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Abstract

We present a practical classification scheme for the four-partite entangled states
under stochastic local operations and classical communication (SLOCC). By trans-
forming a four-partite state into a triple-state set composed of two tripartite and
one bipartite states, the entanglement classification is reduced to the classification
of tripartite and bipartite entanglements. This reduction method has the merit of
involving only the linear constrains, and meanwhile providing an insight into the

entanglement character of the subsystems.

1 Introduction

Entanglement, the peculiar feature and marked difference of quantum theory from
classical ones, is now regarded as the main physical resource in quantum information

sciences [1]. By dint of entanglement, various counterintuitive and unique applications
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are emerging, e.g. quantum teleportation [2], super dense coding [3, 4], and quantum
cryptography protocols [5], etc. Since two states belonging to the same equivalent class
under SLOCC may be employed to perform the same quantum information tasks [6],
the entanglement classification plays an important role in quantum information theory.
Although having been intensively studied, we still have a very limited knowledge on the
general entanglement classes under SLOCC for systems of more complex than four-qubit

entangled states.

There exist only two different kinds of genuine tripartite entangled states in pure
three-qubit systems under SLOCC [G], i.e. the GHZ and W states. The number of en-
tanglement classes increases dramatically with the increase of particles and dimensions
of the entangled state. It turns out that the number of classes for a general four-qubit
system is infinite, in nine different entanglement families [7]. When more particles are
involved, the existing operational classification schemes are only applicable to the high
symmetric states [8]. For a general multipartite pure state, the coefficient matrix method
can only identify the discrete entanglement families with different ranks, which is a rather
coarse grain classification per se [9]. It is shown that the geometric relations of individual
particles are capable of characterizing the different entanglement classes of multipartite
state under the SLOCC [10]. Moreover, the algebraic invariants were explored to distin-
guish the entanglement classes [11], where a complete set of invariants usually involves
some complicated expressions and the individuality of each particle is not explicitly man-
ifested. Despite these progresses, a practical method of verifying the SLOCC equivalence
of two arbitrarily given multipartite states is highly desirable. More importantly, it is still
unclear, for a multipartite entangled state, how entanglement characters of subsystems

behave and generate the whole nature.



In this paper we present a general classification scheme for four-partite pure states of
arbitrary but finite dimensions. By applying singular value decomposition to a bipartition
of the system, a four-partite state is then transformed into a triple-state set composed of
two tripartite states and one bipartite state. And the two four-partite quantum states are
thought to be SLOCC equivalent if and only if the quantum states in the the triple-state
sets are SLOCC equivalent respectively. Our method provides a systematic procedure
to reduce the entanglement classification of multipartite states to that of less partite
states, and hence to distinguish the entanglement classes of the whole system through its

subsystems.

2 The classification scheme

2.1 The representations of quantum states

A pure one particle quantum state may be represented by a normalized complex vector

1,13

in Hilbert space, while a bipartite state of [Wy,r,) = > ;1" | ¥is,i1) |i2) may be expressed

in matrix form

¢11 w12 ¢1[2
va vmo ()

Vin = : : .

@%1 ?/)}12 ¢1.112
Two N-partite states |¥’) and |¥) are SLOCC equivalent if and only if they can be
connected via invertible local operators, i.e. |¥') = A; ® --- ® Ay|V¥) [6]. For bipartite

quantum states in matrix form, the SLOCC equivalence of [V} ;) = A; ® A3|¥ ) turns

to

U, = AV, A (2)



Here A; € C**It and A, € C2*!2 are invertible matrices, and the superscript T means
the matrix transposition. A tripartite state may be expressed as a tuple of the matrices

12, [13]
\1111]213 - (Pla P2a e 7F11) ) (3)

where I'; € C2*B for 4 € {1,2,---,;}. In this case, the SLOCC equivalence of two

tripartite states, |W ;,;.) = A1 ® Ay ® As|Vp,1,1,), may now be expressed as

’ o VR ’
I1IsIs  — (F17F27'.' ) 11)

- (A2F1A3, A2F2A3, c ,AgF[lAg)A? . (4)

Here the tripartite state behaves as a row vector whose components are matrices.

For the representation of four-partite states, we first introduce two operations related
to matrices, the vectorization and folding. The vectorization of an I; x I, dimensional

matrix Wy, with complex elements 1);; is

V(\Illllg) = (wllu e 7¢1117¢127 e 7¢1127' t 7w1127 e 7¢I112>T . (5)

We define the folding operation to be the inverse operation of the vectorization by wrap-

ping a vector into a matrix

a1 ap41 0 Q(Iy—1)-I1+1
. G  Ap42 0 G(Iy—1)-I142
W(a)hfz = : : . : ) (6)
ar,  QAg.; Qg .1,

where @ = (a1, as, -+ ,ar)T, L = I - I,. The subscripts Iy, I, on the left hand side of Eq.
(@) indicate the dimensions of the obtained matrix which may be omitted when there is

no ambiguity in the matrix dimensions.



Figure 1. A four-partite state Wy, 1,7,7, is factored into a triple-state set according to
the bipartition (I1/)(I314) which includes two tripartite pure state ¥, and ¥, and one
bipartite pure state W,.

Let Wy 1,051, be an 7 x Iy x I3 x I, pure quantum state. A bipartition of the four-

particle state may be expressed as Wz, 1,)(1,1,), where the four particles are grouped into

two composite partitions, i.e.

¢1111 ¢1112 T ?/1111314
Y11 Y212 o Unenr,

\11(1112)(1314) = . . . . (7)
1/111[211 w11[212 te 1/111[213[4

The singular value decomposition of ([7) goes as
Vinp)sn) = UAVT, (8)

where A is a diagonal matrix of rank r; the unitary matrices U and V' are composed by the
left and right singular vectors of W, ,)(1,1,), i-e. U = (U1, U, ) and V = (0,0, - - ),
and the dimensions of vectors u; and v are I - Iy and I3 - I; respectively; Vi = (V97T is
the conjugate transpose of a matrix. It is legitimate to introduce the following triple-state

set expression for the four-partite state based upon the partition (I;13)(I31y):
\II(IIIZ)(IBLL) = (\Ijua \II)U \Ijv) . (9)

Here, ¥, = W(i,),--- ,W(@,)) with W(u;) € Ch*2 o, = W(#),--- ,W(#,)) with
W(;) € CB*la and ¥y = A, = diag{\, -+, A} with \; > 0,4 € {1,---,7} being the
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nonzero singular values in A. In this representation, ¥, and ¥, may be regarded as the
tripartite states of r x I1 x Iy and r x I3 x I, and W, is a bipartite state of dimension

r x r, as shown in Figure [Il

In the following we define a complementary state of a tripartite state. If a tripartite
state W, 1, = (['y,---,T,), where I'; € C"*% is a genuine entangled state of r x I} x Iy,
then V(I';), i € {1,--- ,r} are linearly independent vectors. The complementary state of

V.11, is defined as

\Ilrfllz = (Fr—l—h T 7F11~12> . (10)

Here V(I';),i € {1,--- ,r,r+1,---,I;- I}, are linearly independent vectors. According to
this definition, the complementary state of the r x I; x I, state ¥,, now can be expressed

as

Eu = (W(ﬁﬂ-l)v T 7W(ﬁ11'12>> ) (11)
which is a (I - I, —r) x I} x I, state with W(@;) € C"*%2, Here the left singular vectors are
divided into two parts U = (Uy, Up) with Uy = (3, -+ ,4,) and Uy = (g1, -, Us.1.)-
And the quantum state ¥, is obtained by wrapping the left singular vectors that corre-

spond to the singular value zero of W s, 1,y(z,1,). Similar definitions apply to v, as well.

Obviously, for a matrix A € Clv2xI112without loss generality it can be expressed in

the following block-form

All A12 T Alll
A A ... A

A _ '21 .22 . ?11 (12)
Alll A112 to Allll

Here A;; are I, x I, submatrices. The realignment of the matrix A according to the blocks

A;; € CP*12 g defined to be [14]
R(A) = (V(An), -+ V(A1) V(Aw), - V(Ans), - V(ALn))
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where R(A) € ClirxI22 - By means of the complementary state, the following indispens-

able Lemma exits in following discussion.

Lemma 1 Tripartite states V., ; = (I'},--- 1) and ¥,p,;, = (I'y,--- , 1) are SLOCC

equivalent if and only if there exist P= (Jg %) such that

rank[R(UPU' )] =1 . (13)
Here U = (U}, U3) with U] = (W), V(T), U} = V() V() U =
(Ul,U()) with Uy = (V(Fl), s ,V(Fr)), Uy = (V(Fr+1)>' . ,V(F[l.]2)),' P e CTXT, and

P e CUrb=n)x(-l2=r) gre qnyertible matrices, and Y may be arbitrary.

Proof: If ¥}, ; is SLOCC equivalent to W, , then

where A; € Clv*li A, € C2*22 and P € C™" are all invertible matrices. Because the
column vectors (A7' @ Ay )V(TY), i € {r+1,--- I, - I,} are linearly independent and

belong to the complementary vector spaces of the column vectors of (V(I'y), -+, V(I',))P.

Therefore there exist an invertible matrix P such that

P P Y
(A @ A7 YU, Ul = (Uh, Th) (0 p) | (15)
Here Uy = (V(I'), -+, V(I)), Uy = V(I 14), -, VI 1)), U = (V(Th), -+, V(IY)),
and Uy = (V(Ty41), -+, V(L1,.1,)). Therefore A7'®A;' = UPU', and rank[R(UPU'™Y)] =

1, as the realignment of a matrix has rank one if and only if it is direct product of two

other matrices [15, [16]. The converse is quite straightforward. Q.E.D.

2.2 The SLOCC equivalence of four-partite states

For two four-partite quantum states W’ and W with the triple-state forms of (W,/, W/, ¥,,)

and (W, ¥y, V,), we have the following theorem
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Theorem 1 Two quadripartite quantum states ¥ and V' are SLOCC equivalent if and
only if the states in their corresponding triple-state sets are SLOCC equivalent in the

following form
W) =P @A @A W), [Wy) =Q®A; @ A} |W,) , PR Q"[V)) =[¥y),  (16)

where A1, As, Az, Ay, P, and Q) are all invertible matrices.

Proof: First, suppose two four-partite state ¥/ and ¥ are SLOCC equivalent, then
U = (Al X AQ)‘II(Ag &® A4)T and

UNV'T = (A, @ A))UAVT(As @ AT . (17)
The QR factorizations [17] of (A; ® A)U and (A5 ® A})V are

Here ), and @, are unitary matrices, R, and R, are upper triangular matrices. Taking
Eq. (I8) into Eq. ([IT), we have
UNV'T = Q,RARIQ! = QXNYTQ! | (19)

where R,AR] = XA'YT are the singular value decomposition of R,AR]. This leads to

the following relations

Here u; are unitary matrices with the dimensions conformal to the degeneracies of the

singular values in A’. Considering Eq. ([I8]), we get

U = (A ®A)UR'X(du;) = (A, @ A)UP (21)
V' = (A3® A)VRY (8u) = (A3 ® Ay)'VQ, (22)
N = (@u))XTRARIY (®u;) = PTIAQN) ™!, (23)
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where P = R;'X (®u;) and Q = R;'Y (du;); A’ and A have the following forms

A= (AO 8) A= (% 8) | (24)

Here A] and A, contain the r nonzero singular values of A" and A. Therefore the invertible

matrices P and Q in Eq. ([23) take the forms of

S (P Y 5_(QY
where P € C™" and () € C™" are invertible; Y] o are submatrices which need not to be

identified yet. Based on the representation of Eq. (@), Eqs. (2I)-(23) lead to Eq. (I0]).

Second, if (¥, ¥y, ¥,) and (V,, ¥y, ¥,) are SLOCC equivalent respectively, i.e. Eq.
(I6) is satisfied, then by introducing the complementary states and using Lemma [I, Eq.

(I3)) leads to
U'= (A @ A)UP, V' = (430 A)'VQ, PNQI = A, (26)
where P and @ have the form of Eq. (25]). Therefore
V= UAV = (A4 @ A)UPNQVT(A; ® Ay)*
= (A1 ® ADUAVT (A3 @ A)T = (A1 @ AT (A5 @ AT . (27)

That means U’ and ¥ are SLOCC equivalent. (Superscripts of transposition on P and @)

in Eq. (I0) may be needed for consistency, which have no influence on the proof.) Q.E.D.

Theorem [I] turns the SLOCC equivalence of a four-partite state into that of tripartite
and bipartite ones. For the SLOCC equivalence of tripartite states, the following Corollary
holds.

Corollary 1 Two tripartite states W, ;, and V1,1, are SLOCC equivalent if and only if

L . - PY . .
there exists invertible matrix P = (0 F) such that for arbitrary I, - Iy vectors a we have
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rank[W(U PU'~'@)] = rank|W(@)], where P € C™7, P € CUrl=nx(n-l=r) gre inyertible
matrices, and U, U’ are matrices composed by W,r,1,, W.; ;. and their complementary

states.

Proof: If U, and ¥, are SLOCC equivalent, then according to Eq. (IH) we have (4;'®
A;HWU' = UP, and

W(UPU'™'@) = WA © 4;1)a] = (AT YW(@)(4;7) - (28)

Hence the ranks of W(UPU'~'@) and W(@) are equal for arbitrary .

Second, the invertible matrix & = U PU'! acting on a vector induces a linear map

@ : C*lz 1y CIix12 for the wrapping operation
W(®a) = ¢V (a)] . (29)

Because we have rank[W(®a)] = rank[p(W(a))] = rank[W(d)] for all @, the linear map
on matrices p(W(a)) = A W(a)A;y follows, where A; and A, are invertible matrices
according the Theorem 3.1 of Ref. [18]. (Note, when the dimensions I; = Iy, the linear
map may be p(X) = A; XTAy where the two states are SLOCC equivalent up to a

permutation of particles.) Q.E.D.

Decomposing a four-partite state into tripartite and bipartite states not only greatly
reduces the complexity of the entanglement classification of multipartite states, it also
provides a way of studying the multipartite entanglement of the whole system via that
of the subsystems. In practice, if we want to verify the SLOCC equivalence of two four-
partite states, the equivalence of the two tripartite states should be clarified first. However
Lemma [I] and Corollary [ provide effective ways for verifying the SLOCC equivalence of

tripartite states. It is quite clear that detailed information of the connecting matrices Ay,
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Ay, As, and Ay is not the prerequisite to verify the SLOCC equivalence of arbitrary two

four-partite entangled states. We shall show this by the following examples.

2.3 Examples

Example 1. Considering the four-qubit GHZ and W states, i.e., |¥) = %(|OOOO)+|1111>)
and [¥’) = £(]0001) + |0010) + [0100) 4 [1000)). According to the partition (12)(34), we
have \I](lg)(34) = (\Ifu, \I/)\, \va> where

=G-8 ) =G

and \11212)(34) = (\I/u/, \If)\/, \va/), where
10y (0 & 0 0 %\ (10
V2 V2 V2
"and ¥ are SLOCC equivalent if and only if

According to Theorem [Il and Corollary [1]

e oY

rank[R(UPU')] =1, rank[R(VQV'))] =1, (32)

where the submatrices P and () in P and @ should further satisfy ) = W;lP\If v Eq.
(B2) induces only linear equations on the matrix elements, and we can easily find that

P =0 and @ = 0, which indicates GHZ and W states are SLOCC inequivalent.

Example 2. Considering the entangled states W4 of the first entanglement family in

Ref. [7], i.e.

a+d 0O 0 a-—d

1| 0 btecb—c 0 | _ ;

Vaur =5 0 py—¢ hp4e o |- UM

a—d 0 0 a+d
1 1 1 —_1\ T
E 0L B oo E oY

Y %5 5 Offoboo]]0 5 5 0 23
0o L L o 00 ¢ O o L L o (33)
Sove v 000 d Sove v
5 0 0 & 5 0 0 %



Here V = U due to the reason that W4 is transposition symmetric. Another quantum

state Wyyoa = UNUT is SLOCC equivalent to W g if and only if
rank[R(UPUN)] = 1| rank[R(UAT'PAU] =1, (34)

where P shall have the same solution in the two equations. P = P in Eq.([34]) because

A has the full rank of 4. As identity matrix is a solution to the first equation of P

in Eq. (34), we get Wypeq and Yoy oq are SLOCC equivalent if &G = bﬁ, =< = % or
b —c

=y =7 = ;l—,d from the second equation in Eq. (B34]). Other solutions of P would

induce more symmetries for the entanglement family parameterized by a, b, ¢, d.

Example 3. Cluster or graph states are highly entangled multiqubit states which are the
key resource of measurement base quantum computation [19] and various quantum error

correction codes [20]. Considering the following four-qubit cluster states

1
cWy = 5(|0000> +10101) 4 |1010) — [1111)) , (35)
|T®)) = ¢|0000) — b]0111) — ¢|1010) + d|1101) . (36)
Here |CM) and |¥®)) are 1-D and 2-D lattice cluster states respectively [21]. Because all
the coefficient matrices have the same rank, we do not know whether these two states are

SLOCC equivalent or not using the technique of [9]. Here we demonstrate the SLOCC

equivalence of |CV) and [¥®) based on Theorem [l

The singular value decomposition according to the bipartition (12)(34) gives

1 0 0 O a 0 0 0 1 000
0 -1 0 O 0b 0O 0 0 01

2 — T

W= UAVT = 0 0 =10 00 c O 0010])" (37)
0 0 0 1 0 00 d 0100
100 0 000\ /1000
010 O 02 00 0100

1) _ Ayt — 5

¢ UAV 001 O 0 0 % 0 0010])" (38)
000 -1/\00032/\00071
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from which we may get (¥, ¥y, ¥,) and (¥, ¥, ¥,/). The SLOCC equivalence of the
resulted ¥,, and ¥/, and ¥, and ¥,, may be verified by exploring Lemma [Il Similarly
as Eq. (34)) we have that the following two matrices must have rank 1

P11 —P21 P12 —P22

R(UPU'T): —P31 Pa1r —P32 P42 (39)
P13 —P23 —Pi4 P

—P33 P43 P34 —Pag

P11 p4a1 P12 P42
a d a d
1 1t 1 P31 p21 P32 P22
- N b b
R(VA PAV)_2 oS pos B5a pa |- (40)
a d a d
P33 p23 P34 P24
c b c b

Here p;; are the matrix elements of P and we have used the relation VAT'PA'V'T =

(VQV'M) =, The solutions for Eq. (39) and Eq. (#0) having rank 1 are

P11 P12 Trp11 —IP12 P11 D12 api11 Qapi2
ol ol
P21 P22 IP21  —IP22 P21 D22 3P21 3DP22
P = - - _ , P = cB cB cﬁ'y cﬁ'y ) (41)
Yp11 YD12 Zp11 ZP12 P11 P12 Pu ypm
—Yp21 —YP22 —RPa1  ZDP22 % D21 % D22 ﬁ P21 ﬁ D22

where x,y, z and «, 3,7 are nonzero parameters. A consistent solution of matrix P is

ey =0 gma=_ g P4 v _do
p12_p21_07x_a_ /87y_ a_ b57z_ a,—b/B (42)

Eq. (@) predicts an invertible matrix P, and therefore |C™) and |¥®) are SLOCC

equivalent. After getting P, we may also easily get

1/1 1 L0 115) (E O)
Ay==(7 ¥), Ag=(m ), Ag=- A= e (43
S D 0D G Y o

which connect the matrices |CV) = A4; ® Ay ® Az ® A4|¥?). The SLOCC equivalence
of |[CM) and |¥®)) indicates that different dimensional (1-D and 2-D) cluster states may
be equivalent in realizing quantum computation tasks, which is important to the study

of measurement-based quantum computation models.
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The above examples indicate that the new method works effectively for finite dimen-
sional four-partite systems. Different choices of partitions, i.e. (13)(24) and (12)(34) for
four-partite states, do not influence the application of the method. However, one must
choose the same partition for two four-partite states when verifying their SLOCC equiv-
alence. It should be noted that the entangled quantum states may be of infinite dimen-
sional [22]. Although it is still unclear whether our method is applicable to this situation
or not, the reduction method is nevertheless inspiring to the study of continuous-variable

entanglement.

3 Conclusions

We proposed a practical classification scheme for four-partite entangled state, in which
the introduced neat mathematical trick defines a virtual system with subsystems differ-
ent from the original one, whose entangled structure however faithfully represents the
SLOCC relations of the original system. According to this scheme, a prerequisite for
connecting matrices between two four-partite states is unnecessary, which greatly reduces
the complexity in usual procedure in verifying the SLOCC equivalence. According to the
reduction method of this work, the relations between a high partite entangled state, the
four-partite state in this work, and its subsystems and bridges between them turn out to
be manifest. It is notable that the method developed here opens the door of hopes to the
the general multipartite entanglement SLOCC classification. Furthermore, it is tempt to
think that the high order singular value decomposition technique in the local unitary(LU)

classification of multipartite entangled state is worthy of our reference |23].

14



Acknowledgements

This work was supported in part by the Ministry of Science and Technology of the Peoples
Republic of China(2015CB856703); by the Strategic Priority Research Program of the
Chinese Academy of Sciences, Grant No.XDB23030100; and by the National Natural
Science Foundation of China(NSFC) under the grants 11375200 and 11635009. S.M.Z. is

also supported in part by the CAS-TWAS fellowship.

References

[1] M. A. Nielsen and I. L. Chuang, Quantum computation and quantum information

(Cambridge University Press, 2000).

[2] C. H. Bennett, G. Brassard, C. Crépeau, R. Jozsa, A. Peres, and W. K. Wootters,
Teleporting an unknown quantum state via dual classical and Einstein-Podolsky-

Rosen channels, Phys. Rev. Lett. 70, 1895-1899 (1993).

[3] C. H. Bennett and S. J. Wiesner, Communication via one- and two-particle operators

on Einstein-Podolsky-Rosen states, Phys. Rev. Lett. 69, 2881-2884 (1992).

[4] K. Mattle, H. Weinfurter, P. G. Kwiat, and A. Zeilinger, Dense coding in experimen-

tal quantum communication, Phys. Rev. Lett. 76, 4656-4659 (1996).

[5] A. K. Ekert, Quantum cryptography based on Bell’s theorem, Phys. Rev. Lett. 67,
661-663 (1991).

[6] W. Diir, G. Vidal, and J. I. Cirac, Three qubits can be entangled in two inequivalent
ways, Phys. Rev. A 62, 062314 (2000).

15



[7]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

F. Verstraete, J. Dehaene, B. De Moor, and H. Verschelde, Four qubits can be en-

tangled in nine different ways, Phys. Rev. A 65, 052112 (2002).

T. Bastin, S. Krins, P. Mathonet, M. Godefroid, L. Lamata, and E. Solano, Opera-
tional families of entanglement classes for symmetric N-qubit states, Phys. Rev. Lett.

103, 070503 (2009).

Xiangrong Li and Dafa Li, Classification of general n-qubit states under stochas-
tic local operations and classical communication in terms of the rank of coefficient

Matrix, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 180502 (2012).

M. Walter, B. Doran, D. Gross, and M. Christandl, Entanglement polytopes: mul-
tiparticle entanglement from single-particle information, Science, 340, 1205-1208

(2013).

G. Gour and N. R. Wallach, Classification of multipartite entanglement of all finite
dimensionality, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111, 060502 (2013).

Shuo Cheng, Junli Li, and Cong-Feng Qiao, Classification of the entangled states of
2 x N x N, J. Phys. A 43, 055303 (2010).

Jun-Li Li, Shi-Yuan Li, and Cong-Feng Qiao, Classification of the entangled states
L x N x N, Phys. Rev. A 85, 012301 (2012).

C. F. Van Loan, The ubiquitous Kronecker product, J. Comp. Appl. Math. 123,
85-100 (2000).

Liang-Liang Sun, Jun-Li Li, and Cong-Feng Qiao, Classification of the entangled
states of 2 x L x M x N, Quant. Inf. Process. 14 229-245 (2015).

16



[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

22]

23]

Tinggui Zhang, Ming-Jing Zhao, and Xiaofen Huang, Criterion for SLOCC equiva-

lence of multipartite quantum states, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 49, 405301 (2016).
R. A. Horn and C. R. Johnson, Matriz analysis (Cambridge University Press, 2013).

Chi-Kwong Li and S. Pierce, Linear preserver problems, Am. Math. Mon. 108, 591-
605 (2001).

R. Raussendorf and H. J. Briegel, A One-Way Quantum Computer, Phys. Rev. Lett.
86, 5188-5191 (2001).

R. Cleve, D Gottesman, and Hoi-Kwong Lo, How to share a quantum secret, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 83, 648-651 (1999).

Yan-Kui Bai and Z. D. Wang, Multipartite entanglement in four-qubit cluster-class
states, Phys. Rev. A 77, 032313 (2008).

S. L. Braunstein and P. van Loock, Quantum information with continuous variables,

Rev. Mod. Phys. 77, 513-577 (2005).

Bin Liu, Jun-Li Li, Xikun Li, Cong-Feng Qiao, Local unitary classification of arbi-

trary dimensional multipartite pure states, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 050501 (2012).

17



	1 Introduction
	2 The classification scheme
	2.1 The representations of quantum states
	2.2 The SLOCC equivalence of four-partite states
	2.3 Examples

	3 Conclusions

