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MEASUREMENT-INDUCED NONLOCALITY OVER TWO-SIDED
PROJECTIVE MEASUREMENTS

YU GUO

ABSTRACT. Measurement-induced nonlocality (MiN), introduced by Luo and Fu [Phys. Rev.
Lett. 106(2011)120401], is a kind of quantum correlation that beyond entanglement and even
beyond quantum discord. Recently, we extended MiN to infinite-dimensional bipartite system
[arXiv:1107.0355]. MiN is defined over one-sided projective measurements. In this letter we
introduce a measurement-induced nonlocality over two-sided projective measurements. The
nullity of this two-sided MiN is characterized, a formula for calculating two-sided MiN for
pure states is proposed, and a lower bound of (two-sided) MiN for maximally entangled
mixed states is given. In addition, we find that (two-sided) MiN is not continuous. The
two-sided geometric measure of quantum discord (GMQD) is introduced in [Phys. Lett. A
376(2012)320-324]. We extend it to infinite-dimensional system and then compare it with

the two-sided MiN. Both finite- and infinite-dimensional cases are considered.

1. INTRODUCTION

Quantum correlation in composite quantum states lies at the heart of quantum world
[T, 2, B @4, 5L 6L 7, 8, O, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16l 17, I8, 19]. Recently, much interest
has been devoted to the study of quantum correlations that may arise without entanglement,
such as quantum discord (QD) [16], measurement-induced nonlocality (MiN)[17] and quantum
deficit [20], etc. These quantum correlations are argued to be responsible for certain quantum
computation and quantum information tasks [4], 17, 21 22| 23].

MiN is one of the ways to detect quantum correlation by locally invariant projective mea-
surements [17]. Locally invariant measurements can not affect global states in classical theory
but this is possible in quantum theory. So MiN is a type of quantum correlation which can
only exists in quantum domain. It is indicated in [I7] that MiN may be applied in quantum
cryptography, general quantum dense coding [24] 25], remote state control [26] 27], etc.

Recently, the researching on MiN is arising: the monogamy of MiN is discussed [28]; in [29],
a formula of MiN for arbitrary (finite) dimensional system is proposed, the dynamics of MiN is
explored in [30]; MiN based on the relative entropy is discussed in [31]; in [32], we extended it
to infinite-dimensional case and the nullity of MiN is characterized, etc. Xu in [33] introduced

a geometric measure of quantum discord over two-sided projective measurements. In the same
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spirit, in this letter we introduce the two-sided MiN for both finite- and infinite-dimensional
cases.

The paper is arranged as follows. In Sec. II, we first introduce the origin MiN, namely,
the MiN over one-sided projective measurements. Then introduc the geometric measure of
quantum discord (GMQD) proposed in [21], [32]. Sec. III is devoted to establishing the MiN
over two-sided projective measurements for both finite- and infinite-dimensional cases. Then
in Sec. IV we give a necessary and sufficient condition of a state has zero two-sided MiN.
In Sec. V, we introduce the two-sided GMQD for infinite-dimensional case and compare the
two-sided MiN with that of GMQD. A summarizing is given in the last section.

In this letter, we consider the two-mode system labeled by A+B which is described by a
complex Hilbert space H = Hq ® Hp with dim Hy ® Hg < +00. We denote by S(H4 ® Hp)
the set of all states acting on Hy ® Hp.

2. MEASUREMENT-INDUCED NONLOCALITY OVER ONE-SIDED PROJECTIVE MEASUREMENTS

Before discussing the two-sided MiN after this section, we firstly review the origin one-sided
MiN in the present section.

MiN was firstly proposed by Luo and Fu [I7], which can be viewed as a kind of quantum
correlation from a geometric perspective based on the local projective measurements from
which one of the reduced states is left invariant. The MiN of p (with respect to part A),
denoted by Na(p), is defined by [17]

(1) Na(p) = max |p — ()3,

where || - [|2 stands for the Hilbert-Schmidt norm (that is [|Als = [Tr(ATA)]%), and the
maximum is taken over all local projective measurement I1* = {II¢ } with ), II?pAII$ = pa,
where 1%(p) = ¥, (¢ ® I)p(I1§  I;).

Recently, we extended MiN to infinite-dimensional case [32] using the same scenario as that
of finite-dimensional case. That is,

(2) Na(p) = sup lp — () I3,

where the sup is taken over all local projective measurement I1* = {II{} that satisfying
S  pallé = pa. Here, Y, (II¢ @ Ip)I(II¢ @ Ig) = Y, 11 ® Iy = Iap, and the series
converges under the strongly operator topology [19].

The MiN is in some sense dual to the geometric measure of quantum discord (GMQD) [17].
GMQD is originally introduced in [21] as

3) DS (p) 1= min o X3

with x runs over all zero QD (up to part A) states. Very recently, we extend GMQD to
infinite-dimensional case in terms of the classical-quantum (CQ) states. [Let H4 and Hp are
complex separable Hilbert spaces with dim H4 ® Hp < 4+00. Recall that a state p is called a
CQ state if it can be written as

(4) pzzpi|i>(il®pi3,
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where {|i)} is an orthonormal set of Ha, pPs are states of the subsystem B, p; > 0 and
>, pi = 1 (for the finite-dimensional case, see in [34]).] Assume that dimH4 ® Hp = 400,
we define the geometric measure of quantum discord up to part A of a state by [32]

(5) DS (p) = inf{|lp — 7|3 : m € CQY,

where CQ is the set of all CQ states on H4 ® Hp. That is, the geometric quantum discord of
a state p is the square of the Hilbert-Schmidt distance of the state to the set of all CQ states.
DS (p) makes sense for any state p because states are Hilbert-Schmidt operators.

3. MEASUREMENT-INDUCED NONLOCALITY OVER TWO-SIDED PROJECTIVE MEASUREMENTS

We now define the MiN over two-sided projective measurements. We call T1% = {I1*%}
a two-sided projective measurement if II*? = |a)(a| ® |8)(B|, where {|a)} and {|3)} are
orthonormal bases of H4 and Hp respectively, and where >_ s|a){a| ® [B)(B| = 4 ® Ip,
the series converges under the strong operator topology [19]. Under the operation of I1%, p

becomes

(6) I (p) =Y |a){al @ |B)(Blola)(al @ [B)(A].
a,B

A natural way to define two-sided MiN then is

(7) Na(p) = sup llp - 1 (p)|3,

where the sup is taken over all two-sided projective measurements {I1?’} that satisfying

> la)(alpala)(al = pa, Y 18)(Blos|B) (Bl = pp-
« 8

If I* = {|a)(a|} is a local projective measurement on part A, and II® = {|3)(3|} is a lo-
cal projective measurement on part B, then II% = II°II® = II’TI® is a two-sided projective
measurement and vice versa.

For the one-sided MiN, it is originally pointed out in [I7] that, it is particularly relevant
to certain cryptographic communication. The two-sided MiN may be also useful in some
quantum information tasks. For example, consider the task that Alice and Bob are far away
from each other and they want to send information to each other. Assume that they share
a joint state p. Both Alice and Bob can encode their information by locally manipulating
her/his part of the state, and then sends it to each other, they then decodes the message
from the joint state. If Charlie and Dave are eavesdroppers that snoop around Alice and
Bob respectively. In order to exclude eavesdropping in the communication processing, Alice
and Bob choose measurements that will not disturb her/his local state p4 /B- Provided that
Nap(p) # 0, consequently, Alice and Bob can choose a measurement which maximizes the
difference between the pre- and post-measurement states in order for both of them to detect
the change of the joint state (thus the encoded messages) most reliably. Charlie and Dave can
not get any information since Charlie is always facing the same state p4 and Dave is always
facing the same state pp, however p4 and pp are invariant. In such a scenario, Alice and Bob
can realize cryptographic communication successfully.

According to the definition in Eq. (), the following properties are straightforward.
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(i) Nap(p) = 0if and only if Na(p) = 0 and Np(p) = 0. Thus, Nag(p) = 0 for any product
state p = pa ® pp, and a pure state has nonzero two-sided MiN if and only if it is entangled.

(i) Nap(p) is locally unitary invariant, namely, Nap[(U @ V)p(Ut @ V)] = Nap(p) for
any unitary operators U and V acting on H4 and Hp, respectively.

(iil) Nap(p) > 0 whenever p is entangled since I1%°(p) is always a classical state (the
definition of classical state see in Sec. V) and thus is separable.

(iv) 0 < Nag(p) < 4.

(v) If both p4 and pp are nondegenerate, then the two-sided projective measurement that
make p 4, p invariant is unique, and this unique one is just the one induced by the eigenvectors
of p4 and pp.

To evaluate the two-sided MiN is a hard work in general, but it is easy for pure states.

Theorem 1. Let Hy and Hp be complex separable Hilbert spaces with dim H4 ® Hg <
+oo, and let [¢p) € Hy ® Hp be a pure state with the Schmidt decomposition |¢)) =
>k Ak|k)|E"). Then

(8) Nap(|9)) = Na(|$) = Np(j$)) =1-> N < 1.
k

Proof. If |¢) = >, Ax|k)|k") is the Schmidt decomposition of |1)), then, for any local
projective measurement I1%° that leaves p4 and pp invariant, one has

I ([y) ()
= X ARkl @ [K) (K]
AFEN B
+ )\kz_:)\l >\k>\l(; akituile;)(eil) @ (%: BrjBizlej)(ej)),
where {[e;)} (vesp. {|e}}) satisfy >, [ei)(eil = Ip(n,) (vesp. > lef)(e}| = Ipr(x,))whenever
M = A, here E(\g) (resp. E'(A;)) denotes the eigenspace of eigenvalue A2 of pa = Trp(|1h)(1)])
(resp. pp = Tra([¥)(¥])), and where ay; = (e;lk), Bij = (e}|l'). We compute

1[4} (] — T (| () 113
= X MM @ KT = X Alk) (k@ [K) (K]
k,l ALFEN

= 2 N aniduiles)(eil) ® (3 BryBisle) () D113
% J

A=A
= T MMlk) (U @ (KU = 3 Alk) (k| @ [K) (K]
k.l AeF AL _
- AZA A2 ariduileq) (ei]) © (X Bribijle))(ej1))?]
E=Al ? J
= 1+ A -2 > M—-2 Y NN
k AFEN Ak=N\
= 1-Y AL
k

Together with the fact [17,32] Na(|v))) = Ng(|¥)) =1 — 3_ A}, we complete the proof. O
k

Theorem 1 implies that IV 4p achieves the maximal value mT_l for maximally entangled pure
state in m ® n system with m < n. Next, we consider the (two-sided) MiN for maximally
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entangled mixed states. It is known that, for m ® n (m < n)system, a pure state [t)) is called
maximally entangled if p4 = %I A. If a mixed state has the same entanglement quantified by
a certain entanglement measure as 1), we call it a maximally entangled mixed state [35].

Theorem 2. Assume that dim H4 = m, dim Hg = n and 2m < n. If p is a maximally
entangled mixed state on H4 ® Hp, then

) Na(p) = ", Nplp) 2 T =

Proof. Let p be a maximally entangled mixed state. By Theorem 1 in [35], p can be
written as

p =D pelvi) el D pr =1,
k k

where 1) = —= """ |i)|i}), {|i)} and {|#})} are orthonormal bases of the subsystems A

m
and B respectively, satisfying (js|i) = 0;;05. For simplicity, we write px) = Trp(|v;){(¥i])-

Obviously, pa = pg) = %I 4 for any i, which reveals that any local projective II* make p4

invariant, and thus make pﬁ) invariant. Notice that for any local projective measurement I1¢,

we have

T (I (foa) (Wb DI ([5) (¥51)) = O
whenever ¢ # j. It follows that

o —11(p)][2
[ ;m(\%ﬂ%’ — I1%(|vo) (Wr])) Il

= %pkmwmwk\ — I (Jvow) (Wr)) 2

= %pk\/”%l

_ m—1
- “m
holds for any local projective measurement I1%, that is N4(p) = mT_l as desired.

Let pg) = Tr4(|¢;) (¥4]). For any local projective measurement IT° with Hb(pg)) = pg), we

have

Tr(I1°(|es) (b ) TI (o) (51])) = O
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whenever i # j and II°(pg) = pp. We assume further that Np(|1x)) = |||vr)(br] —
Hb(’¢k><¢k’)H% Then

lp =T (p) |2
[ Ek:pk(|¢k>(¢k| — TI°(|obe) (o)) [|2

= Xk:pk\||¢k><¢k| — Ty ) (o) [|2

= Eklpk\/’%l

m—1

m

which leads to Np(p) > 2L,
Replace I1° by I1 and repeat the argument above, we can conclude that Nag(p) > mT_l O

Questions. Isit true if we replace ‘>’ by ‘="in Eq. [@)? Is Ny, (or Nap) always smaller
than mT_l for any m ® n system with m < n?

By definition, it is obvious that D§ /p and DY are continuous functions on S(Ha ® Hp)
with respect to trace norm (note that the trace norm topology coincides with the Hilbert-
Schmidt norm topology on S(H4 ® Hp) [36]). In the end of this section, we show that

Proposition 3. N,,p and Nsp are not continuous functions on § (Hy ® Hp) with re-
spect to the trace norm (dim H4 ® Hp < +00).

We illustrate this fact with the example below. We consider the m ® m Werner state

m—z
——— I ®Ip+
m? —m

mx — 1

(10) pa = F, 2z el0,1],

m3 —m

with ' = 37, - [d) (j|®]4")(7'| is the flip operator. Let o = (327 Aslé) (@)@ (3272, 6;157)(4']) be a
m®m state with different \;s and ;s such that the reduced sates 04 and op are nondegenerate.
In contrast, let o = (3272, Nili)(i]) @ (D271 d5]u) (wf|) with {|uf)} is another orthonormal
basis of Hp such that {|j")} and {|u)} are unbiased. Let ¢, and e, be infinitesimal numbers.

Write p, = ﬁ(ﬂx + €,0) and g, = ﬁ(pm + €,0). Then the unique two-sided projective

measurement I1% on p,, that leaves both p%) and pg) invariant is the one that induced from

the eigenvector of pff) and pg), and the unique two-sided projective measurement II'* on g,

that leaves both gff) and gg) invariant is the one that induced from the eigenvector of QXL)

and QSB") (here pgl/)B = Trg/a(pn), QXL/)B = Trp/a(on). Note that p%)s (resp. gff)s) have the
same eigenvectors, and pg)s (resp. pg)s) have the same eigenvectors as well). It is now clear
that, although p, — p, and g, — p, in the trace norm for some sequences {¢,} and {e,}
(and thus g, — p, — 0 in the trace norm), |0, — IT®®(0,)|l2 — |lon — II%(py)|l2 - 0, which
implies that Nag(0,) — Nap(pn) - 0. Therefore, Nyp is not continuous. Similarly, one can

check that N4, is not continuous.
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4. NULLITY OF TWO-SIDED MEASUREMENT-INDUCED NONLOCALITY

Let H4 and Hp be complex separable Hilbert spaces with dim Hy ® Hg < +oo, and let
{|#)} and {|i’)} be the orthonormal bases of H4 and Hp respectively. Then any state p acting
on H4 ® Hp can be represented by

(11) pZZEz’j@)Bij ZZAM@)FM,
,J k,l
where E;; = |i){(j|, Flu = |K'){I'|, Bijs and Ays are trace class operators on Hp and Hy

respectively, and where the series converges in trace norm [37].

In [32], we proved that Na(p) = 0 if and only if Ays are mutually commuting normal
operators and each eigenspace of p4 contained in some eigenspace of B;; for all k£ and I.
Equivalently, we also obtain in [32] that N4(p) = 0 if and only if

(12) p=>_pili) il ©pf
;

with pf = pP whenever p; = p;, where {|j)} is an orthonormal basis of H,. Together with
the fact Nap(p) = 0 if and only if Na(p) = Np(p) = 0, the followings are obvious.

Theorem 4. Let H4 and Hp be complex separable Hilbert spaces with dimH4 ® Hg <
+00, {|k)} and {|i')} be orthonormal bases of H4 and Hp, respectively, and p € S(Ha® Hp).
Write p = Z” Ei;®B;; = Zk’l A ® Fy as in Eq. () with respect to the given bases. Then
Nag(p) = 0 if and only if B;;s and Ays are mutually commuting normal operators with the
properties that each eigenspace of pp (resp. Aj;) contained in some eigenspace of B;; (Ay)
for all 4 and j (resp. k and 1).

Equivalently, we have

Theorem 5. Let H4 and Hp be complex separable Hilbert spaces with dimH4 ® Hg <
+o0, p € S(Ha ® Hp). Then Nyp(p) = 0 if and only if

(13) p=">_ pijli)(il @5}
Z"j
with p;; = pijx whenever Y. p;; = >, pi, and p;; = p;; whenever zj Pij = Zj Dlj-

Assume that dimH4 ® Hg < 400, dimHy = m and dimHg = n. Let p € S(Hy ® Hp)
be a state with Nap(p) = 0. Theorem 4 and 5 reveals that

1—1¢
14 Napl(t —1 = t 1
( ) AB( P+ mn AB) 07 S [07 ]
and
(15) Nag(p™/8) =0,

where pT4/B denotes the partial transpose of p. One can also check that if Dp (p) =0, then

1—1¢
DAB(tp—I— —IAB) =0, te [0, 1]
mn
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and
Dap(p™/7) = 0.

Going further, (i) if Na/p(p) = 0, then Ny p(tp + —IAB) = 0 for all ¢t € [0, 1] and
NA/B(pTA/B) = 0; (ii) if Dy/p(p) = 0, then Dy p(tp + Llap) = 0 for all ¢ € [0, 1] and
DB (pT4/8) = 0. That is, both the nullity of (two-sided) MiN and the nullity of (two-sided)
QD are connected sets since all zero (two-sided) MiN states and all zero (two-sided) QD states

are connected with the maximal mixed state of the system. And the partial transpose of zero
(two-sided) MiIN (QD) state is still a zero (two-sided) MiN (QD) state.

5. COMPARING WITH (GEOMETRIC MEASURE OF) QUANTUM DISCORD

We now begin to discuss the relation between the two-sided MiN and the two-sided QD
(GMQD). For the finite-dimensional case, the QD over two-sided projective measurements is
defined by [16], 33]

(16) Dap(p) = L(p) —supl (1% (p)),

I1a
where sup is taken over all two-sided projective measurements. It is known that Dap(p) =0
if and only if p is a classical state (see in [33] and the references therein). Recall that, a
bipartite state p acting on H4 ® Hp with dim H4 ® Hp < +o0 is called a classical state, if it
admits the form of

(17) pP= ZP@]’ il @ 7)),

where Zij pij = 1, pi; > 0. For finite-dimensional system, the GMQD over two-sided projec-
tive measurements is defined by [33]

(18) Dp(p) = inf | p — =13,

where inf is taken over all 7w that Dap(w) = 0. Let C be the set of all classical states in
S(Ha ® Hp). We now extend it to infinite-dimensional case by

(19) DSp(p) = inf |p - oll3,

where inf is taken over all p € C.

Denote by /\/’2 B D% g and Df{;o the nullity of two-sided MiN, the nullity of two-sided QD
and the nullity of two-sided GMQD, respectively. We showed in [32] that Dg(p) =0 if and
only if p is a CQ state for both finite- and infinite-dimensional cases. Hence DY 5 = Dﬁgo =C
holds for finite-dimensional case and Dg};o = C holds for infinite-dimensional case. Let N
(resp. N3)be the set of all states with zero MiN with respect to part A (resp. B). Recall
that, a state p € S(Ha ® Hp) is called a quantum-classical (QC) state, if it can be expressed
by p=73_; quf ®15)(j'| for some orthonormal basis {|j’)} of Hp, where {g;} is a probability
distribution, pfs are states on H4. Let QC be the set of all QC states, then C = CO N OC.
In [32], we proved that N'§ (resp. N3) is a proper subset of CQ (resp. QC). Together with
Theorem 5, we can thus get that
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Theorem 6. ./\/:2 p s a proper subset of Dﬁgo for both finite- and infinite-dimensional

cases.

For finite-dimensional case, analytic formulas for calculating the GMQD and the two-side
GMQD are proposed [I8, B3]. Let p € S(Hq4 ® Hp) with dimH4 ® Hp < 4o00. As-
sume that dim H4 = m and dim Hp = n. We denote by B(HA/B) the space of all liner
operators on H,/p. For given sets of Hermitian operators {(X; : i=1,2,...,m?} and
{Y; : j = 1,2,...,n%} that constitute orthonormal Hilbert-Schmidt bases of B(H4) and
B(Hp) respectively, p can be decomposed as p = ¢;; X; ® Y;. For any orthonormal bases {|k)}

of Hy and {[lI')} of Hp, let |k)(k| = > ap Xy, |I){I'| = 3 bi;Y;, A = [ag), B = [by;] and
i=1 Jj=1

C = [cj]. It is showed in [I8] that

DS (p) = Tr(CCY) — SAUE Tr(ACCtAY),

DG(p) = TH(CCY) — 3 .
k=1

In [33], the DG 5(p) is evaluated by

DS 5(p) = Tr(CCY) — sup Tr(ACB'BC! AY),

A,B
o . min{m,n}
DSyl > THCC) = X

where \; are eigenvalues of CC? listed in decreasing order (counting multiplicity), ¢ denotes
transpose.

If pga = %I 4, then all local projective measurements 11* leave p4 invariant. In such a case,
it is immediate from Eqgs. (I) and (@) that Na(p) > DS(p). Symmetrically, if pp = 115, one
has Ng(p) > D$(p). And of course that, Nap(p) > DY 5(p) provided that ps = L1, and
pB = %I B. The following result is easy to check.

Theorem 7. Let p € S(Hy ® Hp) be a state with dim H4 = m < +oo and dim Hg =
n < +o00. Then the following statements are true:
(i) If pa = L1y, then

Na(p) = Tr(CC") = inf TH(ACC'A") = Da(p),
Na(p) = Dalp) = TH(CC") - ]f; A
(ii) If pp = L1p, then
Ni(p) = Tr(CCY) — inf Tr(CB'BCY) = Dilp),

Np(p) > Dp(p) > Te(CCt) — é A
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(iii) If pa = %IA and pp = %IB, then

Nag(p) =Tr(CCY) — 1'14n£ Tr(ACB'BC'A') > Dag(p),
min{m,n}

Nag(p) > Dag(p) > Tr(CC*) — I;l k-

6. EXAMPLES

At last, we present some examples to illustrate the nullity of two-sided MiN and compare
it with the two-sided QD(GMQD).

Example 1. We consider the two-qubit Bell-diagonal states

3

1
p= Z(IA®IB+ZUi®Uz’),
=1

. . . 01 0 —i
where ¢;s are real numbers, o;s are Pauli matrices, i.e., o1 = Lo ) o9 = -
)

1
and o3 = 0 01 . It is showed in [33] that DGg(p) = 0 if and only if ¢; = ¢ = 0.
However, one can check that Nag(p) = 0 if and only if ¢; = co = ¢35 = 0. Also note that
1
PA = pPB = % 0 0 . That is DG 5(p) > Nagp(p) for Bell-diagonal state p and there exit

Bell-diagonal states such that they have quantum correlation tested by two-sided QD while
they don’t contain quantum correlation quantified by two-sided MiN.

However, as what we will show, for the so-called Werner states and the isotropic states, the
zero two-sided MiN coincides with the zero two-sided QD(GMQD).

Example 2.  For the m ® m Werner state as in Eq. (I0), it is showed that DG (p,) = 0
if and only if # = L [I8], DG y(p,) = 0 if and only if z = L [33]. Clearly, Nag(p,) = 0 if

and only if z = L. Namely, the nullity of (two-sided) MiN coincides with that of (two-sided)
QD(GMQD), which is the trivial one, i.e., p is the maximally mixed state.

Example 3. For the m ® m isotropic state

1—=x m2z — 1
= sl —— “|lH\T 1
Px m2 1 AR I+ m2_1 W) ><71Z) |7 T € [0’ ]’

with [¢)T) is the maximally entangled state. It is known that DS (p,) = 0 if and only if z = #

[18] and DG 5(p,) = 0 if and only if = = # [33]. Apparently, Nag(pz) = 0 if and only if
z = -L;. So the nullity of (two-sided) MiN coincides with that of (two-sided) QD(GMQD).
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7. SUMMARY

With the same sprit as the two-sided geometric measure of quantum discord introduced
in [33], and in some sense dual to it, the two-sided measurement-induced nonlocality is es-
tablished for both finite- and infinite-dimensional cases. Consequently, an analytic formula of
Nap for pure states is given, the nullity of the two-sided MiN is explored, and show that there
exist nonzero two-sided MiN states that don’t have two-sided QD. Furthermore, the two-sided
GMQD for infinite-dimensional system is proposed, and then we compare it with (two-sided)
MiN. We thus obtain a clear structure of these two different quantum correlations.

Generally, entanglement measure is continuous, for example, concurrence is such a situation
[38], and the Negativity [39] is continuous as well. However, in contrast to it, we illustrate
with example that both the origin one-sided MiN and the two-sided MiN are not continuous
functions of the states.

Except for the questions proposed in Sec. III, there are some other issues that are worth
further discussion. The first one is to comparing the dynamics of (two-sided) MiN with that of
(two-sided) QD(GMQD). The second concerns the comparing of MiN with the well-accepted
entanglement measure, entanglement of formation [40] or concurrence [38, 41]. These works
will provide us a more explicit picture of these different quantum correlations.
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