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We study multipartite entanglement under stochastic lopatations and classical communication (SLOCC)
and propose the entanglement classification under SLOC& hitrary-dimensional multipartitexqudit) pure
states via the rank of c@icient matrix, together with the permutation of qudits. Thaks of the coficient
matrices have been proved to be entanglement monotone&ntdmeglement classification of th@2 ® 2 4
system is discussed in terms of the generalized method, 2différent SLOCC families are found.

PACS numbers: 03.67.Mn, 03.65.Ud

Entanglement plays a vital role in quantum information Ref. [15;. A generah-qubit pure state can be expanded as
processing, which includes quantum teleportation, quantu |y) = Ziz:’lai iy, wherega; are the cofficients andi) are the
cryptography, quantum computation, etc [1]. Classificattd  binary basis states. The dfeient matrix is constructed as
different types of multipartite entanglement has been one dbllows:
the main tasks in quantum information theory. Many studies

on multipartite entanglement classification undefedent re- 40.--00---0 *** @0..-01---1
strictions, such as local operations and classical comeatini V2l (n+y2) V2l ((n+1y2)
tion (LOCC) and stochastic LOCC (SLOCC) [2, 3], have been 4...10---0 *** 40...11..-1
conducted in recent years. Thefdrence between LOCC and M(ly)) = 2 (ne1)2) 2 (ne1)2) 3

SLOCC can be interpreted as follows: if two states can be
made equivalent up to LOCC with some non-zero probability, ay 1'0 0 ay 1'1 1
they are said to be SLOCC equivalent [3]. Suppose that two SR S-S
n-qudit pure statelg) and|¢) are in then-partite Hilbert space 2l ey (2l ey
H" = H1® Hy ® - -- ® Hn, WhereHy, Ho, -+, Hq have the  where the subscripts of the diieients are written in binary
dimensiong;, d; - - - , dy, respectively. In mathematics,|if)  form. For twon-qubit pure states connected by SLOCCeLi
and|¢) are LOCC equivalentiithere exists local unitary oper- al. proved that the ranks of the dfieient matrices are equal
atorsUq), Uz, -+, Ug in U(dy, C), U(dz,C), -+, U(dn,C),  whether or not the permutation of qubits is fulfilled on both

respectively, such thet[3] states. This theorem provides a way of partitioning all the
n-qubit states into dierent families.
W) =UyeUp® - &Umnld). (1) With the development of quantum information theory, the

importance of qudit is gradually recognized. Maximally
entangled qudits have been shown to violate local realism
more strongly and are lesffected by noise than qubits [16—

If ) and|¢) are SLOCC equivalent, then they can be ex-
pressed as [4]

W) =Fu®F@p®- & Fglé) ) 21]. Using entangled qudits can provide more secure scheme
’ against eavesdropping attacks in quantum cryptography [22
whereF 1y, F(2), - - - , Fn) are invertible local operators (ILOs) 126], and also fiers advantages including greater channel ca-
in GL(d, C), GL(dy, C), - - -, GL(dy, C), respectively. In this pacity for quantum communication [27] as well as more reli-
paper, we concentrate on the entanglement classification uable quantum processing [28]. Mucfi@t has been put on
der SLOCC. the classification of bipartite and tripartite states withher

It has been shown that two pure states that are equivalegimensions in systems such a®2 @ n [2€,130], 2@ n®n
under SLOCC can perform the same quantum informatiof31], 2® me n [32-+34] andn® n® n [35].
tasks [4]. The main idea of entanglement classification is to In this paper, we generalize the concept officent ma-
find an invariant preserved under SLOCC, and considerabliix to n-qudit pure states. A theorem is provided to show that
research has been conducted on the entanglement classifi¢ge rank of the coicient matrix is invariant under SLOCC.
tion of three [4], four[5-10] and-qubit pure states [11-114] By calculating the rank of cdgcient matrix along with the
under SLOCC since the beginning of this century. Recentlypermutation of qudits, we successfully obtain the resuits o
Li et al. have proposed a simpler and mofkatent approach classification fom-qudit pure states under SLOCC. We have
for SLOCC classification of generak-qubit pure states in also proved that each of the ranks of thefticeent matrices is
an entanglement monotone. We investigate several examples
and interesting entanglement properties are discoverad. U
ing our theorems, we discuss the entanglement classificatio
*Email address:center@mail.tsinghua.edu.cn of the 2@ 2 ® 2 ® 4 system, which we believe has never been
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studied before.

Suppose am-qudit pure stateys) in the n-partite Hilbert
spaceH" = HL @ Ho ® - - - @ Hy, whereHy, Hy, - - -, Hy have
the dimensionsl;, d, - - - , dn, respectively, which can be ex-
panded in the form

states

IS12 - S = 1S @) ® - @ |sn) %)

(4)

where g; are the cofficients ands;s;---s,) are the basis

with sc € {0,1,---,d¢— 1}, k = 1,--- ,n. The codicient ma-
trix M(ly)) is constructed by arrangiryi = 0, - - -, [T_; dk—
1) in lexicographical ascending order

I, d—1
W= alas s,

a0...00---0 80...00h  —1---dy—1
I n-l | ]
49...10---0 aQ...1d - 1---dh—1
M(W/)): I n-l I ] (6)

c8g;—1.-dj—1dy —1---dh—1

| n-| | n-1

where 1< 1 <n-1.
To illustrate, we consider thequdit GHZ state| [36]

In the following context, in the case whelre> 2, the per-
mutations of qudits are included in the set

{o} = {(r1, c1)(r2, ¢2) - - - (r. )} (10)

IGHZ) = %(IO>®n +[1F 4+ d = 1. (7)
d where 1<rp <rp<---<rg<l+(mmod2),l <c < ¢ <

-+ < ¢k < n, and ¢, ¢) represents the transpositionrpfand

¢i. The purpose of choosing the permutation form in [Eq] (10)

is to omit the permutations that end up exchanging rows or

It can be calculated that all the dieient matrices have the
form of

% 0 0 O columns in the cocient matrix. Lettingk vary from O to
| — (nmod2), and we get all the elements included in the set
0 0 0 {o}. The case wherle= 0 is defined as identical permutation,
M(IGHZ)) = 1 , (8)  denotedbyro = I. Whenl = 1, we choosery = (1. k+1). k=
Vd 0,1,---,n-1.
0 0 0 Theorem 1. According to Eq. [(R), the cdigcient matrices
0o 0 - 0 % of [y) and|¢) satisfy the relation
where the cofficient matrices are usually not square matrices, M(ly) = T
they haved diagonal element being non-zero, and the non- (Foy® - @ Fana)) M (F(n2141) ® - ® Fmy)

diagonal elements are all zero. A simple calculation shows
thatrank(|GHZ)) = d.

Each permutation of qubits gives a permutation Applying permutationr to both sides of EqL(11) gives
{Q1, 92, ,0n} Of {1,2,---,n}. So in this case, the co-
efficient matricesMg,.. (here we have omitted the column M7 (ly)) =
qgudits) can be constructed by taking the corresponding (Fy®---
permutation. The relation between all the reduced density
matrices and the cdiécient matrices is given by [37]

(11)

® F i) M () (Fry21y® - ® F)'
(12)

which indicates thaM“ (|¢)) andM? (|¢)) have the same rank.

Pa-q = Mg-q M;y»-qw 9
whereMy, .4 is the conjugate transpose Mf,..q . It is obvi-
ous thatrank(Mg,..q) = rank(pg,..q). Therefore, when con-
sidering all the particles, the local ranks [4] are exadily t
ranks of the cofficient matrices in the case where 1.

The detailed proof is given in appendix.

Therefore, the classification of entanglement via the rank
of the codficient matrix has the significant advantage of be-
ing independent of the dimension of state and permutation of
qudits. Letf,, represents the family of afl-qudit states with
rankr. Itis clear that all full separable states belongfig.



With the help of permutation of qudits, the familigg, can

be further divided into subfamilies. Defirfeé” (here we have 2(3:33) ‘
omitted the subscriph) as the subfamily whose cfieient aas
matrix rank isr with respect to permutatiomm. The general a(,44) \ B ___Varance
expression of the subfamilies is a2.25) [ I\ /I. 1 VTVRar:kgfrcoeﬁ.C.em mame
01,02, 0 o o 3139 ~ ; :
7:rllrz 2rm "= 7: S ARERE 7:rmm~ (13) a(1,2,6) |— x{ """
In order to maximize the number of families, the valué of EEZ:Z; e e
) . a(0,3, - g
is given by i } N
| = argmaxP(l)}, (14) ij;z e
oot S S
where a(O’O’g)o 5 10 15 20 25 30

P() = ]_[ min{l_l:(zl o l_l:=|+1 o} (15)

{o}
Figure 1: (Color online) Variance of, |, andly and ranks of the co-

with dg, the dimension of the party correspondingio Itis  efficient matrices under fierent arrangements (shown in the vertical
obvious that for states with each party of the same dimensioraxis) existing inDj states.
the family number is maximized when= [n/2].
Theorem 2. Each of the ranks of the cficient matrices is
an entanglement monotone. We then consideD} states. which are defined as

Proof. It has been shown that the rank of the &méent ma-

trice Mg, o, q (1)), Which is the direct generalization of the 12,15, m) =
Schmidt rank of the bipartite pure states, cannot be ineckas -3 Z
by LOCC [38]. Thereforerank(Mgq, q,.-.q (%)) is an entan- ( TR ) Pk +,2,3,---,3,0,--- ,O>,
glement monotone. lofla! |2 o . : "
The theorem has shown that the rank offieeent matrix (17)

is closely connected with the degree of entanglement.
As an application of the generalized method, consider thevhere|1),|2) and|3) are the excitations withy, |, andlz as

following state: their numbers, which satisfy + |, + I3 < n— 1, wherea40)
is the ground state.
I, 12,n) = We study the classification of entanglementjf states
-1 with respect tdy, I, I3, andlp. The variance of, I, I3 and
( ) Z Pq |1 .,2,0,- - ,o>, (16) lo and the ranks of the céiicient matricesMg, g,q,q, Under dif-
I0'|l'|2 H'—’ — ferent arrangements are shown in Fig. 2. The rank of the coef-

[ [ g . . .
? ’ ficient matrices shows a contrasting trend with the decrefaise

where|1),|2) are the excitationg0) represents the ground the variance, the physical interpretation of this phenamnés
state, ando, 11, |2 are the number of stat¢®, |1), |2), respec-  the same as thBj] states, and we can distinguish most states
tively, which satisfyl; + 1, < n— 1. {Py} is the set that contains in terms of the ranks of the cfiicient matrices.
all permutations. We denote the states in Eql (1&%states. In the end, we discuss the entanglement classification of
For D} states, stateffs, |2, n), [l2,11,n), IN—1Iy —1I2,11,n), the 2® 2 ® 2 ® 4 system. For the cases whére 1,1 = 2,
INn—11 =1l 15, n), l,n—=11 =12, n), and|l,,n—11 —1l,,ny can  andl = 3, the values ofP(l) are 4, 64 and 4, respectively.
be transformed into each other under SLOCC, namely, theJo maximize the family number, we consider the case where
belong to the same family. In the following, we can ar-| = 2. The set of permutation consists of three elemdnts=
range these states and denote thera(hsl,, lp), wherelp = {oo=1,01=(1,3),02 = (1,4)}. The classification results are
— 11 — I2. We study the classification of entanglemenDﬂf shown in Table I. It needs to be noted that the entangledsstate
states with respect g, I, andlg. The variance ofy, |, andlg (W) and|GHZ) states) wff"; ;’1 ‘72 have a similar Frobenius
and the ranks of the c@iicient matricesMg, q,q,q, Under dif-  algebra structure [39]. The entanglement structure of tRe 2
ferent arrangements are shown in Fig. 1, which shows that th2® 2 ® 4 system is illustrated by an entanglement pyramid in
rank of the cofficient matrix increases with the decrease ofFig. 3.
the variance, and most of tI{ﬁ states can be distinguished In summary, the rank invariance of the @gent matrix
by the ranks of the cdicient matrices. under SLOCC has been proven to be valid intkgudit pure
Physically speaking, staté®), |1) and|2) are on an equal states regardless of the dimension of each partite and the pe
footing. So the state is maximal entangled wihgn; andl, mutation of qudits. It has also been proved that each of the
are close to each other, namely, the variandg,df andl; is ranks of the cofficient matrices is an entanglement mono-
as small as possible. According to Theorem 2, Fig. 1 showtone. Numerical results showed that this generalization ca
an inverse relationship between the variance and the rank afivestigate the entanglement feature of quantum statds wit
M a0 - qudits. We have discussed the entanglement classification o
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Figure 3: The entanglement pyramid of th&2 ® 2 ® 4 system,

70,01,02

where we usei(j, k) to represent; 77,

Figure 2: (Color online) Variance df, I,, I3 andly and ranks of

codficient matricesMg, q,q45q, Under diferent arrangements (shown ) )
in the vertical axis) existing iD¢ states. ilies with respect to the generalized method. We expect that

our generalization could come up with further theoretical a
experimental results.
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Table I: SLOCC classification of the 2 ® 2 ® 4 system. The
permutations areo = |, = (1,3), 02 = (1, 4).

SLOCC family Representative entangled states

7-:{22’1’“2 |0000 + 0010 + 0101 + 1011

+(1002 +|1012 + (1103 + (1113 APPENDIX
ﬁ:{’g’l"“ 0000 + 1010 + |1001) + (0102 + 1113
Faan 7 |0000 +|0110 +]1100 +|1002 + 1113 Now we prove the following theorem:
FooT1T2 |0000 + (0110 + 1100 + [0012 + 1113 Let |y, |¢) be any states in Fh&pa_rtite Hi_Ibert spac_:é{ =
FooTL2 10000 + (0111 + [1012 + |1113 H, @ H> ®_~-®'Hn, Where'Hi_|s of dimensiordi, 1 <i <n.
Foorios 10000 + [1100 + [1012 + |1113 If there existA; € Mg, (C) (1 <i < n) such that
7‘?,:—30{1’0'2 0000 + 011D + (1102 + (1113 W) =A @A ® - ® Anld), (18)
Ty 2 10000 +[1010 +|0102 +[1113
Fana 72 |0000 + (0110 + 1002 + [1113 then, forany 1< | < n,

07172 0000 + 1100 + (0012 +|111
;—:2;;2)2714"2 :Ooog + :1013 + :10013; + :1112 M(W)) = Al ®--® Al M(|¢>)(A|+l ®: - ® An)T (19)
Fazs 10000 + 1010 + 1112 We will prove Eq. [I®) by the induction method. Clearly,
Fazs " 10000 +[1009 + 1112 if A = I; (the identity matrix inMg (C)) for every 1< i < n,
Fozs " [0000 +1100 + 1112 then equation Eq[{11) holds.
11010 + 1100 + [1001) Letly) = 2% tgliy and for 1< r < n,
7-';2051’”2 0002 + 0010 + |0100 + 1000
[0000 + (111D W)=1® @l @A1®- - ® Alg). (20)

Taai 10099 + [001D + 11109 + /111D For any 1< | < n, we assume that
Fro 2 |0000 +[100) +[0110 +[1111) = ’
FooT172 10000 +[1010 +|0102) + 111D M) = h® @l ®Au
T e ot ® & AMP) (A1 & A,
nglofrm 1010 + 12000 when r+1<l<nm;
7o 0000 M() = l1®---® iM(9))

X(I|+l®"’®Ir®Af+l®”.®An)T’
when I<l<r<n
M) = 1@ @ IM()(A1®-- @ AT,
the 2@ 2® 2 ® 4 system and found 22 fierent SLOCC fam- when 1<l=r<n. (22)



Next, we will prove that when From Eq. [25), it can be computed that
Wry=1e &l 1®A®: - ®Al), (22)
there is

M(ly"))

1® @I 19A® - A
XM(I))(A1® -+ ® AT,
when r+1<l<n;
M(ly")) = l1®--- @ IM(|$)) bina,+s+t-1h = Bt1Cknd,+s + 8r2Ckhd, +hes
X(h1® @1 @A ®--- A, +++ + ud, Ckhdl, +(d, - Dh+ s> (27)
when I<l<r<n

M) = h@ @l 1@ AM(A) (A ®- @A),
when I<l=r<n.
(23)
Write [¢') = X% % byli) and
a1 a2 -+ A, wheret = 1,2,...,dr, k = 0,1,...,d1"'dr_1 -1,s =
0,1,...,d-1,h=d1---dp. Ifr+1<1 < n, write
A1 agp -+ Ay > Ly s ) r+1 n = '
A=l e (24)
dg1 9g.2 **° Add,
Since
W)=11® @l1®A® 1@ ® ), (25)
we need only prove that
Co C1 o Cdygedp-1
M(|l,0'>) = h® I 1ARI1®---®1 M(|l,0>), Cd, 1y Ca, 1Oyl “or Codgth—1
when r+1<l<n; : : : :
"Ny = M(ly)) = i ' ’ ' ;
M(hﬁ >) = h® -8l M(l‘ﬁ)) . Cd Ch+1 *or Chdyygdh—1
X(y1©@ @l 1 @A ®I1®---® 1), :
when 1<l<r; c c o
, (-t =110y C(dy-di—1)dtptl " wety=1
M) = 11®-® lr1@ AM(W)), e TR " e9)
when 1I<r=I<n. (26) ifl1<l<r<n,write
|
Co C1 s Ch w0 Gy
Coly-dhy Cy,yedhy oo Cdypetyttiagedy 0 Codigedh—
M(lw)): Ii:l d d|1.d+l d|1 d'erl d ' 2d|1'd 1 ' (29)
Cldr-d-D)dir-th C(dr-di-1)dsa-dp+l ~*° C(drdi-D)dsr-dorh = 0 Cepodh-1
|
if1 <I=r<n,write then it follows from Eq.[(2l7) that equations EQ.26) holds.
Finally, we consider the permutation of qudits. Applying
Co C1 N N the permutationr defined in Eq. [(1I0) to both sides of Eq.
Cq Cds1 S Cona (@9) and we have
M) =| : L @0

: M7(jy) = AT®--- @A
Cldy—d-1h Cdg-d—-1h+1 *** Cdyechy—1 XM (DA, ® - @ AD)". (31)



WhenAy, -- -, A, are ILOs, it can be directly concluded from two SLOCC equivalent states have the same rank with respect

Eq. (31) thatM“(Jy)) and M (j¢)) have the same rank. Thus to every permutation of qudits.
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