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Squashed entanglement in infinite dimensions

M.E. Shirokov*

Abstract

We analyse two possible definitions of the squashed entanglement
in an infinite-dimensional bipartite system: direct translation of the
finite-dimensional definition and its universal extension. It is shown
that the both definitions produce the same lower semicontinuous en-
tanglement measure possessing all basis properties of the squashed
entanglement on the set of states having at least one finite marginal
entropy. Is also shown that the second definition gives an adequate
extension of this measure to the set of all states of infinite-dimensional
bipartite system.

A general condition relating continuity of the squashed entangle-
ment to continuity of the quantum mutual information is proved and
its corollaries are considered.

Continuity bound for the squashed entanglement under the energy
constraint on one subsystem is obtained by using the tight continuity
bound for conditional mutual information (proved in the Appendix
by using Winter’s technique). It is shown that the same continuity
bound is valid for the entanglement of formation. As a result the
asymptotic continuity of the both entanglement measures under the
energy constraint on one subsystem is proved.
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1 Introduction

Entanglement is an essential feature of quantum systems which can be con-
sidered as a special quantum correlation having no classical analogue. One of
the main tasks of quantum information theory consists in finding appropriate
quantitative characteristics of entanglement in bi- and multipartite quantum
systems and in studying their properties [7, [8 (13} 25, [30].

Among the existing entanglement measures in finite-dimensional bipartite
systems, the squashed entanglement (introduced independently in [4] and in
[29]) is one of the most interesting one. It possesses all the basic properties
of an entanglement measure including the additivity [2 4]. Mathematically,
the squashed entanglement is interesting due to its definition which includes
the infimum of the conditional mutual information over all extensions wapg
of a given state wsp with no restriction on the dimension of the system
E. This leads to particular difficulties in proving continuity of the squashed
entanglement and its faithfulness. Since the squashed entanglement was
introduced, a lot of papers devoting to analysis of its properties appeared,
see [2, 5l [15] 18, 19] and the references therein.



In this paper we try to generalize the squashed entanglement to all states
of an infinite-dimensional bipartite system by using two ways: direct trans-
lation of the finite-dimensional definition and its universal extension (a con-
struction which produces infinite-dimensional entanglement monotone start-
ing from finite-dimensional one, it is described in Section 3 in general set-
tings).

In Section 4 (after a short overview of properties of the squashed entan-
glement in finite dimensions) we analyse first a direct infinite-dimensional
definition of the squashed entanglement using the extended quantum condi-
tional mutual information considered in [28]. We show that this definition
produces a function possessing all the basic properties of the squashed en-
tanglement valid in finite dimensions (with the continuity replaced by the
lower semicontinuity) on the set of states having at least one finite marginal
entropy. The main problem (remained open) is to show that any separable
state in an infinite-dimensional bipartite system can be extended to a short
Markov chain. This problem (related to the existence of countably nonde-
composable separable states [11]) prevents to prove vanishing of the directly
defined version of squashed entanglement on all separable states.

Then we consider the universal extension of squashed entanglement — a
lower semicontinuous function on the set of all bipartite states possessing
all basis properties of the squashed entanglement valid in finite dimensions.
We prove that this extension coincides with the above direct definition of the
squashed entanglement on the set of states having at least one finite marginal
entropy. The global coincidence is conjectured but not proved, it is shown
to be equivalent to the global lower semicontinuity of the directly defined
version of squashed entanglement.

Continuity properties of (the both versions of) the squashed entanglement
are analysed in Section 5. We obtain a general condition relating continuity of
the squashed entanglement to continuity of the quantum mutual information
and consider its corollaries. In particular, we prove a weak form of the
conjecture that local continuity of the squashed entanglement is preserved
by local operations. We also consider several simple continuity conditions
which can be used in applications.

Then the continuity bound for the squashed entanglement under the en-
ergy constraint on one subsystem is obtained by using the tight continuity
bound for conditional mutual information (proved in the Appendix by us-
ing Winter’s technique [32]). It is shown that the same continuity bound is



valid for the entanglement of formation. As a result, the asymptotic conti-
nuity of the both entanglement measures under the energy constraint on one
subsystem is proved.

2 Preliminaries

Let H be a separable Hilbert space, B(H) the algebra of all bounded opera-
tors with the operator norm ||| and (%) the Banach space of all trace-class
operators in H with the trace norm ||-|j;. Let T, (H) be the cone of pos-
itive operators in T(H) and &(H) the set of quantum states (operators in
T+ (H) with unit trace). Note that T, (H) and &(H) are complete separable
metric space with the metric induced by the trace norm [10, 23]. Denote by
ext S(H) the set of all extreme points of the convex set G(H) called pure
states.

Trace class operators (not only states) will be denoted by the Greek letters
p, 0, w, ... All others linear operators (in particular, unbounded operators)
will be denoted by the Latin letters A, B, F, H, ...

Denote by I3 the unit operator in a Hilbert space H and by Idy the
identity transformation of the Banach space T(H).

If quantum systems A and B are described by Hilbert spaces H,4 and
‘Hp then the bipartite system AB is described by the tensor product of these
spaces, i.e. Hap = HaQHp. A statein &(H ap) is denoted w4 g, its marginal
states Try ,wap and Try ,wap are denoted respectively w4 and wp.

We will use the compactness criterion for subsets of S(Hap) (see [12, the
Appendix]).

Lemma 1. A closed subset & of &(Hap) is compact if and only if

G4 ={walwap € G} and 6 ={wp|wap € S}

are compact subsets of S(Ha) and of S(Hp) correspondingly.
We will also use the following result of the purification theory.

Lemma 2. Let H and KC be Hilbert spaces such that dimH = dim .
For an arbitrary pure state wy in &(H @ K) and an arbitrary sequence {py}
of states in S(H) converging to the state py = Triwy there exists a se-
quence {wy} of pure states in S(H ® K) converging to the state wy such that
Pk = TI']ka fOT all k.



The assertion of Lemma 2 can be proved by noting that the infimum
in the definition of the Bures distance (or the supremum in the definition of
the Uhlmann fidelity) between two quantum states can be taken only over all
purifications of one state with fixed purification of the another state and that
the convergence of a sequence of states in the trace norm distance implies its
convergence in the Bures distance [10], 23].

A quantum operation ® from a system A to a system B is a completely
positive trace non-increasing linear map T(Ha) — T(Hp), where H, and Hp
are Hilbert spaces associated with the systems A and B. A trace preserving
quantum operation is called quantum channel [10], 23].

The von Neumann entropy H(p) = Trn(p) of a state p € S(H), where
n(x) = —zlogx, has the natural extension to the cone T, (H) (cf.[22] )

H(p) = [TvglH (1) = Ten(s) ~ n(Tip). € T (R
Nonnegativity, concavity and lower semicontinuity of the von Neumann
entropy on the cone T, (H) follow from the corresponding properties of this
function on the set &(#H) [22, BI]. By definition H(A\p) = AH(p), A > 0.
The concavity of the von Neumann entropy is supplemented by the in-
equality

HOp+ (1= No) < AH(p) + (1= NH(0) + ha(N), Ae[0,1], (1)

where ha(A) = n(A) +n(1 — A), valid for any states p and o.

The quantum relative entropy for two operators p and o in T, (H) is
defined as follows (cf.[22])

“+oo

H(pllo)="> (il plogp— plogo + o — pli),
=1

where {[i)}:2%F is the orthonormal basis of eigenvectors of the operator p and
it is assumed that H(p||o) = 400 if suppp is not contained in suppo. This
definition implies H(A\p || o) = AH (p||o), A > 0.

The quantum mutual information of a state w4 of an infinite-dimensional
bipartite quantum system AB is defined as follows (cf.[21])

I(A:B), = H(wap||wa ® wp).

'Here and in what follows log denotes the natural logarithm.

>



We will use the natural extension of this quantity to positive trace-class
operators
I(A:B), = [Trw|I(A:B) we T (Hap). (2)

Basic properties of the relative entropy show that w — I(A: B), is a lower
semicontinuous function on the cone ¥, (H ) taking values in [0, +o0].

We will use the identity

==,
Trw

I(A:B),+ I(B:C), =2H (wp) (3)

valid for any 1-rank operator w € T (Hapc) (with possible value +o00 in the
both sides). If H(wa), H(wp) and H(we) are finite then (B]) is easily verified
by noting that H(ws) = H(wpce), H(wp) = H(wac) and H(we) = H(wap).
In general case () can be proved by approximation (see the proof of Theorem
1 in [28] the Appendix]).

Identity (3 implies the upper bound (cf.[17])

I(A:B), <2min{H (wa), H(wp)}. (4)
The quantum conditional entropy
H(A|B)w = H(WAB) — H(WB)

can be extended to the convex set {wap|H(wa) < +00} containing states
with H(wap) = H(wp) = +oo by the formula

H.(A|B), = H(wa) — I(A:B),, (5)

preserving all basic properties of the conditional entropy [16] (for more de-
tailed description of this extension see [28, Sect.5]). In what follows we will
denote it by H(A|B),, omitting the subscript e.

Lemma 3. Let V4 be an operator in B(H) such that |[Va]] < 1 and
wap be a state with finite H(wa). Then

0<I(A:B), —I(A:B)s <2[H(wa) — HVawaV})|, (6)
or, equivalently,

|H(A[B), = H(A|B)a| < H(wa) — H(VawaVy),



where wap =Va® IgwapVi @ Ig and H(A|B) is the extended conditional
entropy defined by (3).

Proof. The left inequality in (@) follows from the monotonicity of the
quantum mutual information under local operations.

Let wapc be a purification of wap. Then identity (3]) implies
I(A:B), + I[(A:C), =2H(w4)
and
I(A:B)y + [(A:C)y =2H(wa) = 2H (VawaVy).

Hence
[[(A:B), —I(A:B)z| + [I(A:C), — I(A:C)z] = 2[H(wa) — HVawaV})].
This implies the right inequality in (@), since I(A : C), > I(A: C); by
monotonicity of the quantum mutual information under local operations.

By using (f]) it is easy to show that (@) is equivalent to the second in-
equality of the lemma. [J

A state w € &(H ap) is called separable if it belongs to the convex closure
of the set of all product states p ® o, where p € &(H,4) and 0 € S(Hp).
Any separable state wap can be represented as follows

wam = /X p(z) ® o(2)p(d), (7)

where X is a complete separable metric space, pu, is a Borel probability
measure on X, p(x) and o(x) are y,-measurable functions on X taking values
in extS(H4) and in ext S(Hp) correspondingly [I1]. If the measure p,, is
purely atomic then ([7) is converted to the countable decomposition

WAB = Zﬂil)i@)@, (8)

where {p;} C extS(H4) and {0;} C ext S(H ) are collections of pure states
and {m;} is a probability distribution.

Definition 1. If a separable state wap has representation () then it is
called countably decomposable.

An essential feature of infinite-dimensional bipartite systems consists in
existence of separable states which are not countably decomposable [11].
Such states called countably nondecomposable play important role in this
paper (see Remark [I] below).



3 On universal infinite-dimensional extension
of entanglement monotones

A central role in quantitative description of entanglement in composite quan-
tum systems is plaid by the notion of entanglement monotones [13] 25] [30].
In the case of bipartite system AB an entanglement monotone E is a non-
negative function on the set &(H 4p) possessing the following properties:

EM1) {E(wap) =0} < {the state w is separable };

EM2) monotonicity under selective unilocal operations:

E(wap) > Y mE(Whs), m=Trdu(wap), whp = Pr(wan)
k

for any state wap and any collection {®;} of unilocal completely pos-
itive maps such that ), @, is a channel;

EM3) convexity: E(Apag + (1 —XN)oap) < AE(pap) + (1 — N)E(oap).
The convexity of E guarantees that EM2 is equivalent to monotonicity of F

under selective LOCC operations [30].

According to [25] an entanglement monotone E is called entanglement
measure if at any pure state it coincides with the von Neumann entropy of
a marginal state, i.e.

EM4) E(wap) = H(wa) = H(wp) for any pure state wap.
Other desirable properties of entanglement monotones are the following:

EM5) additivity for product states: E(wap @ warp) = E(wap) + E(wA,B,)
where E(wap ®warp) corresponds to the decomposition (AA")(B

)(BB');
EMG6) subadditivity for product states: E(wap®uwap) < E(wap)+E(warp),
where F(wap ® warp) corresponds to the decomposition (AA")(BB');

EMT7) strong superadditivity: E(wanse)) > E(wap) + E(warp);
EMS8) monogamy: E(wapc)) > E(wap) + E(wac) [15].

In the finite-dimensional case it is natural to require continuity of an
entanglement monotone £ on the set G(Hap) of all bipartite states. An
important role is plaid by the following stronger property [13] 25]:

8



EM9) asymptotic continuity:

E(phip) — E(olip)

=0
n—+oo 14 logdim H'} 5

for any sequences of states p’ 5, 0% 5 € ©(H',5) such that ||p ;—0i 51
tends to zero as n — +o0.

In the infinite-dimensional case the global continuity requirement is too
restrictive Moreover, the discontinuity of the von Neumann entropy im-
plies discontinuity of any entanglement monotone possessing property EM4.
In this case it seems reasonable to require that an entanglement monotone
(measure) E must be closed or lower semicontinuous, which means that

lim i E(wf}) > E())
for any sequence {w%p} converging to a state wlpy or, equivalently, that
the set of states defined by the inequality E(wap) < c¢ is closed for any
¢ > 0. This requirement is motivated by the natural physical observation
that entanglement can not be increased by passage to a limit.

From the physical point of view it is also natural to require that entangle-
ment monotone (measure) must be continuous on subsets of states produced
in a physical experiment, for example, on the set of states with bounded mean
energy. One can also consider the corresponding version of the asymptotic
continuity property (see [8] and Corollary [ below).

Assume now that E is a given entanglement monotone defined on the
set of states of a bipartite system AB composed of subsystems A and B of
arbitrary finite dimensions. One can construct its extension to the set of
states of an infinite-dimensional bipartite system AB as follows

E(wap) = Psu}g E(Py® PpwapPa ® Pg), wap € S(Hap), 9)
AsI'B

where the supremum is over all finite rank projectors P4 € B(H,) and
P € B(Hp) and it is assumed that E is extended to all positive trace class

operators by the natural way FE(wap) = [Trwag|E ( oAL )

Trwap

2Nevertheless, in infinite-dimensional bipartite systems there exist globally continuous
entanglement monotones [27, Example 5].



Reasonability of this definition is justified by the following observations.

Proposition 1. Let E be a continuous entanglement monotone on the
set of states of finite-dimensional bipartite system.

A) E is an unique lower semicontinuous entanglement monotone on the

set S(Hap) such that E(wAB) = E(wap) for any state wap with finite rank
marginal states wa and wg.

B) F(wap) = limy_eo E(P? @ PlwapP? ® PR for arbitrary sequences
{P}} C B(Ha) and {P}} C B(Hp) of finite rank projectors strongly con-
verging to the identity operators I, and Ig.

C) If E possesses one of the above properties EM4-EMS then E POSSESSeSs
the same property.

Proof. A) The lower semicontinuity of E follows from its definition and
the continuity of the function wyp +— E(Pa® PgwapPa® Pg) for any finite
rank projectors P4 and Pg.

To prove EM1 for E it suffices to note that separability of wsp is equiv-
alent to separability of all states of the form APy, ® PgwapP4 ® Pg, A € C.
Properties EM2 and EM3 for E will be proved later.

If wap is a state such that rankw, < 400 and rankwp < +oo then
E(wap) > E(P4® PgwapPa® Pg) for any finite rank projectors P4 and Pg
by monotonicity of E under local operations (property EM2). This and ()
imply F(wap) = E(wap).

B) Since E(P} @ PlwapPt ® P1) = E(P? ® PhwapPi @ Pp) for all n,
this follows from () and the lower semicontinuity of E.

Now we can prove EM2 for E. Let whp = Pl ® PRwapP} ® Pg, where
{P}} and {P}} are any sequences of finite rank projectors strongly converg-

ing to the identity operators 4 and Ig. Then for any finite rank projectors
@4 and @ p the assumed validity of EM2 for E implies

E(wip) = Z E(Qa ® Qp Pu(wip)Qa ® Qp)

k

for any given collection {®;} of unilocal completely positive maps such that
> r is a channel. It follows from the continuity of £ and assertion B that

E(wap) > Y E(Qa® Qp ®r(wan)Qa ® Qp).

k
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Since this holds for any projectors ()4 and (Qg, we have

~ _ N T (s B [ Bewan)
E(wap) > ;E(‘bk(wAB)) = zk:[T O (wap)E <Tr<1>k(wAB))

Assertion B also makes possible to derive convexity of E (property EM3)
from the convexity of E and to prove assertion C (since the sequences {P}}
and {P}} in B can be chosen arbitrarily). O

By Proposition [Il the function E is an unique lower semicontinuous ex-
tension to the set &(H ap) of the function £ defined on the dense subset

St(Hap) = {wap| max{rankwy, rankwg} < +o0}

of &(Hap). By the proof of Proposition [Il the existence and uniqueness of
this extension follow from continuity of the function E and its monotonicity
under local operations.

Since the above construction can be applied to arbitrary entanglement
monotone F, we will call the function F an universal extension of E.

Example: the entanglement of formation. In the case of finite-
dimensional bipartite system AB the entanglement of formation is defined
as the convex roof extension to the set S(H4p) of the function wap — H(wa)
on the set ext &(Hp) of pure states, i.e.

Ep(wap) = _ inf Y mH(w), (10)

> MWy p=WAB p
where the infimum is over all ensembles {m;, w’ 5} of pure states with the
average state wap [3].

It is well known that E'r is a continuous entanglement measure on &(H 45)
possessing properties EM1-EM4 EM6 and EM9 (and that EM5, EM7 and
EMS do not hold for Er) [10] 5], 24].

In infinite dimensions there are two versions E% and E% of the entan-
glement of formation defined, respectively, by using discrete and continuous
convex roof extensions, i.e.

E(wap) = inf ZmH(wf;), E%(wap) = inf /H(wA),u(dw),

Ziﬂ-iwqu:wAB i b(M)ZWAB

11



where the first infimum is over all countable convex decompositions of the
state wap into pure states and the second one is over all Borel probability
measures on the set extS(H ap) with the barycenter wap [27, Sect.5]. The
discrete version seems more preferable but the assumption E¢ # E¢ leads to
several problems with this version, in particular, the existence of countably
nondecomposable separable states prevents to prove the implication 7 < 7
in EM1 for E%, see the end of Section 4.3

The coincidence of E% and E¢% on &(Hap) is an open question. In
[27] it is shown that E%(wap) = E%(wap) for any state wup such that
min{H (wa), H(wp), H(wap)} < +oo and that the function E% is lower semi-
continuous on &(H4p). So, Proposition [l implies Ep = E%.

Corollary 1. The universal extension Ep of the entanglement of forma-
tion Er (defined by formula (I0)) coincides with the function E%.

Proposition [[l and Corollary [l show that
{Ej:i =E;} & {E% is lower semicontinuous on &(Hag)}

and provide an alternative proof of properties EM1-EM4 and EM6 for the
function E%. In fact, EY% possesses the generalized (continuous) versions of
EM2 and EM3 [27].

4 The squashed entanglement

4.1 Finite-dimensional case

The squashed entanglement of a state wup of a finite dimensional bipartite
system AB is defined as follows

Ey(wap) =1 inf I(A:B|E), (11)

WABE

where the infimum is over all extensions w4gg of the state wap and
I(AB|E)UJ :H(WAE)‘I’H(WBE)_H(WE)_H(WABE) (12)

is the conditional mutual information of the state wapp [4, 29]. It is essential
that the dimension of the system E in (1)) is assumed to be finite but not
bounded (despite fixed finite dimensions of the systems A and B).

3In general, the discrete convex roof construction applied to an entropy type function
(in the role of H) may give a function for which this implication is not valid [27, Rem.6].

12



The squashed entanglement is the only known entanglement measure pos-
sessing all properties EM1-EM9 stated in Section 3. All these properties ex-
cluding EM8 EM9 and the implication ” = ” in EM1 are proved in [4]. This
implication (called the faithfulness of Ej,) is proved in [2]. The monogamy
relation EMS is proved in [15].

Some difficulty concerns the proof of continuity of the squashed entan-
glement on &(H ap). This difficulty is related to unbounded dimension of
the system E in definition (IIl). The continuity of squashed entanglement
was proved in [4] under the conjecture of validity of the Fannes type conti-
nuity bound for quantum conditional entropy H(A|B) not depending on the
dimension of B which was proved later in [I]. This continuity bound also
implies the asymptotic continuity of the squashed entanglement.

It is also shown in [4] that Ep(wap) < Eg(wap) < Ec(wap) for any state
wap, where Ep is the distillable entanglement and E¢ is the entanglement
cost.

The squashed entanglement has an operational interpretation in terms
of the protocol of quantum state redistribution [6]. Its interpretation as a
distance to highly extendible states is given recently in [19)].

4.2 Direct definition of the squashed entanglement in
infinite dimensions and its properties

If A and B are infinite-dimensional systems then we may define the squashed
entanglement by the same formula ([II) in which it is necessary to consider
that £ is an infinite-dimensional system as well (see the remark after Lemma
M below). The only problem consists in definition of I(A: B|E), since formula
(I2) may contain the uncertainty ”oo — 00” even for a state wap with finite
marginal entropies. This problem can be solved by using the extension of
conditional mutual information defined by one of the equivalent expressions

I(AB‘E)M = Sup[[(A:BE)QAwQA — I(AZE)QAWQA], QA = PA®[BE7 (13)

Py

](AB‘E)M = sup [I(AEIB)QBWQB — [(E:B)QBWQB] s QB = PB®[AE7 (14)

Pp
where the suprema are over all finite rank projectors Py € B(H,) and
Pg € B(Hp) correspondingly [28].
It is shown in [28, Th.2] that expressions (I3)) and (I4]) define a lower
semicontinuous function on the set &(H apg) possessing all basic properties

13



of conditional mutual information valid in finite dimensions (including the
characterization of a state wapp such that I(A: B|E), = 0 as a short Markov
chain in terms of [9], i.e. as a state such that wapp = [dg @ P(wag) for some
channel ® : £ — BE). If one of the marginal entropies H(w4), H(wp) and
H(wg) is finite then the above extension is given respectively by the explicit
formula

I(A:B|E), =I(A:BE), — I(A:E),, (15)
I(A:B|E), = I(AE:B), — I(FE:B),,

and
I(A:B|E), =1(A:B), —I(A:E),—I(B:E),+I(AB:E),. (16)
We will consider in this subsection that

Eg(wap) = % inf I(A:B|F), dimHg =+ (17)
WABE
where I(A:B|E), is the extended conditional mutual information described
before. Introduce the monotone sequence of functions

E(wap) =1 inf I(A:B|E), dimHg<n (18)

WABE

pointwise converging to the function

E; (wap) =3 inf I(A:B|E), dimHp < +o0. (19)
WABE

In finite-dimensions £, = F,, but the following lemma shows that these
functions do not coincide in general.

Lemma 4. A) If I(A:B),, < +oo then E (wap) = Eg(wap) < +00.

B) If I(A:B), = +oo then E} (wap) = +0o0.

So, if wap is a countably decomposable separable state such that
I(A: B), = +oo, for example, the state wap = > .25 m|k) (k| @ |k) (K|,
where {|k)} is an orthonormal basis in H4 = Hp and {m;} is a probabil-
ity distribution with infinite Shannon entropy, then Ej (wap) = 400 while
Eq(wap) = 0 (this follows from Proposition [2A below). Lemma also shows
that £, = Eq, if and only if one of the systems A and B is finite-dimensional.

Proof. A) Note first that the assumed finiteness of I(A : B), implies
finiteness of E7 (wap) and of Ey(wap).

14



We will use the inequality
[(A:BIB)spi1-xjs — M(A:BIE), — (1 = NI(A:B|E),| < 2ha(A) (20)

valid for any states papp and oapg such that I(A: B|E), and I(A:B|E), are
finite and any A € (0,1). If papp and oapg are states with finite marginal
entropies then inequality (20) directly follows from formula (I2]), concavity of
the von Neumann entropy and inequality (dI). The validity of this inequality
for arbitrary states with finite values of I(A: B|E) can be proved by using
the approximating property for [(A: B|E) from Theorem 2 in [28].

Let € > 0 be arbitrary, wapg be an extension of wsp such that

[(A:B|E), < Eyy(wap) + ¢ (21)

and wappp be a purification of wapg. Let {PS} C B(Hp) be a sequence of
projectors strongly converging to the operator Ip such that rank Pj; < n and

wWipep = (1 — )\n)_llABE ® Ppwapeplape ® Pp, Ay =1—"TrPpwp,

for all n. Since (1 — \,)whpe < wapr, we have wapr = (1 — A\,)wWhpe +
A% g, where &% 5 = M1 (wape — (1 — \y)w'igg), and hence (20) implies

[(A:B|E)y > (1 — M\)I(A: B|IE)un + AI(A: B|E)an — 2hs(N\n).  (22)

For each n the state @z, = (1 — \)whpp + M@hp ® 77, where 775 is a
pure state in S(Pj(Hp)), is an extension of wap. By using (20), [22)), the
duality relation I(A : B|E)n = I(A: B|D),» (cf.[6]) and nonnegativity of
I(A:B|E)gn we obtain

I(A:B|D)gn < (1= A)I(A: BID)un + AI(A: B|D)gn o + 2hs(\)
= (1= M)I(A:B|E)un + MI(A:B)gn + 2ha(Ay)

< I(A:B|E)y, + M I(A:B)gn + 4dha(Ay).
Since rankw}, < n, this inequality and (21]) imply
E?q(wAB) S Esq(wAB) + e+ )\n[(AB)a,n + 4h2()\n)
So, to prove that lim, Eg,

lim AnI(A:B)gn = 0. (23)

n——+o0o

(wap) = Es(wap) it suffices to show that
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Since wap = (1 — A\p)whp + MA@, it follows from (20) that
I(A:B), > (1 = M) I(A:B)yn + M I(A:B)gn — 2ha(A\y). (24)

Hence, by nonnegativity and lower semicontinuity of the quantum mutual
information we have

lim (1 —A,)I(A:B),» =I(A:B),.
n——+00
Since I(A:B), < +00, this relation and (24)) imply (23)).

B) If wapp is any extension of the state wap such that rankwp < 400
then formula (I6) and upper bound (@) imply I(A: B|E), = +oo. Hence

E} (wap) = +o0. O
Consider now properties of the squashed entanglement E,, defined by
formula (I7).

Proposition 2. Let S, = {wap | min{H(wa), H(wp), H(wap)} < +o0}.

A) If Ey(wap) = 0 then wap is a separable state, the converse implica-
tion holds if wap 1s a state in conv(S, U S.q), where Soq is the set of
countably decomposable separable states (Def[d)!

B) The function E, possesses the above properties EM2-EMS.

C) The function Ey, is lower-semicontinuous on the set &, and coincides
on this set with the function E7, defined by formula (19).

D) The function Es, is continuous on any subset of &(H ap) on which one
of the functions wap +— H(wa) and wap — H(wg) is continuous.

Assertion D in Proposition 2] is essentially strengthened in Section 5.

Proof. B) Properties EM2-EMS8 are proved by the same arguments as
in the finite-dimensional case (see [4, [I5]) with obvious modifications us-

ing properties of the extended conditional mutual information stated in [28]
Th.2].

4conv(G, U Geq) is the convex hull of &, U G.q. Obstacles preventing to prove
that Esq(wap) = 0 for countably nondecomposable separable states wap with infinite
marginal entropies are considered in Remark [ below.
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C) Take increasing sequences {P}} C B(Ha) and {Pj} C B(Hp) of
finite rank projectors strongly converging to the identity operators I, and
Ip. For each n consider the functions

fn(wAB) :% inf ](A:B‘E)QZ“’QZ and gn(wAB) :% inf ](AZB‘E)Q%MQ%,

WABE WABE

where Q" = P} ® Ipp, Q% = P3® I, and the infima are over all extensions
wapg Of the state wap.

We will show first that these functions are continuous on &(H 4p) for all
n. By symmetry it suffices to prove the continuity of f,. Let whp and w?z
be states such that ||w%z —wlzl1 < e < 1. By repeating the arguments from
the proof of continuity of Ej, in [4] we obtain

fulWhp) = %hj{f I(A:B|E) gnidaponh o00n  F=1,2, (25)
where w) 5 and w? . are purifications of w',z and of w? 5 such that

HwiBC - wichHl < 24/,

and the infimum is over all quantum channels A : T(H¢) — T(Hg).

For given A let whpp = Idap ® A(wlpe) and w?pp = Idap @ A(w?pe).
Then [|Qhwipp@i — Qiwhpp@%ll < 2vE. Let A, = TrQ%whpp, Ax = 1,2.
Note that

A2 = A| < [lwihp —wapli <€ (26)

and that

Inequality (7)) follows from representation () and the upper bound (H).
If AiA2 =0 then (26) and (27) imply

Aip = |[I(A:B|E)gnurqn — 1(A:B|E)gnuign | < 2elogrankP).  (28)

If A; Ay # 0 denote the states A\ ' Q7w 5pQ" and \;'Q%w? Q" respec-
tively by @w?zp and &Y 5. It follows from (26) and (27) that

Alg = |)\2](AB|E)@2—)\1](AB|E)@1|

(29)
< M|I(A:B|E)z2 — I(A:B|E)g| + 2¢ log rank Py.
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Since
Xol|@ipe — @applli = Xe@iss — M@agplli + A — M| <€ =2Ve + ¢,

the Fannes type continuity bound for the conditional mutual information
(Corollary 8 in [28]) implies

Xo|I(A:B|E)g2 — I(A: B|E)gs1| < Elogrank P7 + 4.0 (%) . (30)
2

where §(z) = (14 2)ho (7).

T+z
It is easy to see that A\.0 (ﬁ) tends to zero as € — 0 uniformly on
Ay € (0,1]. Hence, (28)-([B0) show that A5 < 7(¢) for arbitrary Aj, Ag,
where 7(¢) is a function tending to zero as € — 0. Since this holds for any
quantum channel A, we conclude from (25) that | f, (w3 5)— fu(whp)| < 57(e).
Thus, the function f, is continuous.

The continuity of the functions f,, and g, implies continuity of the func-
tion
hn(wap) = max {fu,(waB), gn(wan)} -

So, to prove the lower semicontinuity of Ey, on &, it suffices to show that

sup h’n(WAB) = Esq(WAB> (31)

n

for any state wap in &,. If wap is a state such that either H(w,4) < +o0 or
H(wp) < 400 then (BI)) follows from Lemma [{ below, since it implies

Eyq(wap) = fa(wap) < [H(wa) — H(PiwaPy)] (32)
if H(wya) < +o0 and
Esq(wAB> - gn(wAB> S [H(WB) - H(PE MBPE)]

if H(wp) < +oo. Since lim, o H(PYwxP}) = H(wx), X = A, B, by
Simon’s convergence theorem [20, the Appendix| and

ESQ(WAB) — hp(wap) = min{Esq(wAB) — fn(was), Esq(wAB) — gn(wan)}

by definition of h,,, we have lim,_ o hy(wap) = Esq(wap).
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If wap is a state such that H(ws) = H(wp) = 400 but H(wap) < +o0
then I(A:B), = +o00. Since f,(wap) < Esy(wap) for all n, to prove (BI)) it
suffices to show that

nll_)nolo fn(wAB) = +o00. (33)

The lower semicontinuity of 7(A:B) and Simon’s convergence theorem imply

respectively
lim I(A:B)QZWQZ = [(AB)W = 400

n—oo
and
nh—>nolo H(QZWABQZ) = H(WAB) < 400.

So, limit relation (B3]) follows from the inequality
I(A:B|E), > I(A:B), — 2H (wag), (34)

valid for any state wapg with finite H(wag). If I(A:BE), < +oo then (34)
is proved by using monotonicity of the quantum mutual information under
partial trace (cf.[4]):

I(A:B|E), = I(A:BE), — I(A:E),

> I(A:B), — I(AB:ED), > I(A:B),, — 2H (wag),

where it is assumed that waggp is a purification of wypgr. The validity of
inequality (B4]) for arbitrary states wapp with finite H(wap) can be proved
by using the approximating property for I(A: B|E) from Theorem 2 in [2§].

The coincidence of E,, and E%, on S, follows from Lemma Ml and the
above observation showing that Eg,(wap) = 400 for any state wap such that
H(wa) = H(wp) = +o0 and H(wap) < +00.

D) Assume the function wap — H(w,) is continuous on a subset &, of
S(Hap). By Dini’s lemma the increasing sequence of continuous functions
wap — H(PjwaPy) converges to the continuous function wap — H(wa)
uniformly on any compact subset of &y. So, inequality (32]) shows that the
sequence of continuous functions f,, uniformly converges to the function E,
on any compact subset of &y. Hence the function E,, is continuous on &.

A) Assume FEg(wap) = 0. Take any sequences {P}} C B(H,) and
{Pj} C B(Hp) of finite rank projectors strongly converging to the iden-
tity operators I4 and Igz. By monotonicity of the conditional mutual in-
formation under local operations we have Eg (w%gz) = 0 for all n, where
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whp = [TrPy ® PRwap| ' P} @ PhwapPi ® Pj. By the faithfulness of the
squashed entanglement in finite dimensions (proved in [2]) all the states w’; 5
are separable. So, the state wap is separable (as a limit of a sequence of
separable states).

If wap is a separable state in &.q having representation () then it can
be extended to a short Markov chain as follows (cf.[4])

WABEZZWiPi®0i®|i><i|a (35)

where {[|i)} is an orthonormal basis in some Hilbert space Hp. Hence,
Esq (w A B) =0

If wyp is a separable state in &, then it can be represented as a limit of
a sequence {w'iz} of separable states in &, N S.q (for examples, separable
states having finite rank marginal states). Since E,(w’iz) = 0 for all n, the
lower semicontinuity of E,, on &, (assertion C) implies Ey,(wap) = 0.

If wap is a convex mixture of separable states in &, and in G4 then the
convexity of E, (assertion B) implies E,,(wap) = 0. O

Lemma 5. Let V4 be an operator in B(Ha) such that ||[Val| < 1 and
wapg be a state with finite H(wy4). Then

0<I(A:B|E), — I(A:B|E)s < 2[H(wa) — H(VawaV})], (36)
and hence

—20H (VawaV}) < I(A:B|E), —I(A:B|E) o <2[H(wa) — H(VawaV})],

1-Tro
Trw

Proof. The left inequality in (36]) follows from the monotonicity of the
conditional mutual information under local operations.

where @ABE = VA &® [BEWABEVX &® ]BE and § =

To prove the right inequality in (B6) it suffices to note that
I(A:B|E), = H(A|E), — H(ABE),

for any w € T, (Hapg) with finite H(w,), where H(A|X) is the extended
conditional entropy defined in ([3]), and to apply Lemma [3] twice.

The second inequality is easily derived from the first one by noting that

0<[Trw]I(A:B|E) &

@
Tr&

= I(A:B|E)s < 2H(VawaV73). O
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Remark 1. We cannot prove that E,,(wap) = 0 for any separable state
wag, since we cannot extend a countably nondecomposable separable state
to a Markov chain. It is easy to see that the integral analog of formula (35])
(in which the basis {|i)(i|} is replaced by a basis {|z)(z|}.ex of nonseparable
Hilbert space Hg) produces a non-normal state on B(Hapg). If wap is a
countably nondecomposable separable state such that either H(w4) or H(wpg)
is finite then we can prove that E,,(wap) = 0 by approximation but we
cannot prove that the infimum in the definition of E,,(wap) is attained at
some state wapg.

Thus, we have faced with the interesting question: Can a countably
nondecomposable separable state wap be extended to a Markov chain wapg ?

Note that any such (hypothetical) extension would be a Markov chain
having no representation described by Hayden, Jozsa, Petz and Winter in
[9] characterizing Markov chains in finite-dimensional tripartite systems (it
is easy to see that wap is a countably decomposable separable state for any
Markov chain wapg having such representation).

4.3 The universal extension of squashed entanglement

According to Section 3 the universal extension of squashed entanglement is
defined by the formula

~

Eg(wap) = sup Ey(Pa® PpwapPa® Pg), (37)
Py,Pp
where the supremum is over all finite rank projectors P4 and Pp and E,
is the natural (homogeneous) extension of the finite-dimensional squashed
entanglement defined by (I]) to the cone T, (Hap).

Properties of the function Esq and relations between this function and
the infinite-dimensional squashed entanglement Ej, defined in Section 4.2
are presented in the following proposition.

~

Proposition 3. A) Ej, is an unique lower semicontinuous entanglement
measure on S(Hap) coinciding with the ”finite-dimensional” squashed en-
tanglement on the set S¢ = {wap | max{rankw,, rankwg} < +o0};

B) The function Esq possesses properties EM1-EMS;

~

C) Esy(wap) < Egy(wagp), where Eg(wagp) is defined by formula (I7), for
any state wap and Es(wap) = Es(wap) for a state wap in

S, ={wap| min{H (wa), H(wp), H(wap)} < +o0}. (38)
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D) Esq = E,, if and only if Ey, is lower semicontinuous on S(Hap).

Proof. Assertions A,B,D and the inequality Esq(wAB) < Ey(wap) di-
rectly follow from Propositions [ and 2l

Let wap € 6, and W, = [TrPY @ Phwap] ' Pi@PhwapPi@ P € &y,
where {P}} and {Pj} are any sequences of finite rank projectors strongly
converging to the operators /4 and Ig. By Proposition [2] the function Ej, is
lower semicontinuous on &, and monotone under local operations. Hence,
Ey(wap) = lim, 0 Es(w' ). This and Proposition IB imply Eg,(wap) =
Esq(wAB). D

Relations between E, and Esq are very similar to the relations between

the infinite-dimensional versions E¢ and E§ = Ep of the entanglement of
formation considered at the end of Section 3 (Corollary [l). Indeed (cf.[27]),

e F¢ is a unique lower semicontinuous entanglement measure on &(Hp)
coinciding with the ”finite-dimensional” entanglement of formation Er
on the set &¢ and inheriting all basic properties of Ep;

o F(wap) > F&%(wap) for any state wap;

e the equality F%(wap) = E%(wap) is proved for any state wap in the
set G, defined in (38));

e the equality E%(wap) = 0 is proved for any separable state w,p in
conv(6, U Gq), where G4 is the set of countably decomposable sep-
arable states;

e FE4 = F¢% if and only if E% is lower semicontinuous on &(Hag).

Similar to the function Ey,, the equality E%(wag) =0 is not proved (as
far as I know) for a countably nondecomposable separable state wap such
that H(wa) = H(wp) = +00

In finite dimensions Fy,(wap) < Erp(wap) for any state wap [4, Pr.5].
This relation is generalized as follows.

Corollary 2. For any state wag of an infinite-dimensional bipartite
system the following relations hold

~

Ey(wap) < Eb(wap), FEsg(wap) < Ef(wag).

®So, strictly speaking, the both functions E,, and Ejfﬂ can not be considered as entan-
glement measures on &(Hap).
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Proof. The first inequality follows from the representation (cf.[4])

Ef(wap) = § inf I(A:B|E),, (39)

WABE

where the infimum is over all extensions of the state wsp having the form

@app = »_ mwhp @ |i)(i], rankwls = 1.
i

Since EY = Ep by Corollary [Il the second inequality follows from the
definitions of the functions E,, and Ep. U

Note: we can not assert that Es,(wap) < F$%(wap) until it is not proved
that either E%(wap) = E%(wap) or Fy(wap) = Fs(wap).

It is shown in [27, Sect.5] that if E% # E% then the function E¢ demon-

strates properties which seems non-adequate for entanglement measure. The
same arguments can be repeated for the function E,, if we assume that

Ey(wap) > Esq(wAB) for some state wap. So, the function E sq seems to
be more preferable candidate on the role of infinite-dimensional squashed
entanglement (until it is not proved that Ey, = Ey,).

From the physical point of view possible noncoincidences of Ey, with
Esq and of F% with F% are not too essential, since Ey,(wap) = Esq(wAB)
and FE%(wap) = E%(wap) for any state wap with finite energy provided
the Hamiltonian of one of the subsystems A and B satisfies some regularity
condition (see Corollary [@l in Section 5.2).

5 On continuity of the squashed entanglement

5.1 General continuity condition and its corollaries

Proposition states that

lim H(w5) = HwS) < 400 = klim By (whp) = Ey(wWlp) < +00, (40)
—00

k—00

where X is either A or B, for a sequence {w 5} converging to a state w9p.
In this case Ey,(why) = Fs(whp) for all k (by Proposition [B]). Exactly the
same continuity condition holds for the entanglement of formation [27, Pr.8].
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In fact, a stronger result relating continuity of the squashed entanglement
with continuity of the quantum mutual information is valid (which seems
more natural than condition (#0) from the physical point of view).

Proposition 4. Let {whz} be a sequence converging to a state w9 p.
A) If min{H (w9), H(w%)} < +oo then the following properties (i)-(iv)
are equivalent and imply (v):

(i) lim I(A:B)s = I(A: B)oo;
k—00

(ii) kh_}rgo El (whp) = EL (W) for some nfi

(i) lim B, (why) = Foy(wls) for all n;

(iv) klim Esq(W,IZB) = ESI](“B&B) and lim sup [qu(wffxB) - Esq(wftB)] =0
—00 n—oo k‘Zk*

for sufficiently large k,;
() Jim By(whp) = Bulehp)

The condition min{H (w9), H(w%)} < +oo implies Eo(wy) = Eaq(wp)
and finiteness of the above limits (but it does not imply By, (Whp) = Ey(Wip)).
B) If H(WY) = H(wY) = 400 and H(W%g) < +oo then (i), (iii), the first
part of (iv) and (v) hold as infinite limits.
C) If I(A: B)y < 400 and Mwhp < wQp for all k, where {\} is a
sequence of positive numbers converging to 1, then (i)-(iv) hold.

Remark 2. The main assertion of Proposition MJA is the implication

lim I(A:B)x = I(A:B)y = lim E(Wy) = E(WSs)  (41)
k—o00 k—00

for E = E,, Ey. It strengthens condition (@), since Theorem 1A and

Example 1 in [28] show that

lim H (W) = Hw%) < 400 = lim T(A:B)yi = I(A:B)y,, < +00,

k
w
k—o0 AB

for any sequence {w";} converging to a state wYy, where X is either A or
B, and that the converse implication is not valid.

The function E7, is defined in (IR).
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The main advantage of continuity condition (4I]) in contrast to (40) con-
sists in the fact that local continuity of quantum mutual information is pre-
served by local operations (in contrast to local continuity of marginal en-
tropies), see Corollary B below.

It seems reasonable to conjecture that ” < ” holds in (@Il). This would
give possibility to prove preserving local continuity of the squashed entan-
glement under local operations, see the Conjecture after Corollary [3

Note also that the condition min{H (wa), H(wp)} < +oo in A is used
only to show that Eq,(w%g) = Esq(w%B) and I(A:B), < +oo. To prove
that (iv) = (i) & (ii) < (iii) it suffices to require I(A:B),0 < 400.

Remark 3. Proposition MIC can be treated as a dominated convergence
theorem for the squashed entanglement (cf.[20]). In contrast to condition
(@0) and Proposition @A it contains no assumptions concerning marginal
entropies. Note that in this case we do not assert that property (v) holds
(until it is not proved that E,y(wSy) = Eeq(wlp)).

The proof of Proposition 4 is based on the following two lemmas.

Lemma 6. Let {w¥ 3} be a sequence converging to a state w9y and n€ N

A) The function EZ, is lower semicontinuous on &(Hap). If 1(A:B).0
is finite then

liminf £ (wAB) E” (wAB) > hmmfI(A B)x —I(A:B),0

k—o00

B) Local continuity of 1(A:B) is equivalent to local continuity of EY,, i.e.

lim [(A:B),r = I(A:B)up < 400 & lim B (w he) = Eo(whp) < +oo

k—00

Proof. We may assume that for any state w,p the infimum in definition
([@8) of EY, (wap) is over all extensions wapp in &(Hap @ H}), where HE, is a
fixed n-dimensional Hilbert space. By Lemmal/ll the set of all such extensions
of a given state wyp is compact. This and the lower semicontinuity of the
function wapg — I(A:B|E), ([28, Th.2]) imply attainability of the infimum
in definition (I8) of £ (wag).

For each k let @, € G(Hap ® H}) be an extension of the state w
such that E7 (whz) = I(A: B|E)z. By Lemma [ the sequence &k pp is
relatively compact and hence it has a limit point @4z, € S(Hap @HE). By
continuity of a partial trace &% 55 is an extension of the state w5 and hence
En (W 5) < 1(A: B|E)go.
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Assume that I(A:B),0 < +oo and hence EJ, (w)p) < +oo. Let € > 0 be
arbitrary and {w¥,} be a subsequence such that

tlim E (wAB) < hmlnf E (wAB) +e and lim ofy,, = %5
—00 k— t—o0

Since the functions wapp — I(X : E),, X = A, B, AB, are continuous on
S(Hap ® H}), formula (I6) shows that

li}gn inf I(A:B) s — [(A:B)yo < li{n inf I(A:B)r — I[(A:B)yo

= lim I(A: B|E)gs, — [(A: B|E)go < lim Ely(whip) — Ely(wp).
—00

So, by the lower semicontinuity of I(A: B), to prove the lower semicontinuity
of B, on &(Hp) it suffices to show that hm Esq(wAB) +00 in the case

I(A:B),0 = +00. This can be easily done by using formula (6] and upper
bound (), since in this case the lower semicontinuity of (A : B) implies
lim I(A:B) = +00.

k—oo

B) It suffices to show that local continuity of I(A:B) implies local upper
semicontinuity of EY,. Assume there exists a sequence {wk 5} converging to
a state w9 5 such that

lim I(A:B)yx = I(A:B), < +oo and lim El(whp) > EL(Wp). (42)
k—o0 k—o0

Let W%pp € ©(Hap ® H%) be an extension of the state w9y such that
E? (w9p) = I(A: B|E)gz. By using Lemma 2 it is easy to show existence of
a sequence {0k s} C &(Hap @HYE) converging to the state @Yz such that
Wk g = Wk for all k.

Since the functions wapp — I[(X : E),, X = A, B, AB, are continuous
on &(Hap ® HE), formula (I6]) and the first relation in (42)) show that

Jim T(A:BIE)g = [(A: B|E)z = El(whp).
—00

Since E7(whz) < I(A: B|E)g for all k, this contradicts to the second
relation in ([42]). O

Lemmas [ and [6B imply the following observation.
Lemma 7. Local continuity of 1(A: B) implies local upper semicontinuity
of Eg,, i.e. for any sequence {w¥z} converging to a state w5 we have

hm I(A:B)ys = I(A:B) o < +oo = limsup E,,(why) < B (wlp) < +oo.

k—o00
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Proof of Proposition [} A) The condition min{H (w%), H(w%)} < 400
implies, by Propositions [3] that

Eoy(wS ) = Eyg(wly) < I(A:B)y < +o0. (43)

Since I(A:B),o is finite, (i) < (ii) < (iii) follows from Lemma [l
(i) = (iv) = (v). Lemma [7 shows that
lim sup Esq(wfiB) < Esq(w%B)- (44)

k—o0

Since E, is lower semicontinuous on &(H ), we have

lim inf By, (wh5) > Eog(wlp)- (45)

k—o0

Since Ey(wh 5) < Eyy(wk ) for all k, (@3),E) and @5) imply

kh_{glo Esq(wfiB) = Ey(Wip) = By(Wip) = ]}1_{1010 Esq(“f&B)-

It follows from (i) that I(A: B), < oo for all k& > k,. Lemma Ml
and (i) < (iii) show that the monotone sequence {EY, } of continuous func-
tions pointwise converges to the continuous function Ey, on the compact
set {wl g, why,whit .}, By Dini’s lemma the sequence {E,} converges
uniformly on this set implying the second relation in (iv).

(iv) = (i). Assume that (i) is not valid. By lower semicontinuity of
I(A:B) we may consider (by passing to a subsequence) that

liminf I(A:B)x > I(A:B)o + A

k—00

for some A > 0. So, Lemma [GA implies

liminf B (whp) > Bl (whs) + A forall n.

k—o0 4

Since EZ (whp) tends to Eyy(whz) by Lemma @ this contradicts to (iv).

B) Since in this case I(A:B),0 = 400, inequality ([34) and Proposition
imply FEq,(w%p5) = Es(whp) = +00. So, to prove this assertion it suffices
to note that F,, < E,, < Bl < I(A: B) for all n and to use the lower

semicontinuity of Eg,.
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C) The conditions imply (cf.[28, Th.1])
lim I(A:B)r = I(A:B)0 < +o0. (46)

k—o0

By the convexity of E,, we have
Eyy(wip) < MBsg(@iip)+(1=M) By (@hp) < MeBaq(whip)+(1=Ae)I(A: B)gr,

where ¥ 5 = (1 — M) "HwYp — Mwh 5) is bona fide state for each k. So, to
prove that limy e Ee(whp) = Ey (W) it suffices to show, by Lemma [T
that

lim (1 — A)I(A: B)ge = 0

k—00

This follows from ({6]), since inequality (20) implies
(1 —=XN)I(A:B)gr < I(A:B)yo — MI(A:B) i + 2ha(Ag).

By Lemmal@l relation (46) implies (iii). So, the second part of (iv) follows
from Lemma [l and Dini’s lemma. [J

By Theorem 1B in [28] local continuity of quantum mutual information
is preserved by local operations, i.e. for any sequence {w%z} of states con-
verging to a state w9y and arbitrary quantum operations ®4 : A — A and
&y : B — B we have
klim I(A:B)yx = I(A:B) o < 00 = klim I(A:B)gr = I(A:B)z0 < +00,

—00 —00

where 0¥, = @4 @ P (wh ) for all k[ This implication, Proposition @A and
the last sentence in Remark [2] imply the following observation.

Corollary 3. If one of properties (i)-(iv) in Proposition[jJA holds for a
sequence {wh 5} converging to a state w9y such that 1(A:B), < 400 then
all the properties (i)-(v) hold for the sequence {&% g}, where

Dhp = [Trda @ Op(whp)] '@ @ Pp(whp),

for any local quantum operations ®4 : A — A and ®g : B — B such that
P4Pp(wly) #0 and min {H(Ps(w})), H(®p(w%))} < +oo. In particular,

lim I(A:B)x = I(A:B)up < 400 = lim E@hy) = BE@%g) < +oo,
— 00

k—o0

"If ®4 and ®p are not channels then I(A: B)gx in the above relation is defined by
formula (2]).
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for E = Eg, Ey.

The main assertion of Corollary [3]is a weak form of the following

Conjecture: Local continuity of the squashed entanglement is preserved
by local operations.

To prove this conjecture it suffices to show that ” < ” holds in ({T]).

Theorem 1A in [28] and Proposition @A imply the following continuity
condition.

Corollary 4. Let W%y be a state such that min {H(w%), H(w%)} < 400
and {Wkg} be a sequence of states converging to the state Wy such that
Mew® < D8 @ Ok (W) for some local quantum operations ®% and %, where
{Ak} is a sequence converging to 1. Then

]}1_{20 Esq(wle) = kh_{go Esq(W,]ZB) = Esq(ngB) = Esq(ngB) < +o0. (47)

Corollary Hl shows in particular that ([@T) holds if {w% 5} is a sequence of
states proportional to the operators

Tro®} ® O ® 6 (wWape):

where Wi 5. is a state such that min { H (w9), H(w%)} < 400 and {®%} {k}
{®%} are sequences of local quantum operations strongly converging to the
identity channels Id4,Idg,Id¢ (this means that limg ®%(p) = p for arbitrary
states p € 6(Hx), X = A, B,C [12]).

Corollary 5. If one of the systems A and B, say A, is finite-dimensional
then Ey = Ey = E7, (the function E}, is defined by (I9)) is a continuous
entanglement measure on &(Hap) and

|Bug(62ip) — Bug(whs)] < vElogdim M +2(1 + ﬁ)hz( Ve ) ,

L++/e
for any whp, wip such that e = ||wiy — Wil < 1.

Proof. Lemma [ and Proposition B imply Ey, = Es, = EJ,. To prove the
continuity bound it suffices to note that in this case Ej,, coincides with the

function f,, in the proof of assertion C of Proposition 2] for some finite n and
to repeat the arguments from that proof. [J
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5.2 Continuity bounds for £, and for Er under the
energy constraint on one subsystem

In this subsection we restrict attention to subsets of bipartite states wap
with bounded energy of wy, i.e. subsets of the form

GEi{wAB|TrHAwA§E}, (48)

where H 4 is a Hamiltonian of the system A and F > 0.

It is well known that the von Neumann entropy is bounded on the set
{pa| TrtHapa < E} if and only if Tre ##4 < 400 for some 8 > 0 and it is
continuous on this set if and only if Tre ##4 < o0 for all 8 > 0 [26] B1].
So, Propositions and BIC imply the following assertions.

Corollary 6. A) If Tre=?H4 is finite for some B > 0 then the functions
E,, and Ey,; coincide and are lower semicontinuous on &g for any E > 0.

B) If Tre PH4 s finite for all B > 0 then the functions Ey, and Esq
coincide and are continuous on &g for any E > 0.

C) Assertions A and B also hold for the infinite-dimensional versions E¢
and ES of the entanglement of formation (considered at the end of Sect.3).

The last assertion of Corollary [6] follows from the results in [27), Sect.5].
Corollary [0l implies coincidence and continuity of the functions Fy, and

Esq (and of the functions EY and E%) on the set of states of a bipartite
finite-mode Bosonic system with bounded mean energy [10, Ch.12].

Corollary [0l can be strengthened by using the approach recently proposed
by Winter in [32], where the tight continuity bounds for the von Neumann
entropy and for the conditional entropy under the energy constraint are ob-
tained. Combining this approach, Lemma[[lin Section 4 and the Fannes type
continuity bound for the conditional mutual information one can obtain tight
continuity bound for the conditional mutual information under the energy
constraint on one subsystem (Lemma [§in the Appendix), which makes pos-
sible to derive continuity bounds for the squashed entanglement and for the
entanglement of formation under the same constraint.

Let H4 be a Hamiltonian of system A such that

Z(B) = Tre P4 < 400 forall 3 >0. (49)

Then for any £ > 0 the von Neumann entropy attains its maximum on the set
{pa| TrHapa < E} at the Gibbs state y(E) = [Z(B(E))] e #F)Ha where
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B(E) is the solution of the equation TrH e 4 = EZ(3) [31]. Condition
(49) implies that H 4 has discrete spectrum {E}, Es, ...} of finite multiplicity.
We will assume that £; = 0.

We will obtain continuity bound for the squashed entanglement on the
set ©p defined by ({@8) and will show that the same continuity bound is
valid for the entanglement of formation. Corollary 6l shows that Eg,(wap) =
Esq(wAB) and F4(wap) = E%(wap) for any state wap € Gp. So, in what
follows we will forget about possible noncoincidence of E,, with Esq and of
F% with £ and will denote these functions respectively by F,, and by Ff.

Proposition 5. Let whp and w%y be arbitrary states in S such that

oy — whpli =e < 1. Let € € (&, 1] and § = 57, Then

/

}Esq(wiB) - Esq(wzlﬂlB)‘ < €+ 20)H(v(E/0)) +2(1+)hy (1 j— e’

) +2hy(6)

The same continuity bound is valid for the entanglement of formation Er.

The coincidence of the continuity bounds for Ey, and for EF is not sur-
prising due to representation (39]).

Remark 4. By Proposition 1 in [26] condition (49) implies
Jm 0H(y(E/0)) =0. (50)

So, the continuity bounds in Proposition Bl show uniform continuity of the
squashed entanglement and of the entanglement of formation on the set Gg.

Proof. By repeating the arguments from the proof of continuity of Ej, in
[4] we obtain

ESQ(WIIZB) = %1Rf I(A:B|E)IdAB®A( k= 1a 27 (51)

wipe)
where w) 5 and w? . are purifications of w',z and of w? 5 such that
2 1
lwipe —wancll < 2Ve,

and the infimum is over all quantum channels A : T(H¢) = T(HE).
For given A let whpp = Idap ® Awlipe) and w?pp = Idap @ A(w?pe).
Then ||w?5r — wigslli < 24/, and Lemma [§ in the Appendix implies

II(A:B|E),z — I(A: B|E)i| < (2¢' + 40)H(v(E/8)) + 40(") + 4hs(5),
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where 0(z) = (1 + a:)hg(l%m) Since this estimate holds for any quantum
channel A, expression (51)) implies the above continuity bound for E,,.

To obtain the continuity bound for Er we will use the modification of
Nielsen’s technique [24]. Let € > 0 be arbitrary and {7;, @z} be an ensemble
(finite or countable) of pure states such that

whp = megB and Ep(whp) > ZmH(wz) — €.

Let R be an infinite-dimensional reference system, wl 5, and w? 5 be purifi-
cations of w) ; and of w?% 5 such that

||W,2413R - W,latBRHl < 2y/e.

By the arguments from [14] we can choose such basic {|i)} in Hp that
Ghpr =Y Lan @ )il whpr Las @ i) (i = D mwlyp @ i) il.
Thus,

ZmH(wa) =1I(A: B|R)z and hence Ep(why) > 1I1(A: B|R)s; — e

On the other hand, since
@,2431% = ZIAB ® |4) (| WEXBR Iap @ [0)(i] = Z 1) (hi| @ 18 (dl,

where {[1;)} is a collection of vectors such that Y . |v:) (¢ = @45 = wip,
it is easy to see that $I(A: B|R)z: > Ep(wip).
So, we have

Ep(wip) — Er(why) < LI(A: B|R)s — LI(A: BIR)s + e

Since |04pr — @hprlli < 24/€, by applying Lemma [§ in the Appendix we
obtain

/

Er(whp) — Er(wh) < (£ +20)H(1(E/5)) +2(1 +€')h2< :

T 5/) +2hs(0) + €.
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By permuting w?; and w) 5 in the above argumentation we obtain the same
upper bound for Fr(wz) — Er(w%p). Since € is arbitrary, this gives the
continuity bound for Er coinciding with the continuity bound for E,. [

Proposition [l implies the following asymptotic continuity property of the
squashed entanglement and of the entanglement of formation (cf. [§]).

Corollary 7 LetHAn :HA®[A®®[A++IA®®[A®HA
be a Hamiltonian of the system A™ and {wl}, {w?} be sequences of states
such that

Wk e G(HEL), TrHn[w|an <nE, k=12, lim w2 — wh]|; = 0.

If Hyu satisfies condition ([49) then
| Esq(wh) = Esq(wp)|

Er(w?) — Ep(w!
lim n =0 and lim| rw,) r(w,)|

n—00 n n—o00 n

=0.

Proof. Note that H4n satisfies condition (49) and that v(E)®™ is the
Gibbs state of the system A™ corresponding to the energy nkE. So, the above
limit relations directly follow from the continuity bounds in Proposition
and relation (B0). O

6 Conclusion

We have presented a detailed analysis of properties of the squashed entan-
glement F, obtained by direct translation (I7) of the finite-dimensional def-
inition in comparison with the universal extension Esq defined by formula
@B7). The function Esq is a result of application to the case of squashed
entanglement of the general method for construction of infinite-dimensional
entanglement monotones starting from finite-dimensional ones described in
Section 3. R

It is shown that the functions Ey, and Ej,, produce the same entanglement
measure on the set

S, ={wap| min{H(wa), H(wg), Hwap)} < +o0}

possessing all basis properties of the squashed entanglement valid in finite
dimensions (with continuity replaced by lower semicontinuity). It is proved
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that the function Esq is an adequate lower semicontinuous extension of this
measure to the set G(H4p) of all bipartite states. Coincidence of Ej, and
Esq on &(Hap) is a conjecture equivalent to lower semicontinuity of Es, on
S(Hap)-

It is shown that local continuity of the quantum mutual information im-
plies local continuity of the squashed entanglement (Proposition @ Remark
2). A weak form of the conjecture that local continuity of the squashed
entanglement is preserved by local operations is proved (Corollary [3]).

The common continuity bound for the squashed entanglement and for the
entanglement of formation under the energy constraint on one subsystem is
obtained and used to prove the asymptotic continuity of these entanglement
measures under the same constraint (Proposition [, Corollary [T).

Some open questions are formulated. One of them concerns possibility

to extend a countably nondecomposable separable state to a short Markov
chain (Remark [IJ).

7 Appendix: Tight continuity bound for con-
ditional mutual information under the en-
ergy constraint on one subsystem

Since for any state wapc with finite H(w,4) we have
I(A:C|B), = H(A|B), — H(A|BC),,

where H(A|X) is the extended conditional entropy defined in (), continuity
bound for I(A: C|B), under the energy constraint on w4 can be directly
obtained from Meta-Lemma 14 in [32] (by proving that this lemma remans
valid for the extended conditional entropy).

But more sharp continuity bound for I(A : C|B), can be obtained by
using Winter’s technique (rather than his final results) and some estimates
for conditional mutual information.

Let H4 be a Hamiltonian of system A such that Z(3) = Tre P4 is
finite for all § > 0. This implies that H4 has discrete spectrum of finite
multiplicity, i.e. Ha = >.727 E,|n)(n|, where {|n)}>5 is an orthonormal
basis of eigenvectors of H, corresponding to the nondecreasing sequence
{E,}> of eigenvalues (energy levels of H4) such that > e=#n is finite
for all > 0. We will assume that F; = 0 for simplicity.
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For any £ > 0 the von Neumann entropy attains its maximum under
the constraint TrpH, < E at the Gibbs state v(E) = [Z(B(E))] le AE)Ha,
where B(F) is the solution of the equation TrH e=#H4 = EZ() [31].

Lemma 8. Let p and o be states of the tripartite system ABC' such

that TrpaHa, TroaHs < F, %Hp— ol <e<e <1 and § = ‘i:;,. Then

/

I(A:C|B), — I(A:C|B),| < (26'+40)H(v(E/8))+4(1+€')hy ( : © )+4h2(6).

6/
Remark 5. Since 51iI_I"_10 JH(v(E/))) =0 (see Remark[]), Lemma[§shows
—

that the function wapc — I(A: C|B), is uniformly continuous on the set
{wapc | TrHawa < E} for any E > 0.

Proof. Following the proofs of Lemmas 13,14 in [32] define the projectors
Pe= % [n){nl
0<E.<E/S

and consider the states
P<pP< P<O'P<
—_—_— = o — — =,
P< TtPop’ = TrPeo

In the proof of Lemma 13 in [32] it is shown that
H(w) = [TrP<w]H(w<) < 6H(y(E/6)) + ha(TrPew), (52)
Hw<) < H(y(E/0)), TrPcw>1-4, (53)
where w = p, o, and that
log TrP< < H(y(E/0)), 3llp< —o<ll <& (54)

By using (52) and (B3] it is easy to derive from the second inequality of
Lemma [5] that

|1(A:C|B)y — I(A:C|B)._| < 26H(y(E/0)) + 2ha(8), w=p,0. (55)

By using (B4]) and applying Corollary 8 in [28] (Fannes type continuity bound
for conditional mutual information) we obtain
[I(A:C|B),. — I(A:C|B),.| < 2¢'log TrP< + 4(1 + ) ha(15)
(56)
< 2'H(y(E/8)) + 4(1 + &)ha(v55) -

1+&’
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Since

[I(A:C|B), — I(A:C|B),| < [I(A:C|B),. — I(A:C|B),.]

Y

+|I(A:C|B), — I(A:C|B),_| + |[I(A:C|B), — I(A:C|B),.

the required continuity bound follows from (53] and (B6]). O

Remark 6. By using Lemma[§one can obtain analog of Lemma 15 in [32]
for conditional mutual information, i.e. a continuity bound for conditional
mutual information (A : C|B) under the energy constraint on the system
A composed of ¢ oscillators (assuming that B and C' are arbitrary systems).
Since the main terms in Lemma [§ and in Meta-Lemma 14 in [32] coincide,
the main term in this continuity bound coincides with the main term

Z —
1+« E _
25(1_a+2a);:110g( i—l—l), E=E/l,

in the continuity bound for conditional entropy in Lemma 15 in [32], where
wi, ...,wy are frequencies of the oscillators and « € (0,1/2) is a free parame-
ter. By choosing arbitrarily small o and large energy E we see (as in Remark
16 in [32]) that this term is approximately equal to 2e H(y(E)).

Let p = y(E) ® 75 ® ¢ and 0 = (1 — €)p + €|dpac)(Pac| ® T, where
|pac)(pac| € G(Hac) is a purification of the Gibbs state v(E) € G(Ha),

75 and 75 are orthogonal pure states in S(Hp), 7¢ is a pure state in &(H¢).
Then I(A:C|B), =0 and I(A:C|B), = 2¢H(7(F)), so that

[(A:C|B), — I(A:C|B), = 2e H(y(E)).

Since i|jo — p|li < €, we conclude that Lemma [ gives asymptotically tight
continuity bound for conditional mutual information.
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