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A combinatorial criterion for k-separability of multipartite Dicke states
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We derive a combinatorial criterion for detecting k-separability of N-partite Dicke states. The cri-
terion is efficiently computable and implementable without full state tomography. We give examples
in which the criterion succeeds, where known criteria fail.

I. INTRODUCTION

While the structure of bipartite entangled states is fairly well-understood, the study of multipartite entanglement
still presents a number of partial successes and difficult open problemisee the recent reviews ﬂj, E]) General criteria
for multipartite states of any dimension were recently proposed in B 11, ]

Here, we derive a criterion for detecting k-nonseparability in Dicke states based on various ideas developed in Bf
6,8, 19, @] The criterion can be seen as a generalization of a method for detecting genuine multipartite entanglement
in Dicke states detailed in ﬂ] The criterion have the advantages of being computationally efficient and implementable
“ﬂﬁchout the need of state tomography. We give examples in which the criterion is stronger than the ones proposed in

]

Let us recall some standard terminology and the definition of a Dicke state. An N-partite pure state [¢) €
Hi@Ho® - @Hy (dim H; =d; > 2,1 <4< N) is said to be k-separable if there is a k-partition ﬂg, @]

gt dmldt e g2, g - gk, such that |¢) = |¢1>j;~j3n1 |¢2>jf»~j3n2 "'|¢k>jf»~j§lka

where [1;);i...;i s the state of the subsystems ji, j3, ..., ji,,, and Ule{j{,jg, e gk b =A{1,2,--- | N}. More gener-
ally, an N-partite mixed state p is said to be k-separable if it can be written as a convex combination of k-separable
pure states p = Y p;|¥;)(W;|, where |1;) is possibly k-separable under different partitions. An n-partite state is said

3
to be fully separable when it is N-separable and N -partite entangled if it is not 2-separable. A k-separable mixed
state might not be separable with regard to any specific k-partition, which makes k-separability difficult to deal with.
We shall consider pure states as a special case.
The N -qubits Dicke state with m excitations (see [14]) is defined as

1
|DR) = N > 1bir i)y where 6, i) = Q) 10} Q) L
N 1<ij#i,<N i@{i1,esim}  GE€{i1,eesim }

J

where C7? := (Z ) is the binomial coefficient. For instance,
|D3) = 671/2(]1100) + |1010) 4 [1001) + [0110) 4 |[0011) + [0101)),
when N =4 and m = 2.

Section II contains the statements and proofs of the results. Examples are in Section III.

II. RESULTS

We construct a set of inequalities which are optimally suited for testing whether a given Dicke state is N-partite
entangled:

Theorem 1 Suppose that p is an N -partite density matriz acting on a Hilbert space H = H1 @ Ha ® --- @ Hy. Let

]:(pv ¢) = A(pv ¢) - B(pad))a
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where

Alp,¢) = Y (|<¢i,j|p|¢i,j’>| - \/<¢i,j| ® (¢35 |1 p22105 5 ) @ |¢i,j’>) ,

1<i#j#j' <N

and

Bp,¢):=Ni > (¢ijlolis)-

1<i#j<N

Here, |¢; ;) :=]0...010...010...0) € H, with the 1s in the subspaces H; and H;, Nj := max{2(N —k —1),N — k} and
I1;, is the operator swapping the two copies of H; in H®H, for 1 <i# j < N. If the density matriz p is k-separable
then

F(p, o) <0.

Proof. We start with a 4-qubit state to get an intuition. Note that for a four-qubit pure state p = |1)(1)|, we have

F(p,®) = 2(Ipa| — \/P2.2088 + |pa,7| — /P3,3Ps,s + |pa,10] — /P22P12,12 + |pa11] — \/P33p12,12
+1p6,7| — /P5,5P8.8 + |p6,10] — \/P22p14.14 + |pe13| — \/Ps5p14,14 + |p7,11] — \/P3.3P15,15
+ |p7.13| — /P5,5P15,15 + |pro,11] — \/P9,9p12,12 + [p10,13| — \/P9,9pia,1a (1)
+ |p11,13] = \/P9.9p15,15) — Ni(paa + pe.6 + pr,7 + p1o,10 + p11,11 + P13,13)-

If a 4-qubit pure state p = |1)(¢)| is biseparable then F(p, ¢) < 0 by the criterion in [15].
Suppose that a 4-qubit pure state p = ) (| with |¥) = > ijigigis|i1i2isia) (i1,42,43,74 = 0,1) is k-separable,

i1i2izis
where k£ = 3,4. Then,

F(|9), ¢) = 2(|voo11%0101| — [P0001%0111] + [t0011%0110] — [Y0010%0111| + |P0011%1001| — [*P0001%1011]
+ |10011%1010] — [%0010%1011] + [Y0101%0110] — [Y0100%0111 | + [P0101%1001] — [%0001%1101]
+ |90101%1100] — [%0100%1101] + [Y0110%1010] = [Y0010¥1110| + [P0110%1100] — [Y0100%1110]
+ ¥1001%1010] — [Y1011%1000] + [P1001%1100| — [Y1000%1101] + [Y1010%1100] — [P1000%1110])

— Ni([t0011 2 + [Y0101]* + |o110]* + |¥1001 ] + [¥1010]* + [¥1100]?)-
Note that there are six 3-partitions 1|2|34, 1|3|24, 1]4]23, 2|3|14, 2|4|13, and 3]4|12. WLOG we prove that F (|1}, ¢) <0
holds for a 4-qubit pure state p = |¢) (1| which is 3-separable under the partition 1|2|34. Suppose that
) = (a1]0) + az[1))1 @ (b1]0) + b2|1))2 ® (c1]00) + c2|01) + ¢3[10) + c4|11))34
= a1b161|0000> + a1b162|0001> + a1b163|0010> + a1b164|0011> + a1b261|0100> + a1b262|0101>
+ a1b203|0110> + a1b204|0111> + a2b101|1000> + a2b102|1001> + a2b103|1010> + a2b104|1011>
+ a2b201|1100> + a2b202|1101> + a2b203|1110> + a2b204|1111>,

then

Ay = 2(|Yoo11%0101] — [Po001Po111] + |Poo11%0110] — [Poo10%0111] + |Poo11%1001] — |P0001%1011]
+ [Yo011¢1010] — [Y0010%1011] + [Y0101%1001| — [%0001%1101] + [YP0101%1100] — [Y0100%1101] + [YP0110%1010]
— |[Yo010¥1110] + [Yo110%1100] — [Y0100%1110] + [Y1001%1100] — [Y1000%1101] + [Y1010%1100] — [Y1000%1110])

and

Az = 2(|1bo101%0110] — [%P0100%0111| + Y1001%1010] — [¢1011%1000])

— (|%oo11 ] + |%o101]? + |Po110|* + [P1001 | + [¥1010]% + [¥1100]?)
<0.

It follows that F(|¢), ¢) = A1 + A2 < 0. if |¢) is 3-separable.



If |4) is fully separable, then

1) = (a1]0) + az[1))1 @ (b1]0) + b2[1))2 ® (c1]0) + c2[1))3 @ (d1]0) + d2|1))4
= a1b1¢1d1|0000) + a1b1¢1d2]0001) + a1b1c2d1]|0010) + a1b1cad2|0011) 4+ a1b2c1d1|0100) + a1bacid2|0101)
+ a1bacady|0110) + asbscads|0111) + asbrerdi[1000) + asbacida]1001) + agbycads [1010) + asbicads|1011)
+ a2b201d1|1100> + a25201d2|1101> + a2b202d1|1110> + a2b202d2|1111>,

and

F(1), #) = 2(|1boo11%0101| — [%o001%or11| + [%oo11%0110| — [%0010%0111]| + [%0011%1001| — [%0001%1011]
+ [Y0011%1010| — [Y0010%1011] + [Y0101%0110] — [Y0100%0111] + [Y0101%1001] — [Y0001¥1101]
+ [Y0101%1100| — [Y0100%1101] + [Y0110%1010] — [Y0010¥1110] + [Y0110%1100] — [Y0100%1110]

+ [¢1001%1010] — [Y1000%1011] + [¥1001%1100] — [Y1000%1101] + [Y1010%1100] — [Y1000%1110])
=0.

The equalities above confirms the statement in Eq.(I), when restricted to 4-qubit pure states.
For the general case, we use the notation and proof method given in [5, |9].
Suppose that p = |[¢))(¢)| is a k-separable pure state under the partition of {1,2,---, N} into k pairwise disjoint

subsets: {1,2,--- ,N} = Ule Ay, with Ay = {5L, 5%, --- ,j,lm} and

[9) = 1Wn)it s, - [¥k) g,

. . -k -k
X wpaitity)  | T it

1
LERERRIN 2

my 1.1 e
J1 Jml J{C...]fnk
E -1 -1 -k -k
a,l -1 .. .a_k . Z .. -Z .. .Z .. .Z -1 . -k . .
11y 'Ll“'zfnk 1 mi 1 mk>‘71“'~771n1“'~71“'~7£cnk
ii)...)i}n17.,.7ilf)...)iicnk
Hence,
~ =a. ;1 a;x a* a*
. ) = Q1.1 Qe e A — i@t —
pztltdj§+1dj§+2"'deN+1+1;ZtZfdj§+1dj§+2“'deN+1+1 11 Uy Gty idegl l’fzfnk
s, S,

The sum is over all possible values of {if|s € {1,2,--- ,k},t € {1,2,--- ;ms}}, d; =2, when i # N+ 1 and dy41 = 1.
We shall distinguish between the cases in which both indices j and j’ correspond to different parts A; and Aj, or
the same parts A;, 1 <1 #1' <k, with respect to |1). By direct calculation, one has the following:

(Pijlpldij) + (#ilpldij)
2 b

(1310165, = 1/ (0131016131 3 |0l bi ) < (2)

when j and j’ are in the same part;

[($i51pl0140)] = \/<¢z‘|ﬂ|¢>i><¢z‘,j,j/|P|¢m@j/> = \/<¢z‘,j| ® (i 5111 p=21151 i ) @ [bijr), (3)

when j and j’ are in the different parts (j € A;,5 € Ay with [ #1’). Here, |¢;) =]00---010---0), with |1) in the i-th
subspace H;, and |¢; ;) = [0---010---010---010---0), such that all subspaces are in the state |0), except for the
subspaces H;, H; and H}, which are in the state |1).

For a given |¢; ;), the number of |¢; j/)’s, with j and j in same part, is at most max{2(N — k — 1), N — k}. Notice
that the maximal number of subsystems contained in a part of a k-partition is N — k4 1. Suppose that A;|As|---| A
is a k-partition of {1,2,---,n}, where A, = {ji}, for i =1,2,--- ,k — 1, and Ay = {j¥,j5, - ,j§7k+1}. When i, j
and j' are in the same part Ay, the number of |¢; ;-)’s is 2(N —k —1). When ¢ belongs to A1 U Ay U---U Ag_1, while
j and j’ belong to A, the number of |¢; j-)’s is N — k. Therefore, the number of |¢; j-)’s satisfying j and j' in the
same part is at most max{2(N — k — 1), N — k}. This number is denoted as Nj.



By using the inequalities in ([2) and (@), we have

Yo gugloleig) = > (iglolei)l + D [(digleldis)]

1<i,j,5/ <N iojeA, €Ay IAl 3,5 €ALI#T
LI'e{1,2,--- .k} le{1,2,-- ,k}

<> Y il @ (i TP L6 ) © 160,0)
i JEAJEA LA
L'e{1,2,--- ,k}

Gi,j|plPiz) + (Dijr|p|di g
+Z Z (< I >2< Ipl >>

il €ALG#T

e{1,2,---,k}
<SSO 6il @ (i T p220151605) @ [1,5) + Nie D (61510l6:5).
S 4,J

Thus, the inequality in the statement of the theorem is satisfied by all k-separable N-partite pure states.

It remains to show that the inequality holds if p is a k-separable N-partite mixed state. Indeed, the generalization of
the inequality to mixed states is a direct consequence of the convexity of the first summation in A(p, ¢), the concavity
of B(p, ¢), and the second summation in A(p, ¢), which we can see as follows.

Suppose that

is a k-separable N-partite mixed state, where p,, = [t ) (] is k-separable. Then, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

(Z?:l Tryk)? < (Z;cn:l wi)(Zle y;%), we get
Z Z | ¢l,]|p|¢1] | < Zzpm Z | ¢z,]|pm|¢z,g>|

i j#EG m J#3’
< me SN il @ (00,0 52110450} @ |1.)
o

N D 01l @ (00, L 2T 61) © [61)

4,J

- Z Z Z V ¢l|pmpm|¢z \/ ¢Z;]7J |pmpm|¢z,],] + N]C Zzpm ¢l,]|pm|¢l,]>

i g#j m

<> Z GilPmpm|di) Z(@,j,ﬁ Pmpmlbigir) + Ni > _(6i510li5)
i g#g 1,7

=> Y \/<¢z‘,j| ® (i 5 T p@2T05 (i o) @ i) + Nk Y \/<¢z‘,j| ® (¢ |1} p2105]¢5,5) @ |3, 5),
i A5 i

as desired. This completes the proof. m

We can choose |¢) ad hoc to get different inequalities for detecting k-separability of different classes. For Theorem
2, we have chosen |¢) to be an N-qubit product states with m excitations (i.e. m entries of |¢) are |1), while the
remaining N — m entries are |0)). The criterion performs well to detect k-separability for N qubit Dicke states with
m excitations mixed with white noises.

Theorem 2 Suppose that p is an N-partite density matriz acting on Hilbert space H =H1 @ Ho ® - ® HN, and
|Pivin, e i) = [0---010---010---010---0) is a state of H, where the local state in H; is |0), forl 75 i1,%2, "y lm,
and |1), for l =iy,i9, -+ ,im. Let

]:(pa (b) = A(p7 (b) - B(p7¢)u



with
Apd)i= 3 (1@ iy inlpldy, )]

IR PR

_\/<¢i1;"' 7ij7'”7im| ® <¢1‘11... 11';1... 1im|Hijp®2H7:j |¢i1,--- ,ij7”'7im> ® |¢1‘17... 11';1... 1im>> )

and
B(p, ¢) := N, Z (Dir, i sim Pl Pis i i)
11,12, ,im
Here, 11;, is the operator swapping the two copies of H;; in the twofold copy Hilbert space HO? :=HRH, and
Ng :=max{m(N —k+1—m),(m—1)(N—k—-m+2),---,(N—-k)}.
If the density matrix p is k-separable then
F(p,¢) <0.

In the following statement, we consider a criterion which is suitable for any general quantum states. The states to
be chosen are |x), |xa) and |xs)-

Theorem 3 Let V = {|x1), ..., [xm)} be a set of product states in H = H1 @ Ha @ --- @ Hn. If p is k-separable then

Tx)= >, >, (|<Xa|P|X/3>|_\/<Xa|®<XB|Ha,8P®2Ha,8|Xa>®|X6>> — N Y (Xalplxa)

[Xa)EV |xp)EKa o
<0, (4)

where

Ko = {Ixp) : [Ixa) N |xp)| = N = 2 with |xa), [xs) €V},

and ||xa)N|xg)| is the number of coordinates that are equal in both vectors (i.e., |xa) and |xg) have only two different
local states, say the ing-th and ifx,@ -th local states), while I,z is the operator swapping the two copies of H;,, in HE2.
Additionally,

Ny, = max Scuyin iz,

o 3 VN —k+19
21,22, ITN —k+1

where Sa iy is, - in_nis 15 the number of states Ixg) in Ko such that two of the states for the N — k + 1 particles
1,02, ,iN—k+1 I |xg) are different from that of |xa), when K, # 0.

Proof. By using the same proof method as in [5,9], we prove that (@] holds for any k-separable pure states p = |¢)(¢].
Let T(p,x) = A1 + A, where A; is the sum of terms |(xa|p|xs)| — v/ (Xa| ® (xsHasp®?as|xa) @ [xs) in the first
summation in (). In this expression, the two different bits of |xo) and |xg) are in two different parts of a k-partition,
while Ay is the sum containing the summands in (@), such that the different bits of |x.) and |xg) are in the same
part of a k-partition.

We first prove that T (p, x) < 0 for any 4-partite pure state. Let V = {|x1), ..., |x4) } be a set of product states in H,
where [x1) = |0011), |x2) = [0101), [x3) = |0110), and |x4) = [1010). Then K1 = {|x2), [x3), [x4)}; K2 = {|x1), [x3)},
K3 = {Ix1), Ix2), [xa)}, and Ka = {[x1), [x3)}. Thus,

4

T(p:x) =2 (Z (|<X1|P|Xi>| — V(| © (xilh2p®?Thia|x1) © |Xi>)

=2

+ [{xalplxs) | — vV {x2l ® (x3/T23p®?T0as]x2) ® [x3)

4
+ [(xalplxa)| = v/ (x| ® (xalTT54p®2TMz4]x5) @ IX4>) — Ne Y _(xilplxa)
=1

= 2(|poo11Po101| — |P0001 Po111| + |P0011P0110] — |P0010P0111] + |P0011P1010] — |P0010P1011]
+ [Po11000101| — [Po10000111| + |Po110P1010] — |Po010P1110])

— Ni(|¢poo11]? + |¢o101]* + [¢o110]* + |P1010]?)
= A1 + Ay;



When k = 3, there are six 3-partitions, i.e., 1|2|34, 1]3|24, 1|4]23, 2|3|14, 2|4|13, and 3|4|12. For x1, we have
51,34 = 0, 8124 = 1, 5123 = 1, 5114 = 1, 51,13 = 0, and s1,12 = 0; for x2, we have sp34 = 1, 5224 = 0, 8223 = 1,
52,14 = 0, 5213 = 0, and s2,12 = 0; for x3, we have s3314 =1, 8324 = 1, 8323 =0, 5314 = 0, 5313 = 0, and 5312 = 1;
for X4, We have 54,34 = O, 54,24 = 0, 54,23 = O, S4,14 = 1, 54,13 = O, and S4,12 = 1. SO7 we get N3 =1.

For the case 1(2|34:

4
Ay =2 [Z (|<X1|P|Xi>| —V0al® (aMhep®?ha[x:) © |Xi>) + [(xalolxa)l = v/ (xsl © (xaTl34p®? 34| x3) © [xa)
i—2
= 2(|¢o011P0101] — |P0001Po111] + |P0011P0110] — |P00100P0111] + |P0011P1010] — |P001001011] + |P011001010] — |P001001110])

Ay =2 (|<X2|P|X3>| - \/<X2| ® (x3[H23p®21I23|x2) ® |X3>) — N3(|poo11[* + |do101]* + |do110]* + [B1010]%)

= 2(|po11000101| — |Po100P0111]) — (|0011]* + [Po101|* + |Po110]* + |B1010]%)
<0.

This implies that 7 (p, x) = A1+ Az < 0. For the other 3-partitions, we can get the same result 7 (p, x) = 41+ A <0,
as 1|2|34.

When k = 4, there is a single 4-partition, 1]2|3|4. Then, it is not possible for any two different bits to be in the
same partition. It follows that Ny = 0 and 7 (p,x) = A1 = 0.

For a k-separable 4-partite mixed state p = Y pimpm, where pn, = |m) (W] is k-separable, we have

4

T(px) =2 [ D | 10l D pmpmlxa)| - \/<X1| ® (XiM12(Y . pmpm) @ is|x1) ® i)

1=2

m

+1(x2l > Pmpmlxs)] — \/<X2| ® (X323 _ Prmpm)®*Thas|x2) @ [x3)

+ [(xal Y Pmpmlxa)| — \/<X3| ® (XaT34(>  pmpm)®*Tsa|x3) @ |xa)

4
— N Y (X6l D pmpmlxi)
i=1 m
<Y 2pn [Z (|<X1|Pm|Xi>| — vVl (xilha(pm) #2h2[x1) ® |Xi>)

+ (el )| = VDT ® (xalMls (0] P Thaslz) @ [x3)|
= meT(pmuX)
< Om

which implies that the inequality (@) holds for k-separable 4-partite states.
Notice that for any k-separable pure states p = |¢) (1], if the two different bits of |x,) and |xg) are in two different

parts, then |(xalp|xs)| = v/(Xal ® (X3[Tasp™ TasXa) @ [x5) = 0, otherwise |(xa|p|xs)| — XeltXeltiultha) < g,
This implies that inequality (@) holds for k-separable pure N-partite states p.




Suppose that p = > pmpm is a k-separable mixed N-partite state, where pp, = |1y, ) (¥, | is k-separable. It follow
m
that

>y |<Xa|zpmpm|x,3>|_\/<Xa|®<XB|Haﬂ(mepm)®2Ha,8|X1>®|Xi>

[Xa)EV |xp)EKa

— Ne Y (Xal Y Pmpmlxa)

<Y | S X (Ixalnbest - y/ el (cslMas (o) ashin) @ )

[Xa)€V IX8)EKa

=Ny Z<Xa|pm|xa>]

<0

which completes the proof. m

IIT. EXAMPLES

Consider the family of N-qubit mixed states

(D2 ) DN DN (1—a)in U«)IN DN _ 1 ¢ .
P =a + 5 where = 5,5/ -
| >< | | 2 > /CZQV 1<123<N | ]>

By Theorem 1, if

S 2012\,(N—2)+Nk012\,
QC%V(N—Q)—I—N;CC%V — 2NN + 2N+1(N — 2)

then p(Dév ) is k-nonseparable. Thus, if

C% (2N —5)
C% (2N —5) 42V

a >

then p(D 2) are genuine entangled, which is exactly the same as in [15]; if a > ﬁ then p(D 2) is genuine entangled; if
a > 1—3 then p(P 2) is 3- nonseparable; if a > 77 then p(D 2) is not fully separable; if @ > % = 0.23 then p(Dg) is not
fully—separable However, the 1nequahty in [13] detects that, if a > then p(D ) is genulne entangled; if a > 13 then

pP 2) is 3- nonseparable; if a > ﬁ then p(D2) is not fully—separable if @ > 0.27 then p(D2) is not a fully-separable
5-partite state.
Consider the N-qubit state

(DNy _ (A—a)In N N Ny _ 1 o )
pLom) = +a|D;))(D,,|, where |D.}) = — Qi in, e yim )
2N | >< | | > /CN 1<11<12<Z i< | 1,2 >

By Theorem 2, if

mCR(N — m) + NpC
mCW (N —m) + N Oy — 2NNy + 28N m(N —m)’

a >

then p(D%) is k-nonseparable. For N = 5 and m = 3, we get that if a > 35 then p(Dm) is 3-nonseparable, while the
method in [13] fails.
Consider the one-parameter four-qubit state

p =2 I + alp)(¢|, where |¢) = £(]0011) +[0101) + [0110) + [1010)).
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By Theorem 3, if a > 1—79 and a > % then p is 3-nonseparable and not fully-separable, respectively, while in [13], if
a > % and a > %, then p is 3-nonseparable and not fully-separable.
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