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Abstract. A bipartite state is called lazy if the entropy rate of one subsystem is
vanishing for any coupling to the other subsystem. In this paper, we provide a necessary
and sufficient condition for a finite-dimensional bipartite state to be lazy, and prove
that a two-mode Gaussian state is lazy if and only if it is a direct product state.
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1. Introduction

Quantum correlation manifests abundant structures and powerful applications [1I, 2].
How many kinds of quantum correlation and how to characterize them are therefore quite
fundamental questions. Entanglement and discord, as two kinds of quantum correlation,
drawing strong attention, have been intensively studied, and still in active research (for
examples see[3] 4] 5] [@]).

A bipartite state is called lazy, if the entropy rate of one subsystem is zero for any
coupling to the other subsystem. In [7], the authors established necessary and sufficient
conditions for a state to be lazy. In [§], the authors showed that almost all states are
pretty lazy. It is shown that a maximally entangled pure state is lazy[9], this indicates
that the correlation described by lazy states do not coincide the correlation described
by entanglement. In [10], by investigating some 2-qubit states, the authors showed that
there indeed exist many lazy states which are entangled, and exist many separable states
which are not lazy.

This paper consider the more general cases. We explore the conditions of a state to
be lazy for arbitrary finite-dimensional bipartite quantum states and two-mode Gaussian
states.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we establish a necessary and
sufficient condition for a state to be lazy for arbitrary finite-dimensional bipartite
quantum states. In Section 3, we prove that a two-mode Gaussian state is lazy if
and only if it is a direct product state. In section 4, we briefly summary this paper.

As preparations, we briefly review the definition of bipartite lazy state and introduce
some notations. Suppose that quantum systems A and B are described by the Hilbert
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spaces HA and HP respectively, the composite system AB is then described by the
Hilbert space HA? = HA @ HB. Let ny = dim H*, ng = dim H?, being finite or
infinite. A state pAZ on HAP is called a lazy state with respect to A if [7]

Ca(p™?) = [p*", p* @ 1] =0, (1)
where p4 = trpp??, IP is the identity operator on HZ. We often omit I4 and I?
without any ambiguity. Note that [pAZ, p* ® IP] = 0 keeps invariant under locally
unitary transformations.
An important physical interpretation of lazy states is that the entropy rate of A is
zero in the time evolution under any coupling to B [7]

CalpP(1) = 0 & 5" (1) logy p*(1)] = 0. )

2. lazy states of finite-dimensional bipartite systems

When ny = dim H4, np = dim HP are finite, any state pZ can be expressed as [11]

2 2 2 2
ny—1 np—1 ny—1ng—1

1
pAB — nAnB(]A®]B+ Nomo@IP4+ Y ylten+ Y Y Toen). (3)

=1 j=1 i=1 j=1

1

In Eq.(3), we used the {ai};i“l_ ({T]};El_ ' similarly) defined as

77/2_
{o:}:24 = {wi, wjk, v}, (4)
2
= —|—— (P, P. o+ Py =P 1<l —1 5
wy l(H—l)( 11+ oo+ ...+ Iy J+1,041) 5 SESng ;. (5)
wjp = P, + Prj,vi = (P — Pyj), 1 <j <k <ny, (6)

where Py, = |j) (k| with {|j)}}2, an orthonormal basis for H4, {w;, uji, v} is arranged
for any fixed order. {o; ?:?“1_1 are the traceless generators of su(na) algebra, and fulfill
the relations [111, [12]

2 _
ny—1

tTO'Z' = 0, tT’(O'Z'O'j) = 252‘]', [O’Z‘,O'j] = 27, Z fijkaka (7)
k=1

where [0, 0;] = 0,0, — 004, fi;i is totally antisymmetric in the subindices {ijk}. When
na =2, {o:}3_, are the well known Pauli operators, f;;; the permutation symbol.

Now we derive the condition [pAZ, p] = 0 for the state p“? expressed in the form
in Eq.(3). From Eq.(3), we have
n3 —1
A L ooa S B
pt=—I"+ > mo;®I"). (8)
na i=1

Then
2 2
ny—1ng—1

1
% 0" = — 3 D [Tyoi @ 75, ap0y, @ 7] (9)

WANB =1 j=1
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2 2
1 ny—1ngp—1

= Tijrloi, or] @ 7 (10)
nAng ikzzl g;l ’ ’
2 ni\—anB—l
=3 S Timpfimor @ 5. (11)
ANB =1 j=1

Thus [pAB, p?] = 0 leads to Z?,;“:_ll Tijxg fim = 0 for any [, j.
Proposition 1. pAZ in the form in Eq.(3) is lazy respect to A if and only if

21
3" Tywrfiw =0 forany 1 <1<n%—1,1<j<nj—L (12)
ik=1

The lazy states respect to B have the similar result.

Example 1. As a demonstration, we consider a special class of 3 x 3 states

1 s é :
pAB = §(IA®[B —FZZL’ZUZ ®IB —l—zyj[A@Uj + Z)\kak ®0k)> (13)
i=1 j=1 k=1

where A\ # 0 for all k.

na = 3, then [12] fiyr = 1, fore = fa1s5 = fau = fos1 = favg = foae = 1/2,
fas = fass = V/3/2, notice that f;,; is totally antisymmetric, thus fu7; = 1, etc.
Otherwise fir; = 0.

For Eq.(13), for any j, [, Eq.(12) leads to 3-3_; Njzrfim = 0, thus S8, 2p fim =
F;; = 0. We explicitly write out the matrix F' = (F};) = 0 as

z6 T5 _ _x3 _®
0 2 2 T 5 5 Ty 0
_ @6 0 T4 _®3  _mg _ V3ag T z5 V3zs
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
_ x5 @ 0 T2 T zr _ V3zg _xe  V3ze
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
T3 _z T6 _ x5 _
Ty D) 2 0 D) 2 T 0 —0 (14)
zy  zg 4 V3ag _m _ %6 0 E7) _z2 3z '
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
zy _m —or 4 VBws  zs _za 0 z3 3wy
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
_ _ @5 T6 T2 _ @3
A AT A &
_ V3zxs _ V3xe 3x2 3x3
0 5 5 0 5 5 0 0

Consequently, p? in Eq.(13) with all Ay # 0 is lazy if and only if ; = 0 for all i.

3. Two-mode lazy Gaussian states

Gaussian states are of great practical relevance in quantum information processing (for
recent reviews see [13],[14 [I5] etc). The entanglement and discord of two-mode Gaussian
states have been studied [16], 17, 18, [19]. In this section, we explore that what two-mode
Gaussian states are lazy.

Consider system A with continuous variables {z1, p; } and system B with continuous

variables {zs, po} satisfying [z1,p1] = [22,p2] = i and [z1,25] = [21,p2] = [p1,72] =
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[p1,p2] = 0. The creation and annihilation operators are defined as a; = (z; +
ipj)/\/ﬁ,a;’ = (z; —ip;)/V2, j = 1,2. Where + denotes adjoint. The Wigner
characteristic function x(p?%, A1, X2) of the two-mode state pAZ is defined as

X(0"F 0, ) = tr(p"P D(A) D(No)), (15)
where

D()\]) = exp()\jaj - >\;CLJ’> (16)
is the displacement operator, A} is the complex conjugate of \;.

pAB is Gaussian if x(p*Z, A1, A2) has the form

1
X(pABa )‘1a )‘2) = exp[—§()\{, )‘{%a )‘57 )‘g)v()‘{a )‘{%7 )‘£> )\é%)t
_i(dlaand3ad4)()\{>)\{%7 )\ga)\?)t]a (17)
where the covariance matrix V' is a real and symmetric matrix satisfying the uncertainty

relation [20], (dy, da, ds, ds) is a real vector, A; = AF + i)l
We now prove Proposition 2 below.

Proposition 2. A two-mode Gaussian state is lazy if and only if it is a direct
product state.

Proof. It is known that up to locally unitary transformations, x(p*Z, A1, A2) of a
Gaussian state pZ can be written in the form [16]

1

X(pABu )‘17 )‘2) = eXp[_i(Aiv )‘{%7 )‘gv >‘§)M(>‘{v >‘{%7 >‘£7 Ag)tv (18)

n 0 ¢ 0

0n 0 (¢

= > > 1.

M c 0 om0 ,n>1m>1 (19)

0 0 m

Recall the identities (see for example [21])

oM = [ RS0, A 20 D(=A) D), (20)
X(pA7>‘1> = X(pAB7>‘170)7 (21)

D)
ot = [ et M) D(=0), (22)

At — \*

D)D) = exp(=H—ZE) DO + o). (23)

Notice that the integrations in this section are all over (—o0, 00).
From Egs.(20-23), we get

2Ny d2 Ny d2
[pAB,pA]Z/ Wl WQ :1X(pAB,A1,Az)x(pAB,ul)[D(—Al)D(—Az%D(—ul)]

d?\y d? ) d?
:/ 1 2 MX(PAB
T T T

A A2)x (P 1) [D(=M1), D(=p1)]D(=X2)

d*\y d?\y d? ‘g N
:/ Wl 7r2 :1X(PAB,)\1,)\2)X(PAB>M1)(€AW1 i — gL

D(=A1 — p1) D(—A2). (24)
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AB

For any two-mode linear operator 07, using the Glauber-Sudarshan P function,

0B can be expressed as [22], 23] 24]

o = [ Pad*5P(a, B)laB)(aB), (25)
where,
1 . . o .
P(a, ) = —46|a‘2+|5‘2 /dzudzv(—u, —v|oAB|up)er aTua v BB e'“‘2+|”|2, (26)
T

(—u, —U|O’AB|U'U> e i Ui /dzadzﬁP(a,ﬂ)eo‘*“_o‘“*eﬁ*v_ﬁv*e"o“z_'mQ, (27)

|a),|u) are any coherent states of A, |),|v) are any coherent states of B.
From Eqs.(25-27), we see that

o =0 Pla,) =0 for any o, B < (—u, —v|o*Bluww) for any u,v. (28)
Then
"7, p"] = 0 & (—u, —|[p"?, p"Juv) = 0 for any u,v. (29)
From Eq.(24), (—u, —v|[p*Z, pA]Juv) = 0 reads
[Tl a0 3, (8 ) (55— i

(—u[D(=A1 = p)|u) (=v|D(=Ag)[v) = 0. (30)

Using the relations (here {|i)}; are the number states)

|u|2 e’} .
[u) = exp(—5-) Y- I} = D(w)0),  D(u)* = D(~u), (31)
i=0
D(u)D(=As = p)D(u) = D(2u = Ay — ), (32)
and the counterparts for system B, Eq.(30) becomes
/ P, dzulx(pAB, A Aa)x (p17, ) (MR — ek
T m W

|2U—)\1 —u1|2 |2U—)\2|2
2 2
Inserting \; = A + X}, py = pif +ipf ju=u" +iu’,v = v 4+ iv" into Eq.(33), we get

2 2 2
[T R4 42X

]=0. (33)

-exp|

T om mw
- / EX o i expl—X A4, 4+ 2B'R), (34)
T T 7 2
where
X = AL XD NE uf ) B B = (u!, uft 0" ol u), (35)
2n+1 0 c 0 1 2
0 2n+1 0 ! -2t 1
c 0 m+1 0 0 O
A= 0 ¢ 0 m+1 0 0| (36)
1 —2 0 0 1 0
21 1 0 0 0 1
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2n +1 0 c 0 1 -2
0 2n+t1 0 F9 1
c 0 m+1 0 0 0
Ay = 37
2 0 d 0 m+1 0 0 |’ (37)
1 % 0 0 1 0
9 1 0 0 0 1

t denotes transpose.
Recall the identity (see for example [25])

/dzfdz{dzfdz{...dzﬁdz}v exp[—7+A37 v W Z+ 7+W’]
— 7V det(A;Y) exp[W AW, (38)

where Z = (2R it 2R a2k W, W are two arbitrary complex vectors, Aj is a
matrix with positive Hermitian part.
It is easy to check that
det(A;) = det(A) = [ —2(1+m) 2+ n)][¢" —2(1+m)(2+n)]. (39)
Using Eqs.(38,39) into Eq.(34), hence Eq.(34) requires that
BA'B-B'A;'B =o. (40)

With direct computation, Eq.(40) reads
— =0. 41
C—2l+m)2+n) | E—2l+m)2+n) (41)

Eq.(41) holds for arbitrary real numbers u, v®, uft vl thus

c=c =0. (42)
On the other hand, from Eqs.(15,20-22), it is easy to see that
pt? = pt @ pP & x(p?P, M, Xa) = x(p™, M)x (0P, A). (43)
Together with Eqs.(18,19), we see that
c=d =0 p'f =p' el (44)

We then complete this proof.

4. Summary

Using the su(n) algebra, we provided a necessary and sufficient condition for a finite-
dimensional bipartite state to be lazy, this condition can be explicitly checked for a given
state in terms of the structure constants {f;;;} of the su(n) algebra. We also proved
that a two-mode Gaussian states is lazy if and only if it is a direct product state.

How to understand and how to characterize quantum correlation are important
questions in quantum information science. Lazy states possess different correlation than
entanglement and discord, and have an important dynamics character, i.e., preserving
the entropy of subsystem. So the results in this paper are hopefully interesting for
the understandings of quantum correlation and designing control schemes of quantum
systems.
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