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ABSTRACT. We establish a generalisation of the fundamental state con-
vertibility theorem in quantum information to the context of bipartite
quantum systems modelled by commuting semi-finite von Neumann al-
gebras. Namely, we establish a generalisation to this setting of Nielsen’s
theorem on the convertibility of quantum states under local operations
and classical communication (LOCC) schemes. Along the way, we intro-
duce an appropriate generalisation of LOCC operations and connect the
resulting notion of approximate convertibility to the theory of singular
numbers and majorisation in von Neumann algebras. As an application
of our result in the setting of II;-factors, we show that the entropy of
the singular value distribution relative to the unique tracial state is an
entanglement monotone in the sense of Vidal, thus yielding a new way
to quantify entanglement in that context. Building on previous work
in the infinite-dimensional setting, we show that trace vectors play the
role of maximally entangled states for general I1;-factors. Examples are
drawn from infinite spin chains, quasi-free representations of the CAR,
and discretised versions of the CCR.

1. INTRODUCTION

Quantum entanglement is a central notion in quantum information the-
ory and a key resource in the applications that are driving efforts to develop
quantum technologies. While there is a growing depth of understanding of
the concept and its many potential uses, the theory of quantum entangle-
ment remains an active, challenging, and fundamental area of investigation
in quantum information theory with, of particular note here, relatively lit-
tle progress having been made in the general infinite-dimensional and von
Neumann algebra settings.

The mathematical theory that provides the foundation for these efforts
rests in many ways on an understanding of how entanglement between quan-
tum states can be transformed through various tasks and processes. A very
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natural and central question is to ask whether a given state, entangled be-
tween multiple parties, can be transformed by certain restricted classes of
quantum operations to other types of entangled states, with restrictions de-
termined by theoretical or physical limitations. This is a basic question that
is relevant, for instance, in the development of any quantum communication
scheme, realisations of quantum algorithms, physical implementations of
quantum networks, etc.

As the simplest starting point in this subject, consider the scenario in
which two parties A and B each have the ability to implement all local
quantum operations, described mathematically by completely positive and
trace-preserving maps on the algebras of bounded linear operators on their
respective system Hilbert spaces H4, Hp, but such that the parties are
limited in that they can only communicate with each other using classical
communication. An initial core problem then is to start with an entangled
state ¢ € Ha ® Hp shared by the parties, and to determine what are the
possible entangled states that ¢ can be converted to through local operations
and classical communication (LOCC) between them.

This question has a neat matrix theoretic solution in the finite-dimensional
case, known as Nielsen’s Theorem [39]. For every pure state ¥ € Hy ® Hp,
let py, = trp(¥1*) be the (in general, mixed) state on H 4 found by applying
the partial trace map over Hp to the projection y* with range the one-
dimensional space of scalar multiples of 1. The eigenvalues of p, (including
multiplicities) form a probability distribution and can be arranged in non-
increasing order, thus giving rise to a real vector ;. Nielsen’s Theorem
states that 1 can be converted into another state ¢ by LOCC between A
and B if and only if A, is majorised by A, that is, all partial sums of values
from Ay (respecting the non-increasing indexing) are bounded above by the
corresponding partial sums of values from A,. Recall that py, is a pure (rank
one) state if and only if 1) is separable. Obviously if we start with a separable
state v, then we can only transform it to another separable state via LOCC,
and this case is easily captured by the theorem with Ay = (1,0,...,0). On
the other hand, given any separable state ¢, any arbitrary state ¢ can be
transformed to it via LOCC, in particular by making use of local depolar-
ising maps on the individual systems. The power of Nielsen’s theorem lies
in the fact that it gives a matrix and spectral theoretic description of which
entangled states are attainable through LOCC when we start with a given
entangled state. The theorem has far-reaching implications and applications
throughout finite-dimensional quantum information theory; indeed, it is one
of the most important and widely used results in the entire field.

While the primary focus of research in quantum information has been
on challenges and applications in the finite-dimensional and qubit setting
for more than two decades now, ultimately general quantum mechanics is
an infinite-dimensional theory that is rooted in the theory of von Neumann
algebras [52]. Thus, one can reasonably expect that continued long-term
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progress in quantum information theory and its connections within theoret-
ical physics will depend at least partly on the successful extension of central
results in the field to the infinite-dimensional and general von Neumann al-
gebra settings, with new peculiarities and connections uncovered along the
way. This is clearly a desirable goal, and there has been a recent reemer-
gence of activity in this direction, including quantum error correction and
privacy (e.g. [5, 10]), entropy theory (e.g. [6, 25, 26, 37, 38]), Bell inequali-
ties (e.g. [30]), entanglement in quantum field theory (e.g. [27] and the ref-
erences therein), and most notably, connections with, and recent refutation
of, Connes’ embedding conjecture (e.g. [16, 22, 28, 29, 46]).

In this paper, we make new progress in this direction, establishing, as
our main result, a generalisation of Nielsen’s Theorem to the context of
von Neumann algebras, and more specifically for bipartite quantum systems
modelled by commuting semi-finite von Neumann algebras, say A and B
[21, 47, 48]. We note that the case where A and B are separably acting
factors of type I was considered in [41]. While some parts of the theory
extend in a somewhat straightforward way, there are, as one would expect,
significant technical challenges to overcome, well beyond the generalisation
provided in [41]. En route, we introduce an appropriate generalisation of
LOCC operations [9] to our context. The setting for our version of Nielsen’s
Theorem is provided by the theory of singular numbers [17] and majorisation
[23, 24] in von Neumann algebras. We build our analysis on key aspects of
operator algebra theory, such as the standard form of a von Neumann alge-
bra, the theory of completely bounded maps, the Haagerup tensor product,
and dilation theory [17, 48, 7, 20, 21, 23, 34].

We include a number of examples and applications of our results. In par-
ticular, we show that the entropy of the singular value distribution relative
to the unique tracial state of a type IIj-factor is an entanglement monotone
in the sense of Vidal [51, 40], thus yielding a new way to quantify entangle-
ment in that context. Building on previous work in the infinite-dimensional
setting, we also show that trace vectors play the role of maximally entangled
states for general IIi-factors. Examples are drawn from quantum measure-
ment theory [52], infinite spin chains [31, 32], quasi-free representations of
the CAR [2, 13, 14}, and discretised versions of the CCR [1, 5, 18].

This paper is organised as follows. The next section includes requisite pre-
liminaries, focussed mainly on von Neumann algebra theory. In Section 3,
we introduce the general notion of LOCC maps and derive some basic prop-
erties. In Section 4, we investigate approximate convertibility of states by
LOCC maps, showing that we can restrict attention to one-way convertibil-
ity. This is used in Section 5 to establish our main result on state convertibil-
ity and majorisation; this section also includes several supporting technical
results. Section 6 includes the aforementioned applications and examples.
Other illustrative examples are presented throughout the paper. We finish
with a brief outlook discussion on our results and the subject.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

Let A be a von Neumann algebra. We denote by A, its predual; thus, the
elements of A, are normal (that is, weak™® continuous) linear functionals on
A. If B is another von Neumann algebra with A C B, amap ® : B — B is
called an A-bimodule map if ®(azb) = a®(x)b, for all a,b € A and all x € B.
We denote by CP%(B) the cone of all normal completely positive A-bimodule
maps on B. We let UCP%(B) stand for the convex subset of all unital maps
in CP%(B). We set CP?(B) = CPZ;(B) and UCP?(B) = UCPZ;(B). We
call the elements of UCP?(B) quantum channels on B. We refer the reader to
[42] for basics of the theory of completely positive and completely bounded
maps and some standard notation.

We denote by S(A) the convex set of all normal states of A, and by
Sext(A) the set of all pure normal states of A. If w € A, and a € M, define
aw,wa € A, by (aw)(z) = w(za) and (wa)(x) = w(az). We sometimes use
the duality pairing notation (z,w) := w(z) with angled brackets (in contrast,
we use rounded parentheses for inner products in Hilbert spaces); in this
notation, the bimodule action just described may be written as (x, awb) =
(bra,w), a,b € A.

As usual, we let B(H) be the C*-algebra of all bounded operators on a
Hilbert space H, and set M,, = B(C"), the algebra of n x n matrices with
complex entries. We assume throughout this paper that all Hilbert spaces
under consideration are separable, sometimes mentioning this explicitly for
emphasis. For an element a € B(H), we write Ad(a) for the map given
by Ad(a)(x) = axa*, where a* denotes the adjoint of a; clearly, Ad(a) €
CP?(B(H)). If p,1p € H, we let py* be the rank one operator on H given
by (e1*)(&) = (£,7)¢ (note that our inner products are linear in the first
argument). Let T (H) be the space of all trace class operators in B(H) and
tr : T(H) — C be the trace. We have a canonical identification 7 (H) =
B(H),, given by letting (T, S) = tr(TS), T € B(H), S € T(H). We denote
by Hi the set of unit vectors in a Hilbert space H. If p € H, we write
wy, € B(H), for the (positive, normal) functional given by wy(z) = (z¢, ¢).

Throughout the paper, we will let A C B(H) be a von Neumann algebra,
for some (separable) Hilbert space H, with unit 1, projection lattice P(.A)
and positive cone AT. We will mainly be interested in the case when A is
semi-finite, equipped with a normal semi-finite faithful trace 7. Let A be
the *-algebra of all 7-measurable operators [17], that is, the set of all densely
defined closed operators T : D(T') — H, (where D(T') C H is the domain
of T), affiliated with A, with the property that for every € > 0 there exists
a projection e € A such that 7(1 —e) < e and eH C D(T). For p > 1, let

A, ={a € A:7(|al?) < oo},

and let LP(A, 7) be the completion of A, with respect to the norm ||-||,, given
by llall, = 7(|lal?)*/?, a € A,. Set L®(A,7) = A. We will extensively use
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the fact that the elements of the space LP(.A, 7) can be canonically identified
with operators in A (see [17]).

Note that L?(A,7) is a Hilbert space, which is separable since A is sepa-
rably acting, with inner product given by

(a,b) = 7(b%a), a,be As.

In fact, L%(A,7) is the Hilbert space arising from the GNS construction
applied to 7. The associated (normal, faithful) *-representation = : A —
B(H) is given by

mr(a)b=ab, be Az, ac A

We will suppress the use of the notation m,; in this way, we will consider A
as a von Neumann subalgebra of B(L?(A, 7)). We then have that A is in its
standard form [21]; we also say that A is standardly represented on L?(A, 7).
Working in this standard representation, let A’ be the commutant of A, and
let J : L?(A,7) — L%*(A,7) be the associated conjugate linear isometry
with the property that A" = JAJ. Note that J is the (unique) extension
of the adjoint map a ~ a* on Ay, and for ¢ € L?(A,7), we have that
* = Jip, where the left hand side in the latter identity is the adjoint of the
linear operator ¢ (by which we mean the element of A canonically identified
with ). For &1 € L?(A,T), we have

(1) (J& Jn) = (&) = 7(n€") = 7(&™n) = (1, €).
The map 7, : A — B(L*(A, 7)), given by
m(a)b=ba, be Ay acA,

is a faithful anti-*-homomorphism, satisfying 7 (a) = Ja*.J, a € A (see [47,
Theorem V.2.22]). Let R: A" — A be the anti-*-isomorphism given by

R(d)=Jd"J, deA.

We note that L'(A, 7) can be identified in a canonical way with the pre-
dual of A. In fact, if w € A, then there exists a unique p,, € L*(A, 7) such
that

w(a) =71(pwa), a€ A

Here, and in the sequel, we use the fact that L'(A,7) is an A-bimodule,
that is, given p € L'(A,7) and a,b € A, we have that apb is a well-defined
T-measurable operator and belongs to L'(A, 7). Note that if w € AJ, then
Pw is a positive (in general unbounded) operator, which we call the density
operator of w.

If 2 € Aand t > 0, the t-th singular value pi(x) of x is defined by letting

pe(x) = pe(z; A, 7) = inf{{Japl| : p € P(A), 7(1 —p) <t}

The singular value function of x, namely p(z): (0,00) — (0,00), t — pe(x),

is decreasing and continuous from the right [17, Lemma 2.5]. If x,y € AT,
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we say that x is majorised by y if

/ pe(x) dt < / pe(y)dt, 0<s < oo;
0 0

we write < y to designate the fact that = is majorised by y and 7(x) = 7(y).
We refer to [23] for extensive details on majorisation of elements of A* and
to [17] for background on the theory of singular values.

Let 7/ : A" — C be the functional given by 7/(a') = 7(R(d)), a’ € A'.
Then 7/ is a normal faithful semi-finite trace on A’. Since A" C B(L?(A, 1)),
the elements of L'(A’, ') can be identified with linear densely defined oper-
ators on L?(A,7). Given a normal functional w’ on A’, there exists, by
the preceding discussion, a (unique) element p/, € L'(A’,7') such that
W'(b) = 7'(p/,b), b € A". The constructions described above can be per-
formed relative to the pair (A’,7'); in particular, one may define the cor-
responding singular values pj(2’) = pi(2’; A, 7') associated with any 7/-
measurable operator z’, relative to (A, 7).

We finish this section with two important examples of the previous no-
tions.

Example 2.1. A= L*>(X,m), for a o-finite measure space (X, m). In this
case, T is integration by the measure m and, for any p > 1, LP(A,7) =
LP(X,m). In particular, the standard representation is given by the point-
wise action of L>(X,m) on L*(X,m). For a non-negative element f €
LY(X,m), its singular value function u(f) satisfies

pe(f) =inf{s >0 m({z € X | f(z) > s}) < t};

in other words, ¢t — p;(f) is the non-increasing rearrangement of f.

Example 2.2. A = B(H) for a Hilbert space H. Here, the (essentially
unique) normal semi-finite faithful trace 7 is the canonical trace tr. In
this case, for p > 1, the space LP(A,7) coincides with the Schatten p-
class Sp(H). In particular, the standard representation of B(H) is given
by the left multiplication action on the Hilbert-Schmidt operators Sa(H).
Equivalently, fixing a unitary equivalence So(H) = H ® H (where H is the
conjugate Hilbert space of H), the standard representation is the canonical
action of B(H)® 14 on H® H. Given a positive element p € T(H) = S1(H),
its singular value function py(p) satisfies

pe(p) = Z /\nX[n—l,n)(t)a
n=1

where )\, is the n'” largest eigenvalue of p (including multiplicity).

3. LocAL OPERATIONS AND CLASSICAL COMMUNICATION

In this section, we introduce the class of maps that realise local operations
and classical communication (LOCC) in our general setting and establish
some of their properties needed in the sequel. The origins of our approach lie
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within the development of algebraic quantum field theory where the frame-
work is typically encoded in two commuting *-subalgebras of a larger C*-
algebra. In this paper, a bipartite quantum system is given by a Hilbert
space H, together with a von Neumann algebra A C B(H), and its com-
mutant B := A’. In the language of [32, §4], this forms a simple, bipartite
system satisfying Haag duality.

The standard intuition comes from viewing A and B as the observable
algebras of parties Alice and Bob, respectively, which have joint access to
a quantum system modelled on the Hilbert space H. For example, when
H = Hj ® Hp for Hilbert spaces Hyq and Hp, then A= B(H4) ® 1y, and
B = 1y, ® B(Hp) define the canonical bipartite system structure in the
tensor product framework.

We now examine a suitable generalisation of local operations and classical
communication (LOCC) in this general bipartite setting, inspired by the
approach in [9] and related to, but slightly different from, the proposed
notion in [50, §5].

Definition 3.1. Let A C B(H) be a von Neumann algebra on a Hilbert
space H, and let B = A’

(i) A one-way right local map relative to A is a normal completely positive
map © : B(H) — B(H) of the form © = oV, where & € UCP%(B(H))
and ¥ € CPR(B(H)). Similarly, a one-way left local map relative to
A is a normal completely positive map © : B(H) — B(H) of the form
© = ®o W, where ® € CP%(B(H)) and ¥ € UCPZ(B(H)).

(ii) An instrument is a collection Z = (O )ken of normal completely posi-
tive maps on B(H ) such that, for every x € B(H), the series Y p ; Ok (z)
converges in the weak* topology to a limit, say ©z(x), and the map
x — ©z(z) is a normal unital completely positive map. In this case, we
sometimes write > ;- ; Oy to denote the map ©7. We will identify two
instruments if they differ only by a bijective relabelling of the index
set.

(i) A one-way right instrument relative to A is an instrument Z = (Oy)ken,
where each of the maps Oy, is a one-way right local map relative to A. A
one-way right LOCC map relative to A is a normal completely positive
map © : B(H) — B(H) of the form © = O7, where Z is a one-way
right instrument relative to A.

Similarly, a one-way left instrument relative to A is an instrument
7 = (Og)ren, where each of the maps Oy is a one-way left local map
relative to A, and a one-way left LOCC map relative to A is a normal
completely positive map © : B(H) — B(H) of the form © = Oz, where
7 is a one-way left instrument relative to A.

(iv) An instrument (I';)jen is a coarse-graining of an instrument (O)xen
if there is a partition N = UjeN S; so that I'; = Zkesj O for j € N,
where each series converges point-weak™.
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(v) An instrument Z is called one-way local relative to A if T is either a
one-way right instrument relative to A or a one-way left instrument
relative to A. We say that an instrument 7 is linked to an instrument
7 = (O)ken if there exist one-way instruments (Oy;);en, k& € N, such
that J is a coarse-graining of the instrument (0 o ©;); ken-

(vi) A map © € UCP?(B(H)) is an LOCC map relative to A if there exists

a sequence (Zy, ..., Z,) of instruments such that Z; is a one-way local
instrument relative to A, Z;y; is linked to Z;, [ = 0,...,n — 1, and
O =071,.

We denote by LOCC(A) the set of all LOCC maps relative to A. We also
write LOCC"(A) and LOCC!(A) for the subsets of LOCC(A) consisting of
the one-way right and left LOCC maps relative to A, respectively. Thus,
any © in LOCC"(A) is given by a point weak-* convergent series

(2) @:Z(I)ko\llk

keN
where ®;, € UCP%(B(H)) and ¥, € CPZ(B(H)).

The locality of an LOCC(A) operation is reflected through the bimod-
ule structure of its implementing maps. For example, if © is a map of the
form in (2), then Alice’s local operations are modelled by the maps ¥ €
CP%(B(H)), and Bob’s local operations by the channels ®;, € UCP%(B(H)).
Since the @, are A-bimodule maps, they do not affect any of Alice’s observ-
ables and, as shown in Proposition 3.4, they admit Kraus decompositions
with operators belonging to Bob’s observable algebra B. A similar intuition
is applied for Alice’s local operations Wy, which admit Kraus decompositions
with operators belonging to Alice’s observable algebra A. In the Schrédinger
picture, the map ©, is interpreted as the following operation:

e Alice performs a local measurement system from A with (Uy).(p)
describing the (unnormalised) post-measurement state;

e Alice sends the result of the measurement, labelled by & € N, to
Bob;

e Bob performs the local operation (®),, conditional upon the result
k of Alice’s measurement.

The map © simply models the above protocol in the Heisenberg picture. See
Example 3.2 below for a more explicit example.

A general LOCC protocol relative to A is interpreted as a finite-round
protocol where each round is as above with the roles of Alice and Bob po-
tentially reversed, and the measurement systems (and therefore subsequent
operations) conditional upon the measurement outcomes in the previous
rounds. In the case where H 4 and Hpg are finite dimensional Hilbert spaces,
H=Hs®Hp, A=B(Hs)® 1 and B=1® B(Hpg), Definition 3.1 reduces
to the usual notions as described, for example, in [9], and we recover the
usual operational interpretation of bipartite LOCC operations.
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Example 3.2. Let H be a Hilbert space, A C B(H) be a von Neumann
algebra, and {a; | K € N} C A be a countably infinite measurement system,
that is, a sequence in A for which Y 72, afar = 1 in the weak* topology.
For each k € N, let W), = Ad(a}) on B(H) and let ¢, € UCP%(B(H)) be a
channel. Then the series © = Y7 | @ o ¥, defines a one-way right LOCC
map relative to A. Indeed,

N

Z%O‘Pk Z\I'ko% = arar < Neo 1

k=1

in the weak* topology. If # € B(H)" then x < ||z||1 and hence the partial
sums S| 00 (z) are dominated by ||z||1. Since they form an increasing
sequence, the series Y -, @ o Wi (x) converges in the weak* topology. If

x € B(H) is arbitrary then, using polarisation, we can write z = 2?21 Ay,
where 7; € B(H)" and \; € C, [ = 1,2,3,4. It follows that the partial sums

Z(I)ko\lfk

form a weak* convergent sequence.
The predual O, : T(H) — T (H) of the map © is given by

o0

0.(p) = > (®i)s(arpar), p € T(H),

k=1

4

4
Z)\l@ko\l’k xl Z )\l@ko\llk(a:l)
k=1 1=1 =1 k=1

Mz

so one can think of ©, as a protocol where Alice makes a measurement
corresponding to the system {aj | & € N}, sends the result k£ to Bob, who
then applies (®x).. Below we show that any one-way right LOCC map
relative to A is of this form, similar to the finite-dimensional setting.

The use of measurements with countably many outcomes is natural in an
infinite-dimensional context. Indeed, even the measurement of an observable
modelled by a (possibly unbounded) self-adjoint operator with continuous
spectrum can, within an arbitrarily small amount of error, be modelled by
an observable with countably many disjoint outcomes [52, §IIL.3].

Remark 3.3. Let © € LOCC"(A) and let &, Uy be as in (2). Then
Or(a) = aPi(1) = a, a € A, k € N, and, in the weak™ topology we have

It follows that, for every positive element = € B(H ), the partial sums
>t Wy(z) are norm bounded; since they form an increasing sequence,
they converge in the weak* topology. Using polarisation, we conclude, as
in Example 3.2, that the sequence (3%, Wx(x)),, oy converges in the weak™*
topology for every = € B(H).
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A notion of LOCC operation for general bipartite systems was proposed
by Verch-Werner in [50, §5]. There, a bipartite system is modelled by com-
muting unital C*-subalgebras A and B of an ambient unital C*-algebra C.
In this setting, they defined a one-way right LOCC map between bipartite
systems (A1, B1,C1) and (As, B2,C3), where A; and B; are commuting C*-
subalgebras of C;, i = 1,2, by a UCP map © : C; — Cs, for which there
exist finitely many completely positive maps ¥y, : A1 — Ay and UCP maps
®p. : By — By satisfying

(4) O(ab) = > Up(a)Pk(b), a€ Ay, be By
k

In the special case when C; = Cy = B(H), Ay = Az =: A is a von Neumann
algebra, and By = By = A’, our definition of a one-way right LOCC map
relative to A satisfies this condition, albeit, allowing a countable summation
over a “classical” index k. This follows from the fact that any normal com-
pletely positive A’-bimodule map on B(H) admits a Kraus decomposition
with operators from A (see e.g. [7, 20]), and similarly for 5.

If, in addition, one assumes that A and B are injective factors, then by
[8, Theorem 4.2], any completely positive map ¥ : A — A admits a net
of completely positive elementary operators ¥; : A — A (i.e., operators
admitting finitely many Kraus operators from A) satisfying || ¥, < [|¥|l.,
and ¥; — V¥ in the point weak* topology of CB(A). The maps ¥; admit
canonical extensions to maps in CP%,(B(H)) (through their finite Kraus
decompositions), so that we may approximate the (potentially non-normal)
completely positive maps ¥y occurring in (4) by normal maps satisfying
our bimodule requirements. Similar considerations hold for the maps ®y.
Hence, in the case of injective factors, one may view the proposed definition
of Verch-Werner as a “limit case” of ours. Note that by [8, Remark 4.3],
when A is an injective factor of type I or I11, it is not true that every normal
completely positive map ¥ : A — A extends to a normal completely positive
map ¥ € CP%,(B(H)).

Proposition 3.4. Let A C B(H) be a von Neumann algebra on a separable
Hilbert space H.

(i) The class LOCC"(A) of one-way right LOCC maps is closed under
finite compositions.
(1t) The maps Uy, in (2) can be taken of the form ¥y = Ad(ay), for some
ap € A, k€ N, with > 72, afar, = 1 in the weak* topology.
(iii) The maps @i in (2) can be taken of the form @y = > 2, Ad(c},),
a point weak*-convergent series, for some cy; € A, k,i € N, with
Yoy chicki = 1 in the weak™® topology for every k € N.

Proof. Let, as before, B = A’. We first claim that if ® € CP%(B(H)) and
U e CP3(B(H)), then

(5) DoV ="Tod.
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Indeed, since H is separable, by [20] (see also [7]), there exists a bounded
column operator (a;);cn with entries in A, such that

[ee]
= Za;kzwi, x € B(H),
i=1

where the series converges in the weak* topology. For every = € B(H) we
now have

Do VU(x <Za xal) = Z; ®(a;za;) = ;aﬁb(x)ai = Vo d(x),

showing (5).
Let © € LOCC"(A), with corresponding maps ®;, € UCP%(B(H)) and
U, € CPR(B(H)) for k € N, as in (2). Write

Uy (x) = Za}zixaki, x € B(H),

i=1

for some bounded column operator (ay;);en with entries in A [20]. By (3),
Ui (1) < 1, and hence the column operator (ay;);en is contractive. Thus, ag;
is a contraction for all k,7 € N. Set ®; = ®;, for all k,7 € N and note that,
in the weak* topology, we have

p

q
O(z) = pllglo qlgglOkZ_l;{%i o Ad(ay,)(z), =€ B(H).

Let x € B(H)"™ and p € T(H)*. Then the double limit

P q
(6) Jim Jim. I;Z; i 0 Ad(aj;)(x), p)

exists. Since the terms of the sequence in (6) are positive, the limit

exists. Thus, the partial sums Zii:l ®j;0Ad(ay;)(x) converge in the weak™
topology for every x € B(H)" and hence, by the polarisation identity, for
every x € B(H). It is now straightforward to see that the limit coincides
with ©(z). Note, moreover, that identity (3) shows that >, aj,ar; = 1
in the weak™* topology. This establishes (ii). The assertion in (iii) follows by
considering the Kraus decomposition of the maps ®y.

To show (i), assume that ©; € LOCC"(A) and let <I>,(;), \I’,(;), k € N, be
the maps as in (2), associated with ©;, i = 1,2. By (5), for every = € B(H),
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we have that, in the weak™ topology,

MQ

(0100y)(x) = ph_?;o JLH;OZ <(I>I(€1) o \I,](gl) o (I)l(2) o ‘1’1(2)> (2)

11=1

= lim lim
p—)OOq—)

M@
M=

(@(1 o @(2) o \I/( )o \I/l(z)> ().

k=11=1

Set &5 = <I>( )O<I>(2) and Wy; = \I'( )o\I'l( ). An argument similar to the one
in the previous paragraph now 1mphes that

(O1060)(x Z%o% (x), < B(H),

in the weak* topology, so ©1 0 ©3 € LOCC"(A). O

Remark 3.5. (i) The expression of one-way right LOCC maps given in
Proposition 3.4 (ii) reflects the notion of fine-graining of LOCC channels
described in [9].

(ii) By symmetry, observations analogous to those above for one-way right
LOCC maps also hold for the one-way left LOCC maps.

4. STATE CONVERTIBILITY VIA LOCC(A)

Having established an appropriate generalisation of LOCC operations in
the preceding section, we now define the corresponding notions of convert-
ibility.

Definition 4.1. Let A C B(H) be a von Neumann algebra on a Hilbert
space H, and let ¥, p € Hj.

(i) We say that v is convertible to ¢ via LOCC(A) if there exists © €
LOCC(A) such that ©,(wy) = we.

(ii) We say that v is approximately convertible to ¢ via LOCC(A) if for
every € > 0 there exists @ € LOCC(A) such that ||O,(wy) — wyl|| < e.

We also make analogous definitions with LOCC!(.A) and LOCC" (A) in place
of LOCC(A).

The goal of the rest of this section is to show that approximate convertibil-
ity can be realised by using only one-way LOCC maps (see Corollary 4.12).
This generalises to the commuting operator framework a result of Lo-Popescu
[36] for finite-dimensional bipartite systems. We note that another general-
isation of this theorem was established in [41], which we recover from our
results by taking the special case A = B(H) in its standard representation,
for H a separable Hilbert space. The essential features of our argument,
similar to the finite-dimensional case, are the symmetry and polar decom-
position induced from the standard form of a von Neumann algebra [21], as
highlighted in Section 1. We begin with a few preparatory results.
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Let H be a Hilbert space, A C B(H) be a (semi-finite) von Neumann
algebra equipped with a normal semi-finite faithful trace 7, and ¥ € H. To
avoid double subscripts, we will write p,, € L'(A, 1) for the density operator
Pu,, arising from the restriction of the vector state wy, to A. In the case where
H = L*(A,7) and A is in standard form, we write Py € LY(A',7") for the
density operator affiliated to A’ satisfying

(a'y, ) = wyla (@) = T'(pyd), o € A,
where 7/ = 70 R is the canonical trace on A’. Recall that for ¢t > 0, we write
11(ply) = pe(plys A',7') for the t-th singular value of p;, relative to (A’,7').

Lemma 4.2. Let (A, 7T) be a semi-finite von Neumann algebra, represented
in its standard form on L?*(A,T), and let ¢ € L?(A, 7). Then

Jpyd = py=and  pi(py) = wpy=) = (py), t>0.

Proof. First we show that py~ = Jp,J and p;(p),) = pe(py~). Recall that
Y* = Jap and that J is a conjugate linear isometry satisfying (1) with J2 = 1.
For a € A, we therefore have

r(pya) = (@, J6) = (i, JaT ) = (Ja"Ji, ) = 7'(plJa*J)
=71 (J(JaJpy)J) = 1(JpyJa).
Hence,
(7) P = J,Oib,].

Note that R: A" — A induces a trace-preserving bijection P(A") — P(A),
p' — Jp'J. For t > 0, using (7) we obtain

pi(ply) = inf{|| plyp’|| - ' € P(A), 7/(1 = p') <t}
= inf{||p}, JpJ|| : p € P(A), 7(1 — p) < t}
= inf{||Jp}yJp| : p € P(A), 7(1 —p) < t}

= inf{||py-pl| : p € P(A), 7(1 = p) <t} = pue(py~).-

Now, by [48, Exercises IX.1.2-3], there exists a partial isometry u € A
such that [¢*| = Yu*, and * = u*|¢*|. Tt follows that

' =utput = ut Y| = uF T = uFJuwpt = uF Judp.
Since u € A, we have pyy = purjujy = 0 pjuge-u. By [17, Lemma 2.5 (vi)],

(8) e (pgs) < N[ Nl et (prugy) < pe(pauge),

for t > 0. But JuJ is a contraction in A’, s0 wyyjpla < wyla, that is,

Piuty < py- By [17, Lemma 2.5 (iii)], p¢(pjusy) < pe(py), t > 0. Thus, by
(8), te(py+) < pe(py), for t > 0. By symmetry, we obtain equality. O

Proposition 4.3. Let (A, T) be a semi-finite factor in its standard form on
L*(A,7), let B = A" and let ¢ > 0. For any (1,b) € H x B, there eists
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a unitary u € B and partial isometries v,w € A so that ¢ = v*vY and, if
z = JbJv, then

[l = llz¢ll  and by —wwzy|| <e.
Moreover, the partial isometry v can be chosen independently of b.
Proof. Let ¢¥* = wv|yp*| be the polar decomposition of * [48, Exercises

IX.1.2-3]; thus, v € A is a partial isometry with ¢» = v*[¢|, and the projec-

tions v*v and vv* have ranges By and B|y|, respectively, so in particular,
¥ = v*up. It follows that

(9) v = vt Y| = Y| = J[Y| = Joy.
Note that z € A. We have v*vby) = bv*vy) = Inp, and hence, using (9),
[bv[| = [lvb || = [[bvip|| = [[bJvep|| = || TbJvy|| = |29,

as desired.
Note that

(10) () =7(Jp"* ), o e LNB,T);

indeed, the formula holds by the definition of 7’ in the case p’ € B, and
the general case follow by approximating p’ by a sequence in B in the norm
|| - |1 Let @ = 21 and B = ). For ¢ € B, by (10), (9) and (1), we have

T(paR(c)) = (R(c)z, zp) = (J* T IbJv, JbJv) = (Jc*buh, Jbvi)
— (burb, c"burp) = (co™vb, b) = (¢, B) = (60)
= 7(JpJR(c)).
Thus, by Lemma 4.2, po = JpjJ = pg« and

pe(Pl) = me(pa) = pulpse) = Hi(p), > 0.
Since A is a factor, by [23, Theorem 3.4 (1)] for every € > 0 there exists a
unitary v € B such that

s = Prall, = llos = woou”], < &*
By the continuity of Stinespring’s representation [34, Theorem 1], there exist
a Hilbert space K, a *~homomorphism 7 : B — B(K) and vectors {,n € K
such that wg|p = we o ™ and wya|s = wy o 7, and

1€ =1l < llwsls — wualsll > = || — Aol < e

By the uniqueness of Stinespring representations, there exist partial isome-
tries wy : L?(A,7) — K and wo : K — L?(A,7) such that wic = m(c)w;
and wom(c) = cwq for all ¢ € B, wiua = n and we§ = B. Then w = wowy
is a contraction in A, and

169 — wwzyp[| = (|3 — wua]] = [Jwa€ — wan]| <. O

1/2

The following estimate is straightforward and we will make use of it mul-
tiple times.
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Lemma 4.4. Let ¢ € H, ||[¢|| < 1, and let v € B(H) be a contraction. If
60— ol < e, then [[(1 - v*0) /29| < v2=.

Proof. The assumption implies

| = w02 = (= vops ) = Il ~ flow)?
= (Il + vl (ell = ol < 201] = logl) < 260

Lemma 4.5. Let A be a von Neumann algebra equipped with a normal
faithful semi-finite trace T, and let (px)ken be an increasing sequence of self-
adjoint elements of L'(A, 7). If pr —k—e0 p in the weak topology, for some
p € LY(A,7), then pr — koo p in nOTM.

Proof. We have that p, < p; thus, p — pr > 0 for every k. Thus,

lo—prll = (p— pr)(1) = ksoo 0. a

Lemma 4.6. Let H be a separable Hilbert space and ® : B(H) — B(H) be
positive. Then for any self-adjoint T' € B(H) and any self-adjoint p € T (H),

(@(T), p)| < ITI[{2(1), |p])-

Proof. Let (en)22; be an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors of p with corre-
sponding eigenvalues (A,;)5° ; C R. Since — ||T'||1 < T < ||T|| 1, by positivity
of we,, o ® we have

=T (®(Len, en) < ((T)en, en) < [T (2(1)en, €n),
so that [(®(T)en, en)| < ||T|| (®(1)en, e,) for all n € N. Hence

(@(T < Z [Anl[(®(T)en, en)|
n=1

Z Al 1T (2(L)en, en) = [T (2(1), [p])- O

T)en, en)

We now begin the proof that approximate convertibility can be achieved
by one-way LOCC(.A) maps (see Corollary 4.12). We first establish the case
when A is standardly represented using induction on the number of rounds
of the LOCC(A) protocol. The base case of the induction is isolated into
the next result.

Proposition 4.7. Let (A,7) be a semi-finite factor in its standard form
on H = L*(A, 7). Suppose that T = (Oy). is a one-way right instrument
relative to A and J = (Ag)i is an instrument which is linked to Z. For
any ¢ € H and any € > 0, there exists an instrument (I'y)r which is a
coarse-graining of some one-way right instrument relative to A, such that

(11) D A ke (wy) = Tralwy) || < e
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Proof. We may assume that ||¢| < 1. Each ©y is one-way right local, so
by Proposition 3.4 (ii) we may write O = 379, Ad(ay;) o Ad(c;), where
apj € A satisfy > 77, Z;’il aypjar; = 1 and ¢ € B satisfy Yoo Gl =1
for each k£ € N. We define 1y := ay;7 € H, for k,j € N.

Since J is linked to Z, the instrument 7 is a coarse-graining of an in-
strument of the form (O o O;)x, for a collection of one-way instruments
Ji = (Oi)i indexed by k € N. Write L = {k € N | Jj, is one-way left} and
R = {k € N | J is one-way right}.

Suppose first that k € L. By Proposition 3.4 (ii) and Remark 3.5 (ii), we
may assume that Oy; = UL o Ad(b},), where V£ € UCPE(B(H)), by; € B
and ) 72, by.by; = 1. Hence, in the point weak*-topology, we have

(0. 0] o
(12) @k o @m = Z Z Ad((bkicklakj)*) o \Ifﬁl

j=11=1
Since A is a factor, we can apply Proposition 4.3 to the pairs (1r;, bricr) €
H x B. We obtain unitaries uy;;; € B and partial isometries vy, wy;;; € A
so that ¢y; = vi;vk¥n; and 25 = JbgicgJog; € A satisfy ||bricri;ll =
|2kij1t)x;| and

€
(13) orickior; — unijiwnijizrionsll < S
for 7,7,k,1 € N. Let ay;j; = wrijizriji € A, and observe that
€
2kijirs | — llakijitdes | = Nokickisll — lukijiwrijizeides| < SR

Let agj; := (1—w,’§ijlwkiﬂ)zkijl € A. By Lemma 4.4, the preceding inequality
implies

— €
(14) lakijitbrsll = || (1 = wisjpwnit) zijitves|| < \| SR

Now suppose that k& € R. The map Oy, = > .2, Oy, is then a one-
way right LOCC map relative to A, with O; = \I/?i o ®p;, where \I/?i €
CP%Z(B(H)) and ®; € UCP%(B(H)). Then
(15) 000k = 3 3 Ad(af;) 0 UF o (Ad(ciy) o D)

j=11=1

in the point weak*-topology.
Recall that vy; was defined above for k € L and j € N; we define v; := 1
for kK € R and j € N. Then

o o o (0.]
* * *
A= Zzakj%“kjakj < E E Gy = 1;
k=1 j=1 k=1 j=1

thus, the operator (1 — A)Y/? is a well-defined element of A. Moreover,
since ag;\ = Y = v;;jvkjﬂ)kj = v,’;jvkjaqu/) for all j,k € N, we have ¢ =
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Dohet Do ay;akjth = Ay, showing that i) € Ker(l — A) and thus that
¥ € Ker((1 — A)Y/?). In particular,

(16) (Ad((1 = ) (wy) = 0.

Fix a probability distribution (p,) over N with p, > 0 for each n. For
ke L and 4,7, € N, define Fﬁijl € CP%(B(H)) for i € N by

Dhijt = (Ad(aZj) o (Ad(ajj;) + Ad(arii")) + pepipjpr Ad((1 — A)1/2)> oW ;.
Since
Uhij1Okijl + kijl Okl = Ziji2kijl = Vkjd ChibkibriCr1 T Vk;

and Y27, > e bibrick = 1 for every k € L, in the weak™® topology we
have

(0.] o0 o o o o0
SN Tha) =D aksiizwijiar; + prpipip(1 — A)
kel i=1 j=1 =1 kel =1 j=1 =1
o0
= Z Z g,V Vkiakj + pepj(1 — A).
kel j=1

For k € R, define one-way right local maps I‘kRi by
= >~ > (Ad(al) o WE + pipip; Ad((1 = 4)?)) 0 (Ad(ciy) © D).
j=11=1
Then

Z Z rfi) = Z Z Z a;’;j‘IfkR,-(l)akj + prpip; (1 — A)

kER i=1 keER i=1 j=1

= Z Zazjakj —l—pkpj(l —A).

keER j=1

Putting things together, we get

[c e IaNe OlNe o]

)D)3) ) BTN b Srvity

kel i= 1] 11i=1 keR i=1

- Z Z kR + PPy (1 — A) + Z Zaka“kﬂ + (1 — A)
kel j=1 keR j=1
o0 [o¢]

=Y > ahvivkan; + prpi (1 — A)
k=1 j=1

— A+ (1-A)

=1
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It follows that the series

[ee] [ee] [ee] [ee]
DD DD Ad(ugy) o Tiy(@) + > > Thi(w)
kel i=1 j=1 I=1 keR i=1
is convergent in the weak™ topology for every positive = € B(H). By polar-
isation, it is convergent in the weak* topology for every = € B(H). With
o0 [e.9]
Péji = Z Z Ad(uzijz) ° Fl%ijla
j=11=1
and ['y; := Flfi for ke L,i €N, and I'y; := Ffi for k € R, i € N, it follows
that (I'y;)r,; is a coarse-graining of a one-way right instrument relative to
A.
By (15) and (16), for k € R we have O, (Opi(wy)) = iix(wy), © € N,
Also, using (12), (13), (14) and (16) with the identity Ad(ag;)wy = wy,,
and Lemma 4.5 consecutively, we have

Z [Tk (W) — Okin (O (wip)) |

k=1
< Z Z [ W5 0 (Ad(upiji) © (Ad(arij) + Ad(arg)) — Ad(bricr)) wy, |

— —— %
< Z D Nunigi@rigicop, @i + arigien,; argn Vi — Drickiwp,,; bl
ke ]l 1

= Z Z [ wkijiaigiwp,; ajgiii — brickiws,; ciabri|| + || ariicop,; ari”||
ke ]l 1

<> Z [ urijiarijibng — Oricritrs || (larijibs | + [brickibr 1) + llaribes|I?

kel

<2y, Z 2k+z+]+l+1 Se

kel i,5,l=1

Since J = (Ag)i is a coarse-graining of (O o Oy;) i, applying the same
coarse-graining to (I'y;)r; produces an instrument (I'y)j satisfying (11). O

Theorem 4.8. Let (A, 7) be a semi-finite factor in its standard form on
H = L*(A,7). For any © € LOCC(A), v € H and ¢ > 0, there exists
O, € LOCC"(A) such that ||, (wy) — Ocx(wy)|| < e.

Proof. We may assume that ||[¢|| < 1. Any LOCC map © € LOCC(A) is
of the form © = ©z, where (Zy,...,Z,) is a sequence of instruments such
that Zy is one-way local relative to A, and Z;y; is linked to Z; for each
[l =0,...,n—1. Since the trivial instrument (id,0,0,...) is one-way right
local and any one-way left local instrument is linked to it, without loss of
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generality, we may suppose that Zy is a one-way right instrument. Writing
I, = (@,(gn))k, consider the following proposition P(n): for every € > 0 there
exists an instrument Z. = (I'y ), which is a coarse-graining of some one-way
right instrument relative to A, such that

5™ 6w - et <
k=1

If P(n) were true for every n € N then the Theorem follows with ©, = O7..
We therefore proceed by induction on n, noting that P(0) is vacuously true
and P(1) is precisely Proposition 4.7.

Assuming P(n) is true, let © be an LOCC map of the form © = 07, ,
where (Zy,...,Z,+1) is a sequence of instruments such that Zy is a one-way
local right instrument relative to A, and Z;,1 is linked to Z; for each [ =
0,...,n. Then Z,,1; is a coarse-graining of (O o O;)x, where Z,, = (O )y
and J, = (Ok;); is a one-way instrument for each k£ € N. Given ¢ > 0, by
P(n) there exists a coarse-graining (I'y)x of some one-way right instrument
such that

D 110ke (@) = Dialws) | < -

We have I'y, = > .cq, T; for some one-way right instrument 7}, = (I';);
and some partition (S)r of N. Let (:)ji = Oy, for j € Si, k € N. Then (éjl)Z
is a one-way instrument for each j € N, and (I'y, 0©;)j; is a coarse-graining
of 7} = (f‘j o éji)j,i, and Z] is linked to Z{. Applying Proposition 4.7 to the
pair (I}, Z}), we obtain an instrument (I'j;);; which is a coarse-graining of
some one-way right instrument, and satisfies

i Héjz‘*(fj*(ww)) - fji*(ww)H < %

ji=1

Setting I'x; := > jess fj,-, we obtain an instrument (I'y;)x ; which is a coarse-
graining of a one-way right instrument, and satisfies

ZZ H@kz*(rk*(ww)) sz* Wq/; ZZ Z H@]z* g% Wq/; ) f‘ji*(ww)H
k=1 i=1 k=1i=1 jeS,

Héjz’*(F]’*(ww)) - Tji*(ww)H <

Il
Il
o
ro| o

=17

For each k,i € N, O (O« — Tis) (wy)) € T(H) is self-adjoint, and attains
its norm on self-adjoint operators in B(H ). Hence, there exists Ty, € B(H)
with Ty; = Ty, and [|Tj;|| < 1 satisfying

1Okix ((Orx — D) (wip)) | = [(Oki(Thi), (Oks — Tia) (wyp))-
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By Lemma 4.6,

1Ok (O — Lies) (wyp )| < Tkl (Oki (1), [(Ores — T ) (wip) )
< (Oki(1), [(Ops — D) (wip)])-

Hence,

IA

.Mg
2

D 1Okin (O (wy)) — Opin (T (wis))|
k,i=1

(1), [(Oks — Ta) (wyp)])

M 10
1

Ok (wy) — Thac(wyp) |

A
mlmﬂr
' =

By the triangle inequality we obtain

3 110k (Ok(wy)) — Taia (wy)l| < e

k=1 i=1
Recall that Z,, 11 is a coarse-graining of (04004, ;. Letting Z. be the result
of applying the same coarse-graining to (I'y; )1 ;, the preceding inequality and
the triangle inequality then show that Z. satisfies P(n + 1). O

Remark 4.9. The proof of Theorem 4.8 may seem complicated when com-
pared to Lo and Popescu’s intuitive argument for the special case A =
M, ®1. This may be explained by our approximate version of convertibility
together with the additional approximation provided by Proposition 4.3, the
latter not being required in the type I case.

Using the representation theory of properly infinite von Neumann alge-
bras, we now remove the standardness assumption in the previous theorem.
We require the following lemma.

Lemma 4.10. Let A C B(H) be a von Neumann algebra, B = A’, K be

a Hilbert space, A == ARB(K)®lk and B := A" = BR1x®B(K). Fiz

e K. If2e€ LOCC"(A), then EoZo01 e LOCC"(A), where
E:BH@K®K)>T — (idow ®we)(T) € B(H)

and 1 : B(H) - B(H® K®K) is the canonical embedding T — T®1x @15 .

Proof. Tet Uy € CPL(B(H ® K ® K)) and &, € UCP%(B(H @ K © K))
satisfy 2 = S°0° | Wy 0®;,. Define W), € CPE(B(H)) and &, € UCP%(B(H))
by

\Ilk‘ :go{ik|B(H)®lK®lK ot and ¢k) :gO$k|B(H)®1K®1K o L.

Then = := Y 2, ¥ o Oy is a one-way right LOCC map on B(H) relative
to A so it only remains to show that & = £ oEZEo. Let 0,4, for r,s €
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{2,3,4,5}, be the flip between terms r and s acting on the tensor product
HK®K®K®K. For every T € B(H) and p € T (H), we have

o0

(T),p) = D _(Pk(T), (Yi)«(p))
k=1

0]

M

P e N e

E@LT®11) @101, (V). (p @ we @ W§)>

=
Il
—

ST 2101) @101, (E @id®id)(T).(p© we ® w§))>

NGERNNGE

T @1D1) @10 1,004035((Vp)u(p @ we ® we) ® we ® w§)>

=
Il
—

BR(T@101) @ 1@ 1,0u5((Tx)(p @ we @ we) @ we @ we) )

NGERNNGE

<cT>k(T® 101) @101, (V). (p® we ® we) @ we ®w§>

=
Il
—

[1]

(T®1®1)®1®1,p®w5®w§®w§®w5>

(T181),p® we®we)
00 u(T),p),

where in the fifth equality we used the fact that <T>k(T RIH)e1I®1l e
B(H)®1®B(K)®1®1 is symmetric under o94 and in the sixth equality we
used the fact that (Uy), acts trivially on the third leg. (These facts follow
from Proposition 3.4, for example.) U

o

Il
TN T T
(1]

Recall that a von Neumann algebra is o-finite if every set of mutually
orthogonal projections is at most countable, and that every von Neumann
algebra A C B(H) on a separable Hilbert space H enjoys this property.

Theorem 4.11. Let A C B(H) be a semi-finite factor on a separable Hilbert
space H. Given ©® € LOCC(A) and i € H, for every € > 0 there exists
=2 € LOCC"(A) such that

10.(ws) — Zulwy)| < e

Proof. Clearly, we may assume that ) € Hy. Let K be a separable infinite-
dimensional Hilbert space, and consider the factors A := ARB(K)®1x and
B:=A = BR1x®B(K), acting on H ® K ® K, and equip A with the
trace T = 7 ® tr @ tr. Letting L>(A) = B(~L2(.Z)) denote the standard

representation of A, one sees that both B = A" and L>°(A) = L>®(A) are
o-finite and properly infinite factors. Hence, by [47, Proposition V.3.1], the
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representations (A, H ® K ® K) and (A, L2(A)) are unitarily equivalent,
implemented by the unitary operator U : H ® K ® K — L?*(A), say.

Clearly, Ad(U)o(0®idp(ke ) oAd(U*) € LOCC(L™(A)). Since L®(A)
is a factor, by Theorem 4.8, for every £ > ( there exists a one-way right
LOCC map Z: B(L?(A)) — B(L?*(A)) relative to L>(A) such that

|(Ad() 0 (0 ® idn(xcsr)) © ALU))e (wirweese) — Exlwvasse)|| < =
Then Ad(U*) 0 Z 0 Ad(U) : B(H® K ®K) - B(H®K® K) is a one-way
right LOCC map relative to A satisfying

H(9 ® idpkeK))«(Wyeese) — (AA(U™) o Eo Ad(U))*(wwe@&@&)H <e.
Fix a vector £ € K;. By Lemma 4.10, the map
== Eo (Ad(U*) 020 Ad(U)) o1 € LOCC™(A)

where £ and ¢ are defined as in the Lemma. It follows that

1©x(wy) = Exlwy)ll
1 0 (0 @ idpg i) © Ex(wy) — tx 0 (Ad(U*) 0 E0 Ad(U)) o 5*(%)(\

< |[(0 ® i) (wysgse) — (AdU™) 0 0 Ad(U))(wysgac) | <& T

By left-right symmetry, Theorem 4.11 immediately yields the following
corollary:

Corollary 4.12. Let A C B(H) be a semi-finite factor on a separable Hilbert
space. For unit vectors ¢, € H, the following are equivalent:

(i) v is approzimately convertible to ¢ via LOCC(A);
(i1) 1 is approzimately convertible to ¢ via LOCC"(A);
(i7i) ) is approzimately convertible to ¢ via LOCC!(A).

5. THE MAIN THEOREM

In this section we establish Theorem 5.3, a version of Nielsen’s theorem
for bipartite systems modelled by semi-finite, o-finite von Neumann algebras
(or by standardly represented von Neumann algebras). The next group of
lemmas will help justify certain technical arguments in its proof.

Lemma 5.1. Let (A, 1) be a semi-finite von Neumann algebra. For any
P1y- - pn € AL, there exist My, ..., M4y € A with Y00 M M; = 1 such
that, for p =31 pi, we have

MipM; =p;; 1<i<n, and Myy1pMpy1=0.
Proof. We may assume that A is standardly represented on H = L%(A,7),

and identify A, with L'(A,7). Let B = A’. Since p is a positive element of
L'(A, ), the (positive, densely defined) operator ¢ := p'/? is an element of
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H = L?(A,7). Let p and p’ be the orthogonal projections onto B¢ and A€,
respectively, and note that

peA, peB, JpJ=p and JpJ=p

(see [48, Section IX.1]; for the last two equalities, J§ = £ = & so JpJa& =
Jp(JaJ&) = J(JaJ&) = a&, so p’ < JpJ and similarly p < Jp'J.)
For 1 < ¢ < n, we have p; < p, that is, w o2 < w¢. By the Radon-

Nikodym theorem (see [33, Proposition 7.3.5] and its proof) there exists
b; € BT such that

w,1r2(a) = (abi€, §) = (ab*¢,b;%¢) = wyac(a), a €A

By the uniqueness of the GNS representation, there exists a partial isometry

v; € B such that for ¢; := v;b; b2 e B, we have
(17) cié = ,021/2 1<i<n.

Consider My, ..., M, 1 € A, given by
M;=JcJdp, 1<i<n, Mypy:=1—p
For 1 <i <mn, using (17) we have

Mg = JeiJE = éci = (i) = (02" = pi'?,

2

SO
MipM; = (M;&)(M;&)" = p;, 1<i<mn.

Similarly, My 41§ = (1 —p){ =0, so My 41pM | = 0. For a,b € A, we have
p'aé = a& and p'bé = b; hence, for 1 < i < n,

(JM;M;Jag,b) = (JpJc;ciIpJa&, b)) = (cip'ag, cip'bg)
= (ciag, cib) = (aci&, beg) = (ap)’?, bp}/?)
=7(p 1/2b*apll/2) = 7(b*ap;).

Thus, the operator S : ZZ L M¥M; satisfies (JSJa&,b§) = 7(b*ap) =
(a&,b€). Hence, p'JSJp' =p', so

S =pSp=JpJSJp'J=Jp'J=p,

and
n+1

S MM =S+ My My =p+(1-p) =1 O

The version of the following lemma for the case where ¢ = 0 is well-known.
We require the following approximate extension.
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Lemma 5.2. Let H be a Hilbert space, ¢ € Hi and (wg)72, be a sequence

in T(H)" such that Y ;2 wy, converges weakly to an element in the closed
unit ball of T(H). Set o = (pp*,wi), k € N. Ife >0 and

[e.9]
wp = D Wi
k=1

then Y 32 [|wi — crwel|| < 2¢/€ + €.

(18) <e,

Proof. Let tr denote the canonical trace on 7 (H) and, for simplicity, write
p = pp* and p- =1 — p. Observe that plw@pl = 0. Thus, by (18),

10 S| = Sy o (S ) )
p < i wk>pl

k=1

<e.

By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, for any 7" € B(H ), we have
1/2
‘pwkpl(T)‘ = ‘wk(plTp)( < wp <pLTT*pl> wi(p)'?
1/2
< I pteonw™ || one) 2.

Hence, prkaH < HprkaHl/z wk(p)1/2. Applying the Cauchy—Schwarz
inequality once again and using (19), we obtain

S ot | < S st |
k=1 k=1

< <gwk(p)>l/2<gl HprkaH >1/2 <+e.

Since [|p*wip|| = [|(pwrp™)*|| = [|pwrpt(], we have Y332, [ptwwp|| < Ve
Decomposing w, = pwip + pwka + prkp + prka, and noting pwip =
wi(p)wy = apw,, we see that

1/2

o0 o0
llwr — arw,|| < pwep || + |[pTwep|l + lprwrpt| ) < 2vE +e.0
©
-1 k=1

We are now in a position to prove the main result of the paper. It provides
a version of Nielsen’s theorem for bipartite systems without any explicit
(spatial) tensor product structure.

Theorem 5.3. Let A C B(H) be a semi-finite factor on a separable Hilbert
space H. For unit vectors 1, € H, the following are equivalent:
(i) 1 is approximately convertible to ¢ via LOCC(A);

(i) py < pe-
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Proof. (i) = (ii) Let ¢ > 0 and § > 0 be such that 2(5 + V/§) < 3e. By
Corollary 4.12, there exists a one-way right LOCC map © relative to A such
that

(20) lwp — ©u(wi)]| < &

By Proposition 3.4 (ii), we may write
x) = Z O (arxar), =€ B(H),
for some ®;, € UCP%(B(H)) and a;, € A, k € N, with

o0
(21) > ajar =1,
k=1

where the series converge in the weak™ topology. Let
wi = Ppu(apwyar) = apPps (wy)aj € T(H)T;

then the series )~ | wy, is weakly convergent to O, (wy). Let us write ay, :=
(pp*,wk), k € N. Since (pgp*,w,) = 1, the bound (20) implies

(22 S an = (pp" Oulwp)) € (1-5,1]
k=1

By Lemma 5.2, Y72 [|wk — axw,| < 2V + 6. Taking restrictions to A,
and using the fact that ®j|4 coincides with the identity map, we obtain

(23) Z larpypay, — arpyll, < 26 + 6.
k=1

For each a € A, by (21) we have

! l l
1/2 « 1/2 « 1/2 1/2 1/2
> <a /’w/ ayapy; > > 7 apw/ akakpw/ > 7( akakpw/ apw/ )
k=1 k=1 k=1

l
2 1/2  1/2
Z <akalmp¢ apw/ > —l—o0 <1 pw/ apw/ > = (a, py)-
k=1

Hence, the series > 72, pl/ 2akakp11/ 2 converges weakly to p,. By Lemma 4.5,

the convergence is in norm. Choose L € N so that
(24) < le.
1

Py — pr ararpy)’

By the right polar decomposition, there exists a partial isometry v, € A

such that akpil/2 = (akp¢a]’;)1/2vz, k € N. Writing ap = 1 — > 72 ag, we
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have by (22) that oy < §. Setting vg = 1 and using (23) and (24), we see
that

L
Py — Z QRUEPpUE|| <O+ Z pqp akakp¢ — QRURPLUE|| + %E
k=0 1 1
L
=0+ ka(akp¢az — agpp)vy|| +ie
k=1 1

L
<46+ Z lakppay — arpyll, + 3¢
k=1

<20+ Vo) +le<e
Since € > 0 was arbitrary, it follows from [23, Theorem 2.5 (3)] that py, < p,.

(i1) = (i) Suppose py < py, and fix ¢ > 0. Pick § > 0 such that 4v/0 < e.
Since A is a factor, by [23, Theorem 2.5], there exist a family (u;)j; of
unitary operators in A and a probability distribution (p;)_;, such that, if
Py = D 1pzuzp¢u* then [|py — pyll; < 9. Set m =n + 1. By Lemma 5.1,
there exist My,..., M,, € A with Y/ M*M; = 1, such that

(25) M;pyM; = pipy, for 1 <i<n, and MpypyM,;, =0.

Let eq,...,en be the standard basis of C™, and consider the UCP maps
U, & :B(H®C™) — B(H) given by

= M ([d®we,)(T)M; and &(T) =Y pi(id ®we,)(T)
i=1 ]

for T € B(H ® C™). We have that
(26)  Wa(p) =D MipM; ®ee; and P, szp ® e},
i=1
for p € T(H). Letting V,W : H - H @ C"™ ® C™ be the isometries given
by
Vn = ZMm@ei@ei and anz\/ﬁin@)ei@ei, n € H,
i=1 i=1
we have Stinespring representations
27) ¥ (T)=V*T®1)V and ®T)=W"Te1)W, TecBH®C™).
Consider the states vy, v,: A® M, — C given by

Vq/;:WwO\Ij|A®Mm and V¢:W@O¢|A®Mm'
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By (26) and (25), we have

vy = Vol = llvg — vl
= [[(Y]a@rs )« (pp) = (@la@nsn )« (P,

i=1

= [[(¥]agn, )+ (pyp — pp)ll < 0.
Let 0: A® M,, — B(H ® C™ @ C™) be the *-homomorphism given by
(X)=X®1, X € A®M,,. By (27), the maps vy, and v, have Stinespring
representations

m
R

vy =wyyp ol and v, =ww,o00.
By the continuity of the Stinespring representation [34, Theorem 1] there
exist a Hilbert space K, a *-homomorphism 7 : A ® M,, — B(K), and
vectors 11,12 € K yielding Stinespring representations

vy =wpy om and YV, =wp,om
with
(28) I —na|| < V0.
By the uniqueness of Stinespring representations, there exist partial isome-
tries Uy : HC"®C"™ - K and Us : K — H ® C™ ® C™ satisfying
UiV =, Ugnp = W,
U(X®1)=n(X)U; and Uyn(X)=(X®@ 1)Uz, X € AR M,,.

Let B = A’. The preceding relations imply that the contraction U := UsU,
satisfies

Ue(AM, 1) =A @10 M, =BR1® M,;
moreover, by (28),

(29) UV — Wl < V.
Since U € BR1®M,,, we have U = ZZ?l:l bri®1®ege; for some by, € B. Set
b; = bsi, 1 <i < m. Then b; is a contraction in B. Let ®; € UCP%(B(H))
be the channel given by

®;(x) = biab; + (1 — bib) 22 (1 — bib) 2,z e B(H),
and define © € LOCC(A) by

m
O(z) = > &(M;zM;), x € B(H).
i=1
We claim that ||©,(wy) — wy|| < &, which will complete the proof. To see
this, let P : C™ @ C"™ — C™ @ C™ denote the orthogonal projection onto
span{e; ® ¢; | 1 <i < m}, and consider the contraction

U=(1®P)UcBH®C"®C™).
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A calculation shows that
(30) OV =) bMap @e; @ e,
i=1

Since W lies in the range of 1 ® P, the bound (29) implies

(31) |ove —we| =lwe Py wve-we)l < V4,
and so
(32) iy —wwe|| < 2[|0Ve - W < 2v5.

Observe that for z € B(H), equation (30) yields

m
<33, <Z wbiMiw> - w%0> = <$ ®1l® 1’wUV1p o WWSD>
=1

so, in particular, using (32), we have
m
(z wbiMiw) o,
i=1

< H‘*’va —stDH < 2V6.

(33) Jbp — Wy

Since V and W are isometries, we have ||[V| =1 = [[W]|. Using (31),
we thus have

Vol = 10Vel = Well = [0VY] < V.
By Lemma 4.4,

ZH — b0 M| —ZIIMMIQ b:d | = IVl = [TV

- ‘(1 - U*U)vau < 2.

Thus, using (33), we have
[0x(wy) = wll

ZbiMmMi*b;* (1 — brby) 2 My, M (1 — brb) Y2 — w

<p ‘

n Z H b)Y/ 2 My M (1 b;.*bi)WH

< Zwawa — Wy

<2W+ZH e 1/2M1/1H <45 <e. 0
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Remark 5.4. The structure theory of type III;-factors renders state con-
vertibility trivial in that setting. Indeed, if A is a factor of type I1I; with
separable predual, then by [48, Theorem XII.5.12], for all normal states
w1,ws on A, we have

inf{||u*wiu — wa|| | v € U(A)} = 0.

Hence, given states v,y in the representation space H of A, for every
€ > 0 there exists a unitary u € A such that [[u*wy|au —w,|al| < e.
Appealing to continuity and uniqueness of Stinespring representations (as
in Proposition 4.3) one can build a channel © € LOCC(.A) for which

10, (wy) — wyl| < 2v/=.

Hence, 1 is approximately convertible to ¢ via LOCC(A) and vice-versa.
The problem of convertibility for general type III factors remains an inter-
esting open question.

Remark 5.5. It is natural to ask if the statement of Theorem 5.3 holds in
the case of general semi-finite von Neumann algebras. Such an extension
would require a treatment of integral decompositions of normal completely
positive maps, and is left for a further study. Here we only include an
illustration involving a typical non-factor case. Let D be a maximal abelian
selfadjoint algebra with separable predual, acting on a Hilbert space H. We
may assume, without loss of generality, that (X, p) is a probability measure
space such that H = L*(X,u) and D = {M, : a € L>°(X, )}, where, for
a € L™(X,pn), we have let M, € B(H) be the operator of multiplication
by a. We equip D with the trace 7 given by 7(M,) = fX adu. Note that,
since D = D', we have LOCC"(D) = LOCCY(D) = LOCC(D), and these
sets consist of all unital positive Schur multipliers relative to (X, i), that is,
the maps ® : B(H) — B(H) of the form

(34) O(T)=> M;TM,, TeBH)
=1

where a; € L>(X, ), i € N and
Z la;(s)|> =1 for almost all s € X.
i=1

Let ¥, € H. We claim that the following are equivalent:

(i) there exists ® € LOCC(D) such that ®,(wy) = wy;
(ii) 9 is approximately convertible to ¢ via LOCC(D);
(iii) |¢| = |p| almost everywhere.
Indeed, the implication (i)=-(ii) is trivial. Assuming (ii), fix ¢ > 0 and
let @ € LOCC(D) be such that [jw, —wy o @[] < e. Writing ® in the form
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(34), we have
op | [ cllef ~loPyd = sup

? Y
lefleo< lelloo<1 /x (lel™ = <Z|“|>| %) dp

=S g (Me) — (M)

IN

Jlwtp — wy 0 ]| < e.

Thus, |||¢? — |¥]?||1 < e. Hence |¢|?> = [4|> in L}(X, ), and (iii) follows.
Finally, assuming (iii), let 8 : X — C be a unimodular function such that
@ =601, and let ¢ : B(H) — B(H) be the map given by ®(T") = M;T Mj.
Then ® € LOCC(D) and ®,(wy) = we.

6. TRACE VECTORS AND ENTANGLEMENT IN II{-FACTORS

This section is dedicated to some examples and applications of our con-
vertibility result from Section 5. In its first part, we consider a generalisation
of maximally entangled vectors to the commuting von Neumann algebra set-
ting, while in its second part we show that entropy of states, relative to the
trace, is an entanglement monotone in the sense of [51].

6.1. Trace vectors.

Definition 6.1. Let A C B(H) be a finite factor on a Hilbert space. A
unit vector ¢ € H is said to be a trace vector for A if wy|4 = 7, the unique
(normal) tracial state on .A.

Remark 6.2. Since wy|4(a) = 7(pya) for a € A, we see that ¢ is a trace
vector if and only if py, = 1.4.

It follows from Nielsen’s theorem [39] that the maximally entangled state
P = % Yo en®e, € C"®@C™ is LOCC-convertible (that is, convertible via

LOCC(M,,®1)) to any other state ¢ € C*®C". Notice that wy|r,e1 = = tr,
the normalised trace on M,. Hence, 1 is a trace vector for M, ® 1, C
B(C™ ® C™). The next proposition shows that trace vectors play the role of
maximally entangled states relative to Il;-factors, and provides additional
evidence for viewing maximal entanglement through the lens of tracial states

31, §V.A].

Proposition 6.3. Let A C B(H) be a Ili-factor on a separable Hilbert
space H. If ¢ € H is a trace vector for A, then v is approximately con-
vertible to ¢ via LOCC(A) for any ¢ € Hy. Conversely, if there exists a
trace vector o € H for A, and b € Hy is approximately convertible to any
¢ € Hy via LOCC(A), then 9 is a trace vector for A.

Proof. Suppose that v is a trace vector for A. By Remark 6.2, p, = 14.
The map on A, given by a — 7(a)l 4, is doubly stochastic (i.e., it is positive,
normal, unital and trace-preserving) and its extension to L*(A, 7) maps p,
to 14 = py, since 7(py) = we(la) = (p,¢) = 1. It follows from [23,
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Theorem 4.5] that p, < p,, hence, 9 is approximately convertible to ¢ via
LOCC(A) by Theorem 5.3.

For the converse statement, suppose ¢ € H; is a trace vector for A, and
that ¢ € Hj is approximately convertible to every ¢ € Hp via LOCC(A).
Then 1 is approximately convertible to ¥ and vice-versa. By Theorem 5.3
and Remark 6.2, py, < 14 and 14 < py, that is, py, and 14 are spectrally
equivalent in the sense of [23, §3]. By [23, Theorem 3.4 (2)], for every £ > 0,
there exists a unitary u € A such that

oy —1all; = llpy —u- py, - u*|l; <e.

Since € > 0 was arbitrary we have py, = 14; by Remark 6.2, 1 is a trace
vector for A. O

Amongst II;-factors, the hyperfinite (i.e., approximately finite dimen-
sional) IIj-factor is best suited for applications in mathematical physics.
In that context, it typically appears through an infinite tensor product con-
struction, an algebra of canonical commutation/anti-commutation relations,
or an irrational rotation algebra. We now present examples of maximally
entangled states relative to the hyperfinite II;-factor in each of the three
aforementioned manifestations.

Example 6.4. This example is based on [32, §4.2]. Consider an infinite spin
chain consisting of infinitely many qubits arranged on a one-dimensional
lattice, say Z. The underlying C*-algebra of the system is given by the
infinite tensor product A = ), Ms, that is, the inductive limit of the system
Ap = @,,cp M2, with canonical inclusion maps, where F' ranges through
the finite subsets of Z. For n € Z, let 1, be the maximally entangled
state on Ag_,, 1) Then w = @), ez ¥nt;, defines a state on A. Let A =
Tw(A(—oo,0))"” € B(Hy) be the von Neumann algebra generated by the left
half-chain in the cyclic GNS-representation (H,, 7, %,,) of w. Then B :=
A" = 7,(Ap,00))" is the von Neumann algebra generated by the right half-
chain. Both A and B are II;-factors, and by construction it follows that
1, is a trace vector for A. Thus, by Proposition 6.3, v, is approximately
convertible to any state ¢ € H,, via LOCC(A). Naturally, one may view ),
as a state representing infinitely many pairs of entangled qubits.

Example 6.5. Let K be a real Hilbert space and H = K @K its complex-
ification. Let F,(H) denote the anti-symmetric Fock space over H, given
by
Fa(H) =P A"H,
n>0

where A"H is the anti-symmetric subspace of H" := @,_,; H for n > 1
and A\? := C. For ¢ € H, let a())* and a(¢) denote the Fock creation
and annihilation operators, namely the bounded [12] linear maps F,(H) —
F.(H) given by

a(®) e =Vn+ 1Py (@ ¢), a(h)p = VnPl(v* @id)e,
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where n > 1, ¢ € A"H and P}’ : H" — A"H is the canonical projection.
Let S € B(F,(H)) denote the parity operator defined by S = @P,,~,(—1)“".
Letting B(v) := a(¥)* + a(3) represent the corresponding (self-adjoint)
Fermionic field operators, it follows that A := {B(¢) | v € K} is a
II;-factor associated to a real-wave representation of the canonical anti-
commutation relations [13, §13] whose commutant satisfies B := A" =
(SB(iv) | ¥ € K}".

It is known that the vacuum vector Q = (1,0,0,...) € F,(H) is a quasi-
free trace vector for A, with

(35) (BW)B(©),Q) = (b,9), o€ K.

More generally, given an anti-symmetric tensor ¢ € H A H (seen as a Hilbert-
Schmidt operator from H to H), the Fermionic Gaussian vector associated
with ¢ is given by

Q= det(1 + c*c)_%e_%“*(c)Q,

where det(+) is the Fredholm determinant and a*(c) is the two particle cre-
ation operator defined by

a*(c)p = (n+2)(n+ NP P(c@w), veAH n>1.

Such vectors occur in the Hartree-Fock—Bogoliubov method for approximat-
ing Fermionic systems (see e.g. [14, §4]), which is related to the Bardeen—
Cooper—Schrieffer theory of superconductivity [2]. For every c there exists
an orthogonal transformation O, on K, and a unitary U, on F,(H) satis-
fying Q. = U}Q and U.B(¢Y)UF = B(O.), v € K [13]. Thus, wq, |4 =
wq o Ad(U.), and it follows from (35) that €. is also a trace vector for A.
Thus, by Proposition 6.3, any of the Fermionic Gaussian vectors (). may
be converted into any Fock state ¢ € F,(H) by means of local operations
and classical communication relative to the real-wave representation A of
the CAR. In particular, the vectors (2. display properties of maximal en-
tanglement relative to A and its commutant.

We present one more instance of Proposition 6.3, based on the example
from [5, §7], which in turn was partly motivated by [18]. This example is
a particular realization of the irrational rotation algebra and is related to
discretised CCR relations, whose relevance to numerical analysis of quantum
systems was advocated by Arveson [1].

Example 6.6. Suppose Alice and Bob have access to a quantum system
represented by the Hilbert space L?(R). Let ¢ and p denote the self-adjoint
operators corresponding to position and momentum:

@) = 20(@), pUe) = i (a),

where 1) belongs to a common dense domain for ¢ and p. Suppose that Alice
can measure periodic functions of position and momentum, with periods
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ty and t,, respectively. Such functions are given (respectively) by integer
powers of the unitary operators

U:=¢e®? and V .= e“rP,

where, following [5], we let w, := %—Z and wy := %—: The operators U and V
satisfy

Uv =¥y,
where 0 := wg:”. In what follows, we assume that w,w, > 47 and that 6 is
irrational.

The algebra describing Alice’s measurement statistics is the von Neumann
subalgebra A of B(L?(R)) generated by U and V, and is known to be a type
IT;-factor. The C*-algebra generated by U and V is known as the irrational
rotation algebra corresponding to . The von Neumann algebra describing
Bob’s measurement statistics, B = A’, is generated by

Ul — ei%q7 and V/ = ei“’Tpp7
and is also a type II;-factor.
Let ¢ = \/%qu[_tq,tq] € L?(R). If z € [ty ty] and m € Z then, since
wp > fJ—Z = 2t,, it follows that = + mw, € [—tq,t,] if and only if m = 0.
Hence, for all n,m € Z we have

in 2%

1 in=tx
(UanT/)ﬂ/)) = g /]Re ta X[_t(I7tCI}(x + mwp)X[—tq,tq}(:E) dx
q

1 [t jp2r
= 5m,0—/ et dx
2t J—,

= 0m,00n,01.

By [11, Corollary VI.1.2], wy|4 is the unique normal tracial state 7 on A.
By Proposition 6.3, we have that v is approximately convertible to any unit
vector ¢ € L?(R) via LOCC(A).

One can think of ¥ as representing the state of a particle whose position is
uniformly distributed over the interval [—t,,t,]. This uniformity is playing
the role of maximal entanglement relative to the bipartite system (A, B).

6.2. Entanglement monotones. The practical importance of quantifying
the degree of entanglement present in a given state cannot be overestimated.
In the standard finite-dimensional tensor product framework, this quantifi-
cation is studied through notions of entanglement measures. Since entan-
glement at its very core is a form of non-local quantum correlation, any rea-
sonable entanglement measure ought to be monotonic with respect to local
operations and classical communication. The term entanglement monotone
has since emerged for such a measure, and it was argued by Vidal [51] that
monotonicity under LOCC is the only natural requirement for measures of
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entanglement. As an application of our main result, we show that the en-
tropy of the singular value distribution satisfies this requirement for pure
states relative to Ilj-factors, thus yielding an entanglement monotone.

Let A be a IIj-factor with unique tracial state 7. Given a normal state
p € S(A), we define the entropy of p relative to T by

1
H,(p) = H(u(p)) = — /0 p(p) 10g (14 (p)) dt.

By splitting the entropy function n(z) = —xlog(x) into x(o,1m + X(1,50)7>
and applying [17, Remark 3.3] to the non-negative Borel functions x[g 1)1
and —X(1,00)7, it follows that

He(p) = 7(n(p)) = —7(plog(p)) = =S(p, 7),
whenever |H,(p)| < oo, where S(-, ) is the relative entropy between normal
states of A (see e.g. [40, §5]). As such, we see that H,(p) < 0 and H-(p) =0
if and only if p = 7. In particular, if A C B(H) and v € Hy, then H;(py) =0
if and only if ¢ is a trace vector for A.

The fact that H,(p) takes negative values is consistent with the differential
entropy theory of continuous systems. For example, let U be a non-empty
open subset of [0,1] and f = xy/AU) € L*([0,1],A) be the corresponding
density with respect to the Lebesgue measure \. The entropy of f relative
to the probability space ([0,1],A) is

1
H(f) = —/0 f(z)log(f(x)) dA(z) = log(A(U)) € (—o0,0].

Proposition 6.7. Let A C B(H) be a II;-factor with tracial state 7. The
function

H::S(A) 2 pr He(p) € [—00,0]
is non-increasing under approximate convertibility by LOCC(A), when re-
stricted to states of the form py, ¢ € Hjy.

Proof. First note that for any state p € S(A),

H:(p) = =S(p,7) = =S(u(p), x[0,1])

where S(u(p), x[0,1)) is the relative entropy of the density u(p): t — u(p)
on [0, 1] with respect to the uniform distribution. Given ), € Hy, if ¢ is
approximately convertible to ¢ via LOCC(.A) then by Theorem 5.3 we have
Py = Py, meaning that . (py) < 1e(py) as probability densities on [0, 1]. By
[49, Theorem 10], it follows that

S(Mt(Pw),X[OJ}) < S(Mt(ﬂgo),X[o,l])-
Hence, H7(py) > Hr(py). O
Remark 6.8. In the proof of Proposition 6.7 we could instead appeal to
[23, Theorem 4.7 (1)] for the connection between majorisation and dou-

ble stochasticity together with monotonicity of the relative entropy [40,
Theorem 5.3].
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Recall that any density matrix p € M, satisfies

S(p) = =S(p, ) + log(n),

where S(-) is the von Neumann entropy and 7 = %tr is the maximally
mixed state (the log(n) factor would disappear if we used the unnormalised
trace tr). It is known that the restriction of any entanglement monotone
to pure states ¢ € C" ® C™ is a concave function of the reduced den-
sity py = (id®@tr)(]1)(1|) [51, Theorem 3]. The entanglement monotone
—S(py,T) is equivalent (up to the translational factor log(n)) to the com-
mon choice of S(py), and is the finite-dimensional analogue of our proposed
monotone above. Note that —S(py,7) € [—log(n), 0], with the largest value
of 0 occurring for maximally entangled v, and the lowest value of —log(n)
occurring for separable .

In the von Neumann algebraic formulation of quantum field theory, a
bipartite system is modelled by a pair A, C B(H) of von Neumann al-
gebras such that A C B’ (not necessarily equal). Calculating reduced von
Neumann entropies in this context is problematic as entropies are always
infinite in non-type I systems [40, Theorem 6.10]. This can be circumnavi-
gated when (A, B) satisfies the so-called split property, meaning there exists
a type I factor M satisfying A C M C B’. 1In the case of II;-factors,
our monotone —S(p, 7) has the advantage that it is “typically” finite and
can produce meaningful entropic measures without additional restrictions
on (A, B). Even in type III settings, it suggests that the relative entropy
with respect to a fixed reference state (for which there is often a canonical
choice) could be a novel way to measure entanglement.

7. OUTLOOK

Several natural lines of investigation arise from this work. First, we in-
tend to study the generalisation of our main result to the non-factor setting
in connection with [24], as mentioned at the end of Section 5. This could
be useful for the study of entanglement in hybrid systems [35, 15, 3, 4].
Second, a rectangular version of our main theorem, describing convertibility
between states ¢ € H and ¢ € K, with respect to distinct bipartite systems
(A1,B1) in B(H) and (A, Bs) in B(K), would be desirable. Among other
things, this could have applications to the structure of quantum correlation
matrices and values of certain non-local games [43]. We also plan to explore
notions of distillability /dilution of entanglement for general bipartite sys-
tems in connection with this and previous work [50, 32]. In that direction it
would be interesting to explore uniqueness of entanglement monotones in the
asymptotic regime for pure states, analogous to the finite-dimensional set-
ting [44]. Finally, we observe that while many of the von Neumann algebras
of interest in algebraic quantum field theory are of type III [19], and hence
not semi-finite, it is conceivable that semi-finite von Neumann algebras may
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be relevant in the discretisation of space-time via tensor networks—a cur-
rent area of research—analogous to those arising from discretisations of the
canonical commutation relations [45].
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