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1 Introduction

In quantum mechanics, multiple dimensional or multiple particles systems are characterized by the tensor
product of the Hilbert subspaces [I], where each subspace is associated to each element. It is well known [2]
that when there is not interaction among these elements, the wave function is just the the tensor product
of the wave functions of each element, that is, the tensor product of the wave function associated to each
element determines the non interacting characteristic of the elements in a quantum system. If interaction
occurs at some time among these elements , this tensor product disappears, and the wave function becomes
entangled [3]. So, it is necessary to point out that if the wave function is not factorized , the wave function is
entangled. In this way, the characterization of factorization is somewhat equivalent to the characterization of
entanglement. In this paper, we will follow this line of ideas to determine the characterization of an entangled
state [4, 5, [6, [7, [8] [9] 10L [1T].

2 Factorized State

When a quantum systems is made up of several quantum subsystems, where the ith-subsystem is characterized
by a Hamiltonian H, and a Hilbert space &;, corresponding a two-states and having a basis {|¢;)}¢,—0,1, the
Hilbert space is written as the tensorial product of each subsystem, £ = &, ® --- ® & (for n-subsystems),
The state in each subsystems is defined as a qubit in quantum computation and information theory [I5] and
is given by

i) = ail0) +b;[1),  ai* +[bi]* = 1, (1)

where {|0), |1)} is the basis of the two-states Hilbert subspace &;. A general state |¥) in the Hilbert space £
can be written as
[U) = Cele),  with Y |Cel> =1, (2)
§ 1

where C{s are complex numbers, and [¢) is an element of the basis of £,

1) =16 &) =) @ ®[&),  &=01 k=1...,n (3)

A full factorized state in this space is

W) = [¢n) @ -~ @ [¢1), (4)
where [1g) is given by ().
For n = 2, one has a general state |¥) € &,
[¥) = C1]00) 4+ C2|01) + C3|10) + C4|11). (5)
Let us assume that this state can be written as
(W) = [iha) @ [¢hn), (6)

with |¢g), k = 1,2 given by (). Then, substituting () in (@)and equaling coefficients with (&), it follows
that
Cr=aaz, Cy=aiby, C5=biaz, Cy=Dbibs. (7)

From these expression one obtains a single condition for factorization,
C1Cy = CoCs. (8)

Thus, if this condition is not satisfied, the state (B represents an entangled state. So, one can use the
following known expression [26] as a characterization of an entangled state

P =2|C1Cy — C2Cs. (9)



For n = 3, a general state in the Hilbert space & is
|T) = C1]00) + C2]001) + C5]010) + C4|011) + C5|100) + Cs]101) + C7|110) 4+ Cg|111). (10)

Assuming that this wave function can be written as |¥) = ¢3) ® |¢2) ® |¢1) with ) given by (), and after
some identifications (as before) and rearrangements, one gets

01_03_05_07 as

- -2 2 _Zt_ 2 b 0 11
G TG T by 7 (112)
C Cy 05 C6 a

Cs Ci Cr Cs by 27 (110)
017027%704:2 b1 £ 0 (11c)

G Co Cr Gy by

These expression reflex a parallelism between the complex vectors (C1,Cs, Cs,Cr) and (Cq, Cy, Cg, Cg), the
vectors (C1, Ca,Cs,Cg) and (Cs, Cy, C7,Cy), and the vectors (Cy, Ca, C3,Cy) and (Cs, Cs, Cr,Cs). In addi-
tion, they bring about the following eight independent relations

Ci1Cy —C3C5 =0, C1Cg—C3C5 =0, C1Cs—CyC7 =0, (C3C5—CyC5=0 (12)

C3Cs — CyCr =0, Cs5Cs—CsCr =0, C1C7;—C3C5 =0, C2Cs—CyCs=0. (13)
If one of these expression is not satisfied, the wave function (I0) represents an entangled state. Therefore,
one can propose the following expression to characterize an entangled state

c¥ =2/C1Cy — CoCs| + 2|C1Cs — CoCs| + 2|C1Cs — CoCy| + 2|C3Cs — C4Cs|
+2|C3Cs — C4Cy| + 2|C5Cs — CsCr| + 2|C1Cr — C5Cs5| + 2|CoCs — C4C). (14)

For n = 4, a general state in the Hilbert space £ is of the form

|T) = (1]0000) + C2[0001) + C5]010) + C4|0011)
+C5)0100) + C6[0101) 4 C7|0110) + Cg|0111)
+Co[100) + C10]1001) + C11]110) + Cy2|1011)
+Ch3/1100) 4 C14/1101) + Cy5|1110) + Cy|1111). (15)

Assuming this function can be expressed as |U) = |1)4) ® |h3) ® |12) ® |t1) with i), k = 1,2, 3,4 given by
(@), and after some identifications and rearrangements, one gets

Ci _Cs _Cs _Cr _ Co _Cuu_ Cis _ Cis
Cg C4 C() CS C10 012 Cl4 ClG
GG G _Cs — C9 _ Cio_ Cia_ Cua
Cs Cy Cr Csg Ci1 C12 Cis Cie
Ci _Cp _C3 _Cs_ Co _Cio_Cuu_ Ci
Cs Cs Cr Cs Cis Cia Cis Cie
Q = —02 = & = —C4 = Cs = —C(’ = —C7 = &
Co C1o C11 Ci2 C13 C1a Cis C1e”



expressing similar parallelism we mentioned before. Each row gives us 28 relations, having a total of 112
possible relations, and from these relations, one can get the following 36 independent conditions

C1Cy — C3C3=0
Ci1Cs —C3Cs =0
Ci1C11 —C3C9 =0
Ci1C1y — CyCs =0
CyCs — (CyCg =0
C2C13 — C5C10 =0
C2C16 — C10Cs =0
C3C15 — C7C11 =0
C10C16 — C12C14 =0

CyCi13 — C7C10=0 C1Cs — C5C5 =0 CsCy — CgC12 =0 (16a
CyC15 — C3C16 =0 C1C10 — C2Cy =0 C4C16 — CgC12 =0 (
C5Cs — CeCr =0 C1C12 —C2C11 =0 C5C14 — CsCi13 =0 (
CsCi5 — C7C13=0 CiCi5 — CsC11 =0 C5C6 — C7C14 =0 (16d
CsC11 — C5C12 =0 C2C12 — CyCip =0 CsCr5 —C16Cs =0 (
CsCi6 — CsC14 =0 CyC1y — CgC10=0 C7C16 — CsC15 =0 (16f
C7C12 — CgC11 =0 C3Cs — CyCr =0 CoCra — C10C11 =0 (
CoCra — C1pC11 =0 C3C13 —C1iCs =0 CyCi5 — C11C13 =0 (16h
C11Ci6 — C12C15 =0 C10C15 — C11C14 =0 C13C16 — C14C15 = 0. (161

Again, if one of these expression fail to happen, (I3]) will represents an entangled state. Thus, one can propose
the following expression to characterize an entangled state made up of 4-qubits basis

oy’

2|Clc4 — 0203| + 2|C4013 — C7Clo| + 2|Cch — CQCE,| + 2|C4014 — 06012|

+2|C1Cs — C3Cs]| + 2|C4C15 — C3C16 + 2|C1Cro — C2C0| + 2|CyCr — C3Cha|

+2|C1C11 — C3Cy| 4 2|C5Cs — CsCr| + 2|C1C12 — CoCh1| + 2|C5C14 — CChs|

+2|C1C14 — CoCs| 4 2|C5C15 — C7Ch3| + 2|C1C15 — C5C11| + 2|C5C16 — C7Ch4|
+2|C2Cs — C4Cs| + 2|CsC11 — C5C11| + 2|C2C12 — C4Cho| + 2|C6C15 — C16Cs|
+2|C2C13 — C5C10| + 2|C6Cr6 — CsChra| + 2|CoCra — CsCro| + 2|C7Cr6 — CsChs|
+2|C2C6 — C1oCs| + 2|C7C12 — CsCh1| + 2|C3Cs — C4Cr| + 2|CyCha — C1oCh1|
+2|C3C15 — C7C11| + 2|CoCry — CroCh1| + 2|C3C13 — C11C5| + 2|CoC5 — C11Ch3|
+2[|C10C16 — C12C14] + 2|C11C16 — C12C15| + 2|C10C15 — C11C14] 4 2|C13C16 — C14C15].

(17)



As we can see from these examples, the number of conditions needed to characterize a factorized state (or
entangled state) grows exponentially with the number of qubits. So, characterization of an entangled state
for n-qubits in general becomes a very hard work. Now, in terms of the density matrix elements, one could
have the characterization of entangled states made up of 2,3, and 4 qubits as

0,52) = 21/p11pas + pa2pss — 2Re(p12p43) (18)

C,gg) = 2/ p11pas + pa2paz — 2Re(pr2paz) + 21/ pr1pes + p2apss — 2Re(p12pes)
+2v/p11pss + pazprr — 2Re(p12pst) + 24/ p3spes + paspss — 2Re(p3apes)
+2+/p33pss + paaprr — 2Re(psaps) + 2/ psspss + pesprr — 2Re(psepst)
+2+/p11p77 + pazpss — 2Re(pi3prs) + 24/ p22pss + paapes — 2Re(paapse)- (19)

0,54) = 2v/p11pas + p22psz — 2Re(p12paz) + 21/ paspis.1s + prrproo — 2Re(pazprs,io)
+2\/Pl1066 + pa2pss — 2Re(p12pes) + 2\/P44Pl4,14 + pesp12,12 — 2Re(paspia,i2)
+2+/p11pss + psspes — 2Re(p13pss) + 2/ paapis,as + p3spieie — 2Re(pazpis,i6)|

+2\/P11F'10,10 + pazpgg — 2Re(p12p10,9) + 2\/P44F'16,16 + pssp12,12 — 2Re(pagpie,i2)
+2+/p11p11,11 + psspos — 2Re(p1apii,o) + 2+/psspss + pesprr — 2Re(psepst)
+2v/p11p12,12 + p22pi1a1 — 2Re(prapiza1) + 24/ psspra,ia + pespisis — 2Re(psepias)
+2v/p11p14,14 + poopes — 2Re(propiae) + 27/ pssp1s.15 + prrpisas — 2Re(pszpisas)
+2\/P11P15,15 + psspi1,11 — 2Re(pispis,11) + 2\/PS5P16,16 + prrp1a14 — 2Re(ps7pi6,14)
+2+/p22pss + paapes — 2Re(paapse) + 2/ pospii,11 + psspiza2 — 2Re(ps 5p11,12)
+24/p22p12,12 + pasp1o10 — 2Re(paapi2,10) + 2v/pespis,is + pie,16pss — 2Re(pe,16p15.8
+2+/p22p13,13 + ps5p10,10 — 2Re(paspiz,i0) + 24/ pespie,16 + psspraa — 2Re(pespioia
+2+/p22p14,14 + pespro,10 — 2Re(p2,6p14,10) + 24/ pr7p16,16 + psspis,as — 2Re(prspis,s
+2\/P22016,16 + p1o,10p88 — 2Re(p2,10p16,8) + 2\/077P12,12 + psspi1,11 — 2Re(prepiz,it
+24/ps3pss + paaprr — 2Re(paapst) + 24/ poopr2,12 + p1o,10011,11 — 2Re(po,10p12,11)
+2\/F'33015,15 + prrp11,11 — 2Re(ps7pis,11) + 2\/P99F'14,14 + p10,10p11,11 — 2Re(p9 10p14,11)
+2+/p3sp13,13 + p11,11p55 — 2Re(psi1p13,5) + 24/ po9pisis + priipisas — 2Re(po,11p1513)
+2\/p10,10/)16,16 + p12,12014,14 — 2RG(P10,12P1614) + 2\/P11,11/)16,16 + p12,12P15,15 — 2R€(p11,12/)16,15)
+2\/p10,10/)15,15 + p11,11P14,14 — 2R€(p10,11p15,14) + 2\//)13,13P16,16 + p14,14P15,15 — 2R€(p13,14/)16,15)-
(20)

| |~

For other considerations of entanglement multiqubit entanglement see [0 [10], 13} [14]. Figure 1 below shows
the values of the expressions (I4) and ([I9) for 50 entangled states made up of 3-qubits basis and with values
C;, with j =1,...,6 randomly generated. As we can see, the values obtained with the coefficients C]{s and
with the density matrix elements p,., are the same. Figure 2 shows for the |W) state,

|W) = C3]001) + C5]010) 4 C5|100), |Cao)? + |C3)* + |C5)* =1, (21)

the possible values of 0(3)(\11). As we can see, there are four possible maxima corresponding to the values
Cy = C3 = C5 = +1/+/3 and four maxima corresponding to the values Cs = 0, Cy = C3 = £1//2, related
to semi-factorized state |0) ® (C2|01) + C3]10)). Figure 3 shows the possible values of C®)(¥) for the state

|GHZ) = C1]000) + Cs|111), |C1? +|Cs)? = 1. (22)



The maximum value of 0(3)(\11) is gotten for C; = Cg = 1/\/5, as one would expect.
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Figure 1: C®) for arbitrary entangled state.



Figure 2: C®) for the state |W) = C1|001) + C2|010) + C3]100) such that
|C1|2 + |C2|2 + |C3|2 =1
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Figure 3: C® for the state |GHZ) = C1]000) + Cg|111) such that |Cy|? + |Cg|? = 1.

For a Hilbert space € generated by n-qubits, C(") defines a continuous function C™ : & — Rt with
RT = [0,+00), ¢ > 1. Since the coefficients of the wave function defines a compact set on the real space
R2" due to the relation Y, |C;|* = 1, the image of this compact set is a compact set in R+ [16]. Thus, a
normalization factor is possible to introduce on this function to define any compact set [0, ¢], which it is not
important.



3 Dynamical consideration

Following Lloyd’s idea [17], consider a linear chain of nuclear spin one half, separated by some distance and
inside a magnetic in a direction z, B(z) = (0,0, Bo(z)), and making and angle § with respect this linear
chain. Choosing this angle such that cos§ = 1/ V3, the dipole-dipole interaction is canceled, the Larmore’s
frequency for each spin is different, wy, = vBy(z) with v the gyromagnetic ratio. The magnetic moment of
the nucleus iy is related with its spin through the relation iy = Sk, and the interaction energy between
the magnetic field and magnetic moments is Hipe = — Y, fix - B(2x) = — >, wi.S§. If in addition, one has
first and second neighbor Ising interaction, the Hamiltonian of the system is just [18] [19]

, N—2

a 2J \ = 2J
Hy=-> " wSi— - > SiSi - = > SiSi s, (23)
k=1 k=1 k=1

where N is the number of nuclear spins in the chain (or qubits), J and J’ are the coupling constant of the
nucleus at first and second neighbor. Using the basis of the register of N-qubits, {|{,,...,&1)} with & = 0,1,
one has that S7|¢;) = (—1)%*h|¢)/2. Therefore, the Hamiltonian is diagonal on this basis, and its eigenvalues
are

B o Jh A= J'h =
EE — ,5 Z(,l)fkwk _ ? Z (71)£k+§k+1 _ T Z (,1)§k+5k+z_ (24)
k=1 k=1 k=1

Consider now that the environment is characterized by a Hamiltonian H, and its interacting with the quantum
system with Hamiltonian H,. Thus, the total Hamiltonian would be H = H; + H, + H., where H,. is the
part of the Hamiltonian which takes into account the interaction system-environment, and the equation one
would need to solve, in terms of the density matrix, is [20] 21]

Ope

ith— = [H, pt], 25

L 1, p) (25)
where p; = pi(s,e) is the density matrix which depends on the system and environment coordinates. The
evolution of the system is unitary, but it is not possible to solve this equation due to a lot of degree of
freedom. Therefore, under some approximations and tracing over the environment coordinates [22], it is
possible to arrive to a Lindblad type of equation [23] [24] for the reduced density matrix p(s) = tre(p:),

I

L 0p 1 1
ihor = [Hs, pl + Z{Vme - §WVm - Qp‘/i‘/f} (26)
=1

where V; are called Kraus’ operators. This equation is not unitary and Markovian (without memory of the
dynamical process). This equation can be written in the interaction picture, through the transformation
p=UpUT with U = eHst/h as

0 A
iny = £(p) (27)

where £(p) is the Lindblad operator

I
< _ . 1y .

L(p) = Z{Vme —5ViVip - pVin} (28)

i=1

with V = UVUT. The explicit form of Lindblad operator is determined by the type of environment to consider
[25] at zero temperature. So, the operators can be V; = S; (for dissipation) for the model independent with
the environment. In this case, each qubit of the chain acts independently with the environment, and one has
local decoherence of the system. The Lindblad operator is

N
. 1 S G . iata—
L(p) = 57 > w (255 PS5 — SES 5 — S Sy) (29)
k



where g,j and 5”,; are the ascend and descend operators such that SE = US,:CtUT = Sffeimkt, where €, is
defined as Q= wy, + 4 (S7,, + Si_y) + %(S,’j_|r2 + S7_,).. The solutions of the equations are

pu(t) =

pa(t) =

p16(t) =

p7(t) =

pis(t) =

p11(0) + p22(0) + p33(0) + p44(0) + p55(0) + pos(0) + p77(0) + pss(0)

~(p55(0) + s (0) + pr7(0) + pss(0))e™ " = (p3a(0) + paa(0) + pr7(0) + pss(0))e 7'
~(p22(0) + paa(0) + pes (0) + pss(0))e ™ + (p77(0) + ps (0))e = (2"
+(p66(0) + psa(0))e™ 1 L (54, (0) 4 pss(0))e™ 2T _ pag(0)e~ (27t

—i¢
p14(0) % (1 _ e(i(j+j’)71)t)‘| 67%(72+73)t;
i+t

[ ~i1o
p16(0) + n2pss(0)e”* 7 (1 _ €(2ij—72)t)‘| e~ 3nt)t,

V2 4452

orr(0) 4 22228Qe 70 (1 - b=t | =
2 y 1\ 2 )
v+ +J)
plg(())e—%(%-i'w-iﬂs)t;

10



pre(t) =
prs(t) =

where ¢;; are given by

P14 = tan~! (

¢23 = tan_l <

(p22(0) 4 paa(0) + pes(0) + pss(0))e™ 7" — (pgs(0) + pss(0))e

—(paa(0) + pss(0))e™ 2 F1)E 4 peg(0)e™ (T2,

—i¢
[p%(o) 4 per(0)e7t= (1- e(i(jj’)’n)t)] e~ Ot

i+ G-
[P25(0) + pa7(0) (1 — e*’vzt)] e*%('vﬁ'm)t;
p27(0)e*%(71+72+73)t;

pas(0)eHn ),

(p33(0) + p1s(0) + pr7(0) + pss(0))e ™" = (pr7(0) + pss (0))e
—(p4a(0) +p88(0))e*(72+73)t +p88(0)e*(71+72+73)t;
—igp
[pgg,(O) + % (1 _ e[i(jj’)+’73]t)‘| e*%(’yl*‘r’YQ)t;
73+ 0=
pas(0)e 2 Fr W)t
pss(0)e” 22t
(pas(0) 4 pgs(0))e™ (2730t _ peg(0)e™ (a2t
p45(0)6_% V1+V2+V3)t;
pag(0)ez (120t
p47(0)€f% 71+272+73)t;
pas(0)e™z (M +212+23)t,
(p55(0) + pe6(0) 4 p77(0) + pss(0))e™ " — (p77(0) + pss(0))e
—(pes(0) + pss(0))e ('YlJr'Ys)t+p88(0)6*(71+72+73)t;
pse(0)e” 2(271+72+73)t;
(pe6(0) + pgg(O))ei(’“Jﬂm)t — pgg(o)e*(’YlJr’er’Ys)t;
p67(0)6_%(271+72+73)t;
p68(0)e—%(2’h+72+2v3)t;
(p77(0) + pss(0))e= M+t _ pec(0)e~ (ntrztaa)t,
p78(0)67%(2’71+272+73)t;
psg(0)e~ (172478t
C 0
%) ; 16 = tan"! (7—2) : b17 = tan~!
— 5! . o 4
j)5 ¢35tan_1<j j>.
et Y3

—(v1t+7s3)t

—(r1t+2)t

—(r1t+2)t

)

(j+j
73

In our case, we have three qubits space {|€36281) }¢,=0,1, and our parameter in units 2rM H z are

the time is normalized by the same factor of 2wrM H z, and we include in this study the entangle state

wi = 400; ws=200; wsz=100 J=10; J =04
v = 0.05 ~2=0.05 ~3=0.05.

|Uy) = %(|000) + [111) 4 |001) + [110)).

11
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Figure 4 shows the behavior of the entangled states |W) and |GH Z) as a function of time when this entangled
state interact with the environment. Purity behavior, tr(p?), is also shown. The system starts as a pure
entangled state, it evolves in a mixed state and finishes in the pure ground state (]000)), after sharing energy
with the environment. The states |GHZ) and |¥;) behave more robust than the state |1V), 0,53) grows since
other entangled stated contribute to this function. In contrast, starting with the entangled state |W), there
are not other entangled states which make contribution to the function C,gg) in the dynamics, and one sees
an exponential decay.

Figure 4: C,§3> and Purity for the entangled state |W), |GHZ), and |¥4).
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4 Conclusions

We have studied the full factorization of an state made up of up to 4-qubits basic states. We have seen that
there is an indication that the number of conditions to characterizes a factorized state grows exponentially
with the number of qubits. For two, three and four basic qubits, we showed the conditions in order to have a
factorized state, and if any of one of this conditions fails, one gets instead an entangled state. Therefore, an
entangled state is also characterized by the complement of each of this conditions, and the resulting expression
has been denoted by C(™ (n=2,3,4). This non negative function expressed in terms of the coefficients of the
wave function or in terms the density matrix elements represents a measurement of the entanglement of any
wave function made up of basic n-qubits (n = 2,3,4). Using this function, we study the decay of entangled
states |W), |GHZ), and |¥;) due to interaction with environment, and we noticed a great different behavior

of the function 0,53), indicating some type of robustness behavior of the states |GHZ) and |¥;). The main
reason for this different behavior is that the entangled states |GH Z) and |¥1) contain the ground state |000),
which is the final state in the dynamics.
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