2®(a)A~1/2 is
a trivial extension of the unital map ®; : 4 — B(Hq)

) =Py @ Py | (12)

where Pg is a projector H — Hg. This way we proved the following



Proposition 2.2 Any linear positive map ® : 4 — B(H) can be written as follows

®(a) = VIdi(a)V , (13)
where V : H — He and ®1 : U — B(He) is unital.
Let us recall

Definition 2.2 A linear map ® is irreducible if [®(a), X] = 0 for all a € & implies that X = .
O is irreducible on its image if [®(a), X] =0 for all a € Y implies that Pe X Po = Ay, .

Remark 2.1 Note, that one may restrict oneself to self-adjoint elements s, only. Indeed, suppose
that ® is irreducible and [®(a), X]| =0 for all a € sy . Any element x € L may be decomposed as
T = x1 +ix9, with x1,x9 € Us,. One has

[(I)(‘T)7X] = [(I)(xl)7X] + Z[(I)(‘TQ)?X] =0,
and irreducibility of ® implies therefore X = Ay, .

Proposition 2.3 Let a positive map ® be irreducible. If X®(a) = ®(a)XT for all a € U, then
X = My.

Proof: Irreducibility implies that A = ®(1) > 0 and hence
®(a) = AYV2® (a)AV? | (14)
where ®; is unital. One has

XAY2®,(a)AY? = AV2®y(a)AV2XT

and hence

Y®(a) = ®1(a)YT, (15)
with Y = A=1/2X A2, Using ®;(1) = Iy one finds YT =Y. Let us observe that ®; is irreducible
as well and hence Y = Ay which implies X = Ally. O

3 Exposed maps — sufficient condition

In this section we formulate a sufficient condition for a map ® : B(K) — B(H) to be exposed.
Recall that a linear operator W € B(K ® H) is block-positive iff (z ® y|W |z ®y) > 0 for all product
vectors [z ®y) € K®H. Now, due to the Choi-Jamiotkowski isomorphism, W is block-positive iff
there exists a positive map ® : B(K) — B(#) such that

W = (ﬂ]c@fl))P,—é ,

where 1l is an identity map in B(K), and P,ér is a maximally entangled state in L® K. Any
block-positive but not positive W is called an entanglement witness. It is therefore clear that any
property of a map ® may be formulated in terms of W and vice versa. Now, let us define

Py ={z®y : @¢eyW|lzy)=0}. (16)



Note, that

(z@yWlx@y) = (y|(T)(T))y) |
and hence one may equivalently introduce Py = Py = {z®y : ®(|Z)(Z|)|y) = 0}. One says that
® has spanning property iff spanc Py = K ® H. Denoting dx = dim K and dy = dimH, one proves

[26)

Theorem 3.1 If a positive map ® satisfies spanning property, then it is optimal.

In analogy we have the following

Theorem 3.2 Let ¢ : B(K) — B(H) be a positive map irreducible on its image and
Ng =spanc{a®|h) € BL(K)@H : ®(a)lh) =0} . (17)
If the subspace No C B(K)® H satisfies
dim Ny = di-dgy — rank ®(Ix) , (18)
then ® is exposed.

Proof: The idea of the proof comes from [§] (see Theorem 3.3). Consider a map [25]
d: BK)oH — H

defined b
' <i>(a ® |h)) := ®(a)|h) . (19)

Note, that dim (Im®) = rank ®(Ix) and hence Ng defines the kernel of ®. To show that ® is
exposed let us introduce a linear functional f on the space of positive maps B(K) — B(#) defined

as follows
dn

F0) = {hil U (as)lhi) | (20)
i=1
where dy vectors a; ® |h;) span Ng. Note that f(¥) > 0 for all positive maps ¥ and f(®) =0. Asa
result f defines a supporting hyperplane to the cone of positive maps B(K) — B(H) passing through
a map ®. Note that ® is exposed iff f(¥) = 0 implies ¥ = A®, with A being a positive number.
Let us observe that f(¥) = 0 if and only if ¥(a; ® |h)) = U(a;)|hi) =0, for all i = 1,...,dy, and
hence the kernel of ¥ contains Ng. To complete the proof we use the following

Lemma 3.1 Consider two linear operators A, B : V. — W, where V and W are finite dimensional
vector spaces over C. If kerA D kerB, then there exists X : W —W such that A = XB and
rank X = rank A.

Proof: let
A=UaSaV), B=UpSgV},



denote the corresponding singular value decompositions of A and B. Let {v4(A)}, {wa(A)},
{va(B)} and {wy(B)} denote the orthonormal basis made from columns of V4, Ua, Vg, Up re-
spectively. One has

Ya= ZJO‘ Jwa(A))(va(A)], Xp= Zaa )wa(B))(va(B)] (21)

where 0,(A) and o,(B) are strictly positive singular values of A and B, respectively. Note, that
condition kerA D kerB, is equivalent to rg > r4. One finds A = X B, where

X = AV UL, (22)
with
Sp = Zaa ) Hwa ) (Ve - (23)
Indeed, one has
= (AVBERUL)(UpSpV]) = AVEpSaVl = A [va(B))Xva(B)| .
a=1

Now, since kerA D kerB, one has

AZ’UOc B)|=A

which ends the proof. O
One has, therefore, ¥ = X® , for some operator X acting on the image of ®, meaning that
U(a)lh) = X®(a)|h) ,

for all a € B(K) and |h) € H. Note that for any a € Bs,(K) one has ¥(a) = ¥(a)’ and hence
X®(a) = d(a)XT . (24)

Proposition implies, therefore, that X ~ I on the image of ®. Hence ¥ = A® with A > 0 due
to the fact that both ® and ¥ are positive maps. O

Corollary 3.1 Let ® : B(K) — B(H) be a positive, unital irreducible map. If
dim Ny = (d% — 1)dy , (25)
then ® is exposed.
We propose to call (I8) strong spanning property in analogy to spanning poperty
dimspanc{|z) ®|h) e KQH : ®(|7)(T|)|h) =0} = didy , (26)

which is sufficient for optimality.



4 A class of exposed decomposable maps B(C?) — B(C™)

In this section we provide a class of positive exposed maps for which strong spanning property (I8
is also necessary.

Theorem 4.1 Let ® : B(C?) — B(C™) be a decomposable positive but not completely positive map.
Then the following conditions are equivalent:

1. ® is exposed.
2. ®(p) = VIptV, where V : C* — C? is a linear map of rank two.

3. There are 4m — 2 linearly independent vectors in the set { a® |h) € BL(C?*)®C™ : ®(a)|h) =

0}.

Proof: (1 = 2) Any exposed map is extremal and hence being a decomposable map @ is given
by ®(a) = ViaV or ®(a) = Via'V. The former is evidently CP and the latter in not CP iff
rank(V) = 2.

(2 = 3) Note, that using linear transformation one can transform V' to the following form
V =32 le)(fil, where {e;}2_,, {f; }JL, are orthonormal bases in C? and C™, respectively. One
finds 4(m — 2) independent vectors taking a € B4 (C?) arbitrary and |h) = > jeghjfj. Now, we
look for the remaining vectors a ® |h), with |h) = hyfi + hofs. It is clear that it is enough to
consider a € B4 (C") being rank-1 projector, i.e. a = |z)(x|. One has

() (z))|n) = VIz)(@V|h) = <Zf€h>zwa\fg- (27)

Note that ®(|x)(x|)|h) = 0 for |z) # 0 if and only if Z?:l x;h; = 0, and hence (up to trivial scaling)
w1 = hg and z9 = —hy. The family of vectors |z)(x|® |h) € B(C?)® C™ is linearly independent
iff the corresponding vectors |Z) ® |x) ® |h) are linearly independent in C? ® C?> @ C™. Note that
coordinates of Z ® x ® h are polynomial functions of hj and hj, namely:

hthEQ, hlhgﬁl, h%ﬁg, hlhgﬁg, h%ﬁg, h%ﬁl, hghlﬁz, h%ﬁ2 .

Note, that 6 of them are (functionally) linearly independent and hence one has 6 additional vectors
a®|h). Altogether, there are 4(m — 2) 4+ 6 = 4m — 2 linearly independent vectors.
(3 = 1) Follows from Theorem B.21 O

A similar problem was analyzed in [27] in the context of optimal decomposable maps. Recall
that ® is decomposable if & = &+ Py0t, where &1 and P, are completely positive. Equivalently, the
corresponding entanglement witness W is decomposable if W = Q1 + (Iyy ® t)Q2 , where Q1,Q2 €
By (H®K). Let us recall that S C H® K is a completely entangled subspace (CES) iff there is no
nonzero product vectors in S. The authors of [27] proved the following

Theorem 4.2 Let ® : B(C?) — B(C™) be a positive decomposable map. The following conditions
are equivalent

1. ® is optimal,



2. ®(a) = Tre2(Wa' @1,,,) , where W = (1o ®t)Q and Q > 0 is supported on a CES,
3. Pp spans C2®@C™.

Note, that we replaced optimality by exposedness, an arbitrary CES by a 1-dimensional CES
supporting a positive operator

2
Q=Y e Vinyv,
ij=1
with rank(V') = 2 (clearly, if rank(V') = 1, then @ is no longer supported on a CES). Finally, we
replaced weak spanning property

dimspanc { [7) ©[h) : ®(|z)(z[)[h) =0} =2m,
by much stronger property (strong spanning)

rank ®(Iy) + dimspang { [Z) ® [z) ® |h) : ®(|z)(z|)|h) =0} =4m .

5 A class of exposed decomposable maps B(C") — B(C™)

It was already shown by Marciniak [2I] that all extremal decomposable maps B(C") — B(C™)
are exposed, i.e. maps of the form ®(a) = ViaV and ®(a) = Via'V are exposed. Now we show
that being exposed these maps in general do not satisfy the strong spanning property ([IS]).

Proposition 5.1 Consider a positive decomposable map ® : B(C™) — B(C™) defined by ®(a) =

VTatV. One has
m(n? —1) , rank(V)>1

mn? — (2m —1) , rank(V)=1 (28)

dim Ng = {

Proof: it is clear that it is enough to consider a € B(C"), being rank-1 projector, i.e. a =
|z)(x|. Note, that using a linear transformation one can transform V to the following form V =
> iz lei)(fil , where {e;}7;,{f;}7L, are orthonormal bases in C" and C™, respectively.

Let |Z) and |h) be vectors in C” built from the first 7 coordinates of |x) and |h), respectively.
For a given vector |z), the orthogonal complement of |Z) is spanned by r — 1 vectors

vg = | —xo,21,0,...,0), v3=|—22,0,21,0,...,0), ..., v, =] —Zp,...,27) .

The general vector |h) orthogonal to |z) is then of the form S7_, c;|v;) @ |hs) (where SX1_, ai|h;) =
|Pyt1s ooy hun)). Observe, that |h,y1,...,hy,) can be arbitrary. Now, a general vector |h) which is
orthogonal to |z) is a linear combination of vectors from r — 1 subspaces:

Hy(x) = spanc{ | — x2,21,0,...,0) } & C™" |
Hj(x) = spanc{| — x3,0,21,0,...,0) } @ C"™™" |

HT($) = Span(c{ | I U 707331> } eC™ .



Consider the subspace Wy C C"®@ C" @ C™ = B(C") ® C™ spanned by the vectors |T) ® |z) ® |h),
where |h) € Ha(z), that is, |T) ® |y), where

|y> = |$17"' 7xryxr+17-"7xn> ® | _$27x1707"' 707h7‘+17-" 7hm> = Z y2jez®f] . (29)
i7j
The coordinates of |y) are monomials of degree 2 in variables {x1,..., 2z, hyy1,...,hp}. Note

that |y) has in general (2 + m — r) X n non-zero coordinates, which satisfy one linear condition
Y11 + y22 = 0. Hence dim Wy = n(njm — r + 2] — 1). Using the same argument one shows that
dimWy =...=dim W, . It is easy to show that

WiﬂWj:WQQ"'ﬁWT, (30)
for each pair i # j. Moreover, the constructions of H;(x) imply
W2 n---N WT =C"® (Spa‘n((:{627 s 7en} ® fl oC"® Span((:{fr-i—h s 7fm})7

and hence its dimension equals n(n — 1+ [m — r]n). Let W = spanc (W U ... U W,). One finds

dimW = zr:dimWi—(r—2)-dim(W2ﬂ---ﬂWr)
=2
= (r=Dn((m—-—r+2n—1)—(r—2)nn -1+ (m—7r)n) =n’m—n .

Note that if = 1, one consider vectors |Z) ® |z) ® |h) such that x1h; = 0. Vectors with z; = 0

form a (n — 1)?>m dimensional subspace. Vectors with h;y = 0 form a n?(m — 1) dimensional
subspace. The intersection of these subspaces is (n — 1)?(m — 1) dimensional. Finally, one gets
(n—1%*m+n%(m—1) — (n —1)%(m — 1) = n®m — (2n — 1) linearly independent vectors. 0

It is therefore clear that the strong spanning property
rank ®(I,,) + dimspanc { |7) @ [z) @ |h) : ®(|z)(z|)|h) = 0} = mn? ,

supplemented by irreducibility provides only a sufficient condition for exposedness in the same way
as weak spanning property

dimspanc { |[7) © [h) : ®(|z){z[)|h) =0} = nm ,

provides only a sufficient condition for optimality. Note, that ®(a) = V1a'V has a strong spanning
property iff rank(V') = n. However, ® is exposed for any V' [21].

6 Conclusions

We have provided a sufficient condition for exposedness — strong spanning property ([I8]). It was
shown that in the class of decomposable maps B(C™) — B(C™) this condition is also necessary if
n = 2. This result provides an analog of the result of [27] in the context of optimal maps/witnesses.
One calls a block-positive operator W € B(C" @ C™) irreducible iff W cannot be written as W1 ®&Wa,
where W7 and Wy are block-positive. One has the following



Proposition 6.1 Let W € B(C"® C™) be a block-positive irreducible operator. If
dim(ImTren W) 4 dim{a @ h : Tren [W a® @ I,]|h) = 0} = n’m | (31)

then W is exposed.

If n = 2, then one proves the following

Proposition 6.2 Let W € B(C2®C™) be a block-positive but not positive decomposable operator
(i.e. decomposable entanglement witness). The following conditions are equivalent

1. W s exposed,
2. W= (1221t)Q, and Q is Schmidt rank 2 projector,

3. There are 3m linearly independent vectors |T)(Z| @ |h) € B4 (C?® C") such that

(x@hW|z@h) =0 .

In the forthcoming paper we use the strong spanning property to analyze exposed positive
indecomposable maps.
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