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Abstract: Using the Hilbert-Schmidt ( HS ) decomposition we suggest new possible choices of Bell
operators and entanglement witnesses ( EW) for n (>2) qubits systems for (full/bi) separability. The
latter give upper bounds for (full/bi) separability. Also using the HS decomposition, we find
explicitly (full/bi) separable forms for some qubits states which give lower bounds for (full/bi)
separability. When the lower bounds and upper bounds coincide it means that the EW is optimal. In
the case of full separability, the positive transpose method can sometimes give optimal results. As

concrete examples, we give results for the GHZ(3) , W(3) and cluster CI(4) states.
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1. Introduction

The importance of entanglement in quantum mechanics is enormous. Entanglement of
qubits systems is at the core of the quantum computation field. There is much interest in
quantum entangled states due to various potential applications that use the quantum properties
of such states. The most famous application is the use of quantum systems for a new generation
of computers that will be based on principles of quantum computation (QC). Therefore it is of
utmost importance to quantify entanglement in such systems and to have a definite criterion
when such systems are separable.

There are various methods to determine entanglement of quantum states. For 2 qubits the
Peres-Horodecki (PH) [1, 2] partial transpose ( PT ) criterion is necessary and sufficient for
entanglement. For more than 2 qubits there is no such criterion. Also for more than 2 qubits
there are various possibilities for entanglement, e.g., for 3 qubits there is full separability, bi-

separability and genuine entanglement [3, 4].
A pure state is fully separable (fs) if it is of the form‘wfs> :|a>®|b>®|c>®--- . A

density matrix is fs if it can be written as [1]:

P =Y plw )W s 20 L Yp=1 2
& k




For n-qubits state explicit expression for full-separabiity can be given as
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() p.U)... are the density matrices of qubits A, B,C,--- respectively.

where p,". p,
A pure state ‘¢hs> is called bi-separable (bs) if it is separable under some partition, e. g.,

one partition might be given by
¢"=9,0¢. 3)

where ¢,, is a pure state of qubits A and B and ¢, is a pure state of qubit C
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A density matrix is bs [1, 2] if it can be written as
pbs = Zpk‘¢kbs><¢kbs ;o P20, Zpk =1 . &)
k k

Explicit expressions for bi-separabity of 3-qubits (and more) have been analyzed in the

literature [3-5]. A state is genuinely entangled if it is notbs .

A main obstacle for realizing quantum computational processes is the noise entering the
quantum state and white noise is the simplest kind of such noise. In the present work we are
interested in finding the condition for full separability and genuine entanglement of 3 and 4
qubits entangled states mixed with white noise. This problem is very important since if the state
is fully separable no measurement on one qubit can affect the measurements of the other qubits
(i. e. there is not any EPR effect). If the state is genuinely entangled i.e. not bi-separable under
any partition, the measurement of any qubit can have a quantum mechanical effect on the

others. We are interested in the following problem: Assuming entangled density matrix p, . of

n-qubits which is mixed with white noise, then p,  becomes
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The subscript WN  denotes white noise with probability 1— p mixed with entangled state

with density matrix p,,, with probability p.



One should take into account that the full Hilbert-Schmidt (HS) decomposition of n-

qubits density matrix is given by

a,b,c-
(a,b,c)#(0,0,0-)
where the subscripts A, B,C --- refer to the different qubits, the o's for a,b,c #0 are the Pauli

matrices and o, is the unit 2X2 matrix. The HS parameter R, , .. is given by

R

a,b,c

=Tr(po,0,0.---) but in actual cases many of these parameters vanish. Partial-transform

(PT) [6, 7] relative to qubit A (PTA) is obtained by inverting the sign of each term R, . of

Eq. (7) if and only if: (0,), = (O'y)A G.e. , PTA(O‘y)A = —(GV)A ). In a similar way we get the

A

PT relative to qubit B (PTB ) (ie., PTB(0,) =—(0,) ) .

.

Using partial transpose ( PT ) for n-qubits states [1, 2] if we get a negative eigenvalue
we conclude that this state is not fully separable (it may yet be bi-separable). But if we do not
get a negative eigenvalue no conclusion is obtained on the non-separability of the state. Such
situation occurs for example for a density matrix with maximally disordered subsystems (MDS)
(i.e., a density matrix for which tracing over any subsystem gives the unit matrix of the
remainder) [6]. Sufficient conditions and explicit expressions for separabilty of such states were
analyzed in our previous work [5, 7, 8]. For a MDS density matrix with an odd number of
qubits the eigenvalues of the PT matrix are the same as the original density matrix [7, 8] so it
does not give information on separability. If PT does not give any information, common means
to detect entanglement are entanglement witnesses. For n-qubits density matrix we can try to
transform it into the form of Eq. (2) and if it works we conclude that the density matrix is fully
separable. But if such attempt does not succeed no information is obtained, as there might be a
different, better attempt. In our previous work we found explicit expressions for full separability
of n-qubits systems [7, 8].

Bell operators and entanglement witnesses ( EW') are very interesting since: a) Bell
operators enable us to negate the possibility of a local-hidden-variables (LHV ) model for a
quantum state (e. g. [9-16]). b) EW enable us to negate separability of a given quantum state
(e.g. [17-29]). One should note that the use of EW for non-full separability is different from the
EW for genuine entanglement [20]. The EW which negates full separability has the same



purpose as the PT . We use combinations of the above methods for getting optimal results. The
use of EW for non-full separability and the use of Bell operator to negate a LHV model is

explained in the next section.

2. Bell operators for n-qubits and EW for non-full separability
EW?” is an entanglement witness for non-full separability of a density matrix p if it

satisfies two criterions given by

Tr(EWff" \wf‘){y/ﬂ

)=0 ®)
where ‘Wfs> is any fully separable state and

Tr(EW”p)<0 . )

We are interested in using the criterions of Egs. (8, 9) for checking conditions for full
separability and compare these results with those obtained by the PT and/or with explicit full

separability construction for the density matrix.

Let O represent either a Bell operator or EW . Given a density matrix o the interesting
quantity in both cases is given by Tr(ép). For the Bell case i.e. , for O = B, if this trace is

larger than the classical bound of B there is no LHV model for the state. Our method for

choosing the Bell operator or EW 1is based on the HS decomposition for the given state. The

HS decomposition can be used for any operator O. Note that for any operator

0= > 0,,.(0,), ®(c,),®(c.), wehave

a c
a,b,c,=0

Tr(OAp) = Z Oa,h,c,wRu,h,c»» e s (10)

a,b,c
where the parameters R, . were defined in Eq. (7).
Obviously the only terms that contribute to the expectation value Tr(@p) are those HS

terms that are common to O and p . Therefore O should be chosen to include in the HS

decomposition some (at least) of the HS terms of p, not necessarily with the same coefficients.
The appropriate Bell operator B consists of sums of products: B,, . (0,), ®(0,), ®(0,),
We need to find the classical bound S, for this expression (where for each o the value +1 or
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-1 is assumed and the classical £, is given by the maximal value for any possible summation of
such values). For a given quantum state p we calculate the quantum expectation value:
Tr(Bp) = B, if it breaks the classical bound i.e. B, 6>/, then p cannot be described by
LHV model.
An entanglement witness for full separability EW” is
EW” =a"(I)'-G, (11)
where for n-qubits state / and G are the unit and a certain Hermitian operator, respectively,

and «” is determined by Eq. (8). From Egs. (8, 11) we get

a” = maX{Tr(‘y/fs><l//fs Gﬁ‘l//f‘> . (12)

G, )} = max <y/fs

Mixing an entangled density matrix p,,, with white noise we obtain p,, according to Eq. (6).
By increasing the parameter: 1—p in p,, we increase the component of white noise so that
below a certain critical value p_. , the mixed state p,, becomes fully separable. In order to find
this critical value p,,we can use any witness EW” which is defined by Eq. (11) and which
satisfies the fully separability criterion of Eq. (8). Then by substituting p,,, and EW?" in the
criterion of Eq. (9) we get the condition for this p_,

max Tr[EWf"pWN] =

R 3 . 13)
maxTr[{a-fsl(") —Gﬂ}'{(lz—npj(l)(n) +PPEmH< 0 (

The terms in the squared brackets of Eq. (13) can be rearranged as

. G,.(1-
|:af5(1_P)+a5P_PT’”(GﬁpEm)_Trlzﬂ(Tp)[l . (14)

Then we get:

. . G-
maxTr[EWf“'pWN] = maxla’ﬁ(l—p)+0{ﬂp—pTr(GﬁpEm)—T{%” <0 (15)

The limiting critical value: pcmfs , above which the system is not fully separable, is given by



. IrG,
afs _ 2n fs
pcritfs = : (16)

TrG
Tr(pEntGﬁ')_ ;nfs

It is a difficult task to find G, which by calculating ¢ according to Eq. (12) and using Eq. (16)

will give the optimal value pwi,f * which satisfies both conditions: above it is not fully separable

according to Eq. (16) and below it is fully separable (according to the explicit calculations).

Any 3-qubits fully separable pure state density matrix 0, can be written as

(I+i-5')A (1.,.,;1.5) i
2 2 2

P = c (17)

Here [ is the 2X2 unit matrix, the subscripts A,B,C refer to the three qubits and
6=0i+0,y+02 where 0,0, ,0_ are the Pauli matrices. [,m,ji are 3-dimensional
vectors with a unit norm and with the components:

1, =sin(8), cos(p), ;1 =sin(8), sin(¢p),; I.=cos(8),,

m, =sin (@) cos(¢),;m, =sin(8),sin(p),:m_=cos(6) (18)

B 9
n, =sin(@)_cos(@).;n, =sin()_sin(¢).:n, =cos(6),
Eq. (18) can be generalized for any n-qubits system where for 4-qubits system [,m,ii will be

changed to [,m, 7,0 , etc. For 3-qubits the HS parameters of ‘l//-f‘><l//-f‘

are given by

L, =Tr|[y")(¥"|(0,), ®(0,),®(0,). ] ; abec=0123 . (19

So, the HS decomposition of ‘yﬂ‘“ ><1//f5Y

for 3-qubits is given by

= 23: lambnc (O-a)A®(O-b)B®(O-c)C N (20)

a,b,c=0

2l

Without loss of generality we write

EW"*=al™ -G, 1)
where G 1 18 a certain operator (with Tr(éfs) =0)) chosen as
3
Gfs = Z G_fs,a'.b',,c'---(o-a')A®(O-b')3®(o-c')c”' > (a',b',c"”)i((),(),()'-') : (22)

a'b'c'=0



This (A;ﬁ with the choice of coefficients: G, ., .. leads to the value of &, and to the
condition for non-separability by the criterions of Eqs, (8) and (9). In Eq. (8) we substitute (A;ﬁ

by Eq. (20). Then we get:

)=

by Eq. (22) and for ‘Wﬁ><lﬂfx

a’ =maxTr ((A;fs ‘I/f‘><lﬂ-f‘

3 3
maXTr( z (Gfs,a',b',c'(ga')A®(O-b')3 ®(Gc')c) z (lambnc (GG)A®(O-b)B®(Gc)c)/23j
a'b',c'=0 a,b,c=0
= ma){ Z lambnchs,a,b,c:|
ab,c...

(23)

We used here the orthogonality of the Pauli matrices and find that by describing any witness
é_fs in the HS decomposition of Eq. (23), the parameter & is given by the right side of Eq. (23).
The parameters [ m,n_... (with subscripts a, b, ¢ denoting X, y, or z) are given by Eq. (18) for 3-
qubits states (or similar expressions for n > 3 qubits).

An entanglement witness for full separability EW” gives by using Eq. (16) the probability

p..." where for p>p " entangled states mixed with white noise are not fully-separable,

S

but it does not give information if p<p,.”. We find that the witness for full separability

E " gives similar results to those of PT but might be better. We find that in order to confirm
the optimal value for full-separability we need to add explicit calculations transforming the

density matrix to the form of Eq. (2) which will give the explicit condition pexpf * below which

(or equal to it ) the state is fs.

3. Bell operators for |GHZ(3)) , |W(3)) and |CL,) states

A. For ‘GHZ (3)> [18, 19] the best choice for the Bell operator seems to be the 3-qubits
correlations part of p in the HS decomposition [7]:

By=(0,),®(0,),®(0,).~(0,),®(0,),®(0,),

x x X Y/B

(24)



The full density matrix of ‘GHZ (3)> in the HS decomposition is [7]:

8pG3 = (I)A ®(1)B ® I)c + GJ3 +(I)A ®(Gz)3 ®(Gz)c
(62)A®(1)B®(62)C+(62)A®(0-2)3®(1)C ° (25)
Ry; =Ry =Ry, =R, =1; R,,=R,, =R, =1

Note that §G3 is identical to the Mermin-Bell operator [30] (but obtained here by a different
approach) and that ‘GHZ (3)> is an eigenstate of B, with eigenvalue 4. The quantum limit is
4 while the classical bound is 2 so that the ratio between the classical bound and the quantum
limit is 1/2. Hence |GHZ (3)> mixed with white has no LHV model for p>1/2.

B. We choose the Bell operator for the state: |W(3)> = (1 / \/g) (|100> + |010> + |001>) as a part

of its HS decomposition. The HS decomposition of |W(3)> was given in our previous paper

([7]1 Eq. (5.3)). It has 19 non-vanishing terms:

. (26)

Here the subscripts 1, 2, 3 refer to products with Pauli matrices 0,0,0, Jrespectively,

and the subscript 0 refers to product with the 2x2 unit matrix. The HS decomposition is quite

complicated but it helps us to choose Bell operators as a part of the HS decomposition. A

simple Bell operator for |W(3)> is obtained by choosing some of the 3-qubits correlations in its

HS decomposition [7], with a slight change of numerical coefficients, for example

By,=(0.),®(0,),®(0,).+(c,),®(0.),®(0,).+(0,),®(0,),®(0.),
—(GZ)A®(GZ)B®(GZ)C . (27)

Here the quantum limit ,[J’Qu = <W(3)|I§’W3 |W(3)> =3, while the classical bound S,=2 so we

get p .= ﬁﬁ <. =2/3 . Hence |W(3)> mixed with white has no LHV model for p>2/3. This is
Qu

not necessarily the optimal value.



C. The density matrix of 2|Cl4> = |OOOO> +|1100> + |001 1> —|1111> in the HS decomposition

can be written as

16p0,=(1),®(1),®(1). ®(1),+ > R,.,(0,),®(,),®(c). @), (28

a,b,c,d=0
(a.b,c,d)#(0,0,0,0)

Here we have 15 non-vanishing HS parameters:

R 130 = Rijos = Ry = Rigyy = Rigog = Ry = Ry == Ry, = Ry = Ry, = Ry, =1

(29)
Ryys0 = Rosps = Ryppy = Rygpy =1
A judicious choice of the Bell operator consists of the following 8 terms from the HS
decomposition:
B, = [(O'X)A ® (o, )B +(o, )A ® (O'X)B] ® [(O‘x)c ® (a},)D +(o, )C ® (O'X)Dj| + 0

[(ax)A ®(c,),-(a,), ®(6),)J®[(0‘Z)C ®(1),+(1),®(c.),]
Calculating /S, for this Bell operator we note that the first squared brackets in the first and
second lines cannot be nonzero simultaneously. Hence the classical bound is 4 while the
quantum value is: Tr(pB,,)=8. So the ratio between the classical bound and the quantum
value is 1/2. By mixing the cluster state with white noise with probability p we find that there

is no LHV model for CL, for p>1/2.

4. Partial transpose, witness and explicit full-separability of |GHZ(3)))

and |W(3)) states

A. GHZ(3)

We define the entanglement witness for ‘GHZ (3)> by
® (1) ® (I)c _éﬁgs 5 éﬂ-GS = éG,3'|'(O-~)

/A

EVVG3ﬁY = acsﬂ (1) ® (O- )

B®(I) 3D

A B C

Here we used entanglement witness for full separability EW* according to Eq. (11). The Bell

operator I§G’3 for |GHZ(3)> is given by Eq. (24). Note that we added the term
(0.),®(0,),®(I), , which appears in the HS decomposition, to B, in the definition of
Eij3 (The addition of this term improves the use of EWﬁ,G3 but spoils the use of the Bell

9



operator for LHV. To apply Eq. (31) for calculating pm.,f " according to Eq. (16) we notice that
the present choice of the witness operator G ﬁ_G3 satisfies

[ G, =0 (32)
since it 1s composed of products of Pauli matrices whose trace vanishes. In the present case Eq.

(16) is reduced to a simple form given by

a,fs

@& (33)
Tr (pEnt fs )

let Ccr

To calculate the parameter ¢,,” we insert the components of (A}Gf into Eq. (23) and
then we get:
a," = max(lxmxnx —lm n —lmn —lmn, +lzmz) =
_— sin 6, sin 6, sin 6, [cos @, (cos @, cos . —sin g, sin g, ), . (34)
—sin g, (cos @, sin @, + sin @, cos . )]+ cos 8, cos b,
Here, we substituted the [,m,n terms according to Eq. (18). It is easily shown that the
expression in the big square brackets of Eq. (34) is bounded by a cosine function.
Using the density matrix of the GHZ state p,, of Eq. (31) and (A;ﬁGSaccording to Eq.
(31) we get
(G, ps)=5 . (35)
Here we used the simple orthonormal relations of the Pauli matrices. In conclusion we get:
a."

Tr[ G, pg, |

Therefore for p>0.2 , p,, 5 is not fully separable.

p. = =02 . (36)

In a previous article [8,31] we have shown that p =0.2 is a sufficient condition for full
separability of |GHZ (3)) state mixed with white noise by describing its density matrix explicitly

in the form of Eq. (2) (see also [32]). We find here that this condition is also necessary so that

p <0.2 is a sufficient and necessary condition for full separability (see also equivalent result in

[33, 34]). It is interesting to note that by using PT for ‘GHZ (3)> relative to qubit A (PTA)

10



we find [7] that this state is not fully separable for p >0.2 so that this result is in agreement
with the results for EW,.".
B. W(Q3)
For analyzing the full separability for |W(3)> we define GfSW3 for 3-qubits W state by
GfsW3 = (O-z )A

~(0.),®(0.),®(0.)

/e

®(0,),®(0,).+(0,),®(0.),®(0,). +(0,),®(0,),®(0.),

®(0'y)3®(0'y)c+

(0'y i ®(0.), ®(ay)c+(0'y)A ®(6y)3 ®(0o.)

+(0.),

(37)

We added here 3 products to the Bell operator which also appear in the HS decomposition of

|W(3)> . Such additional products improve the expression for EWW3fS (not for Bell operator).

Using Egq. (23) for the present case we get after rearranging terms:

£ _

o,;" =max [lzmxnx +lmn +lmn +lmn +lmn +1mn, lmn]
sin 8,cos6, sin 8. cos @, cos @ +sin 8, sin G, cos 6. cos P, cos @,

_ max sin 8,cos6, sin 6, sin @, sin @, +sin d, sin &, cos G, sin P, sin @, 1 (38)
cos @, sin 8, sin 8. cos @, cos @ +cos 8, sin G, sin .. sin @, sin @,

—cos6,cos6, cos 6,
Using again Eq. (16) for |W(3)> mixed with white noise we get

j.v
w3 aw3 ’

p crit =

=—=0.2 .
wilG, w3 5 .

The value 5 follows from the explicit HS decomposition of the state |W3> [7] , where the

expectation value for —(o.), ®(0.),®(0.), is 1 and the other 6 expectation values of

A B

2
o's products in the denominator of Eq. (36) add to 6><§ =4 (total number 5). Since the value

p., =0.2 is both sufficient (by explicit calculation) and necessary (by the full separability

witness) then this value is optimal. It is interesting to note that by using the PT transformation

it was shown [7] thar the critical value for full separability p =0.209589 which is a little above

the optimal value (see also [35]).

11



5. The use of PT , full-separability entanglement witness and explicit full separability

construction for the cluster state mixed with white noise

The density matrix of 2|Cl,) =|0000) +|1100) +|0011) —|1111) was given in Egs. (28-29).

The use of 3 methods for full separability/non-full-separability of this state is demonstrated as
follows:

A. The use of PTA for |Cl4> mixed with white noise:
We note that any o of n-qubit state may be written as [7]:
2 p=(1)"+G+S (40)
where under a given PT (say with respect to A) (I)"+G is unchanged, and S — —S. Here
®(1)

(1)" represents in a short notation the product (7) ®(I).--- . Then under PTA 2"p

A B

is changed to
2"p(PTA)=(1)"+G-S=2"p-28 . 41)
By using PTA of |Cl4> only the HS terms that include (O'},)A in the HS decomposition invert
their sign so that they are included in S :
St = (ay)A ®(0,),®(0,), ®(cry)D +(ay)A ®(0,), ®(ay)c ®(0,),
—(Gy)A ®(0'),)B ®(0.).®(1), —(0'),)A ®(G},)B ®(1).®(0,),- .42
16p.,,"™ =(1)"+G-S =16p,, —25"
Using PTA for the |Cl 4> state with white noise then Eq. (6) is transformed to
16pWN,Cl4PTA = (1_ p) (I)A ® (I)B ® (I)C e +16ppc14PTA >
16,0014PTA =160, - 25

(43)

PTA

The eigenvalues of 16p,,, ., ~ were calculated and are given by

A=1-9p ; 4, =1-74155p ; 4, =14+3.439Tp ; 4, =1+7p ; A, =1+16.9755p ; (

/7’6:]7:/18:29:ﬂ‘lo:ﬂn2212:/1132214:/115:116:1_19 )

1
From the lowest eigenvalue 4, =1-9p we find that for p > ry PTA of |Cl4> gives

negative eigenvalue so that under this condition it cannot be fully separable.

12



B. The use of non-full separability entanglement witness for |Cl4> state mixed with

white noise:

The Bell operator for the state |Cl4> was given by Eq. (30). It includes 8 terms out of the

15 terms in the HS decomposition of |Cl,).

The entanglement witness for full separability is chosen to be:
6,"=[(0.),8(0,),*(0,),®(0.),]®[(0.),.®(c,),+(0,) ®(c.), |
+(e,),®(c,),-(a,), ®(0'y)3]®[(0'2)c ®(1),]+[(1).®(c.),]® . ©5)
[(6.).©(0,),~(,).®(0,),]+(0.),®(c.),®(0.). ®(0,),

We added here two products to the Bell operator which also appear in the HS decomposition of

|Cl4> . Such additional products improve the expression for EW” > (not for Bell operator).

|cly
Using Egq. (23) for the present case we get after rearranging terms
Immno +Immno +Imno +Imno, ' 46)
Hmnl+Illmn +Imno —Ilmnl—Imno,

a . ® = max

w3

We substitute the trigonometric functions for the [,m,n,o0 terms according to Eq. (18)
(including those for the o terms) and after a straightforward calculation we get that the
maximal value for the expression in the square brackets of Eq. (46) is 1. So we obtained:

a.,” =1 : 47)

For |Cl4> mixed with white noise we get according to Eq. (33)

Cl4

= =2 : (48)
(CLIG,|cL) 9

Cl4

pcrit =

Here we substituted the value a'ﬁm =1 from Eq. (47). The density matrix of the state |Cl4> is

given by Egs. (28, 29) and (A?ﬁm is given by Eq. (45). By using full separability entanglement

witness we find here that the |Cl4> state mixed with white noise cannot be fully separable for

1 . . . .
p> 9" This result is equivalent to that obtained by PT .

13



C. We describe In Appendix A explicit construction for full separability of |Cl4> mixed with
white noise. We find that explicit construction for full separability of |Cl4> mixed with white
noise can be obtained for: p<1/9. On the other hand it followed from the PT analysis and
from the non-full separability entanglement witness analysis that for p>1/9 the CI, state

mixed with white noise is not fully separable. Hence the critical value for EW is p_ . =1/9.

crit

Above it, it is not fully separable, below it, it is fully separable.

6. Entanglement witness and explicit construction for bi-separability of 3-
qubits states

A certain partition of a pure 3-qubits bi-separable state is given by Eq. (3) as ¢” =¢,, ® ¢,
where ¢,, is a pure state of qubits A and B, and ¢. is a pure state of qubit C given by Eq.

(4). ¢,, can be written as

4
Gus =D a0,0,," (49)
i=1
where
1 0
1 1 0 1 0 1
ol wblef)
0), \0), |0 0), \1), |0
0 0 (50)
0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0
(Lol oot
1), o), |1 1), ), (o
0 1

The parameters a, are the components of the 4-dimensional vector satisfying the relation

4

2 . .
Z|ai| =1. A general representation of these parameters can be given as:
i=1

14



a,=cosb, ; a,=e"sinf cosb, ;a,=e"sinb sinb, cosb,

a, = e sin ,sin 6, sin 6, . (51)

In analogy to Eq. (11) for a full-separability witness, we define here the bi-separability

witness E, " for genuine entanglement by

n

E,)”=a"(1)' -G, ) (52)

where for n-qubits / and G, are the unit and a certain Hermitian operator, respectively, with

dimension 2", and ¢, is a certain parameter, The superscript and subscripts bs refer to bi-

separable states.

In a similar way to Egs. (8-9) if for any ¢”

Tr(E bs ¢bs><¢bs

wit

)20 (= a, =maxTr(|¢")(¢"|G,)) (53)

and
Tr(E,,” p)<O0. (54)
then p is genuinely entangled

By inserting p,,, of Eq. (6) (representing entangled state p,, mixed with white noise)

and E_” of Eq.(52)into Eq. (54) we get for n-qubits states mixed with white noise the

condition for genuine entanglement:

max T{(a}“ (1) - Ghs)((l_—f”} (1) + ppEmH <0 . (55)

23

Eq, (55) is analogous to Eq. (13) where we exchange & and G, to ” and G, , respectively.

s 2

Following analogous procedure to that in which Eq. (16) was derived for fs we get here for bs

A

states the limiting critical value p,” above which the system is genuinely entangled

o — TrG,,

p. = 2 . (56)

TrG
Tr (IoEnszx ) - 2n e

Under the condition that G, is trace-less Eq. (56) reduces to

15



bs abx
T — . (57)
Tr (p EntGhs )

It is a quite difficult task to find the witness G, which by calculating " and using Eq. (56), or

Eq. (57) (for trace-less witness operator), we will get the optimal critical value pcrbs .

7. Entanglement witness and explicit construction for bi-separability of
|GHZ.,3) state

Using the Bell states of the subsystems AB,BC,AC we define three explicitly bi-separable pure
density matrices. The density matrix of an entangled state with probability p mixed with white

noise with probability 1—-p is

2’ ab.c=0
(a,b,c+)#(0,0,0-)

Here the subscript WN denotes mixing with white noise. The parameters R , °° are obtained

a,b,c
from the HS decomposition for the density matrix p,,, . This equation can be shortened into the
form:

8pG3WN :(I)A ®(1)B ®(1)c +pR

3

R=| X RL7(0),800),8(00). | (590
Elabbcc:)(q)t(oo())

We find that the terms in the square brackets of Eq. (59-a) can be given by sum of bi-separable

density matrices minus—g(/), ®(I), ®(I), where g is a certain coefficient. The total

B C

coefficient of (1), ®(I), ®(I).on the right side of Eq. (59-a) becomes 1- pg and since this

B
coefficient should be non-negative we find that for p(bs)<1/g the state is bi-separable (not

genuinely entangled).
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In Section (6) we used the special partition of the bi-separable state given by

¢” =¢,, ®@.. In principle, for using the entanglement witness we should consider also other

partitions such as ¢” = @,. ® ¢, and/or ¢” =@, ®¢,. However, if the entanglement witness

for bi-separability is unchanged by any permutation between the qubits A,B,C then it is

enough to take into account only one partition i.e. we consider only the partition:
¢ =9, ®@. (see Egs. [3-4]).
a) Witness for |GHZ,3>

A possible choice for the witness E,” for the state |GHZ ,3> is given by:

G, (GHZ.3)=8py,,~(1),®(1),®(1), . (60)

which is a trace-less operator, where P, ,is the density matrix of the |GHZ,3> state. We

notice according to Egs. (3-4. 51-53):

a,cos@./2
e“a,sinf,. /2
a,cos@./2

‘¢bx> _ e%a,sin@,. /2 61)

a,cos6./2
e*aysin@. /2

a,cos@./2

e*a,sin@, /2

According to Egs. (53, 58) we get:

o , = max <¢hs |CA;|¢,}S> = max [8<¢m |pGHZ,3|¢bs> — 1] = max [8 I<GHZ,3

a, cos (&J +a,e™ sin (&J
2 2

sin @, sin (&j
2

6,0 1-1] . (©2)
Using Egs. (61,62), we get:

V2|(GHZ(3)|g,,) <

cos g, cos (&j
2

(63)

< + <1

Hence
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o =4-1=3 . (64)
Using Eq, (57) for p,” we get:

G3
bs,G3 __ abs 3

% 0 , 65
pcr Tr |:GGHZ ,3pEm :| 7 ( )

where G3 is a short notation for GHZ(3). This result is equivalent to that obtained previously

by other authors (e.g. [20]).
b) In order to show that this result is optimal we show in Appendix B that an explicit

construction of bi-separability of |GHZ ,3> state mixed with white noise gives the same result

i.e. that p@,, is separable for p <3/7.

8. Entanglement witness and explicit construction for bi-separability of

W)
a) Analysis of a witness for|w(3))
The |w(3)) state is +/3|w(3)) =[100)+|010)+]001) and its density matrix is given as
Pys =|w){w|. A simple choice for the witness for the |w(3)) state is given by G,,"” = p, ; i.e.
G,," :%(|100>+|010>+|001>)(<100|+<010|+<001|) . (66)
Using Eq. (53) we get

GW3

wit

absw3 = max <¢bx

¢") = max|(g" w(3)>‘2 . 67)

By straightforward calculations of Eq. (67) we get:
V3 (W3 ¢b°'> = a,e sin (%) +(a, +a,)cos (9—20) (68)

where we substitute a, a,,a;according to Eq. (51). Then we get

= max{

. o, :
(We satisfy this result by: sinf, =1; cos@, =cos—==1; sinf, =1/ V2 =cos 6,) . Hence
2

coséd sin&
2

max|(W (3)|¢")

+I(sin0lcosl92+sinﬁlsin92)cose—zc }=\/§ . (69)
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@, =2/3. By using Eq. (56) we get:

w_2/3-1/8 13

== = 70
P =712178 21 70
This result was obtained already by other authors (e.g. [20]). By changing Gwi,w3 to:

2
G W3=§|1ll><lll|+pw3 it was found [34] that ,°=2/3 is not changed but

wit
TrG,,"> =142/3 so  p,," =11/19. The value p,," =11/19 was reduced to around

0.529 by using other methods [28]. One should note that p defined by us is equal to 1—p
defined by other authors [20, 28, 34].

b) Explicit construction for bi-separability of ‘W (3)> mixed with white noise:

We find for this case that the terms in the square brackets of Eq. (59-b) below  for p,,"’can be
given in a similar way for p,,%’, given as
80" = (1), © (1), (1), + pR

3

R=| Y R,"(0),9(5),0(c), | - 59.b)
?ahhcc:)?t(ooo)

3
Apartof > R, "(0,), ®(0,),®(0.),. isgiven by summing 3 bi-separable un-

a
a,b,c-=0
(a.b.c~)#(0,0,0-)

® (1), ®(I), from each of them.

A

2
normalized density matrices ( ,, 0,, 0, ) minus the term 5(1 ) .

The density matrices p,, p,, p, are given by products of un-normalized density matrices of Bell

states with the density matrix of the up state of the third qubit inserted after the Bell state, before
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it or in the middle:

8p, = (%)[(I)A ®(),+(0,),®(0,), +(ay)A ®(ay)B -(0,),®(0,),1®UD+(0,)].

8p, = <§)[<1) +(0)1, 1), ® (1) +(0,), ®(0,),

+(O-.V)B ®(O-}‘)C _(GZ)B ®(62)C] (71)
8p,=2/3)[), ®(1+0z)3 &) +(0,), ®(I+O-z)3 ®(0,),
+(0,), ®(I+GZ)B ®(0,)—(0.), ®(I+GZ)B ®(0,),]

By expanding the density matrices: 8p,,8p,, and 8p, we get:

8p,+8p,+8p,—2(1), ®(1),® (1), = 23: R,.(0,),®(0,),®(c,). (12

where the parameters R, for 8p, , are given by
R, =Ry; =Ry, = Ry3 =Ry, = Ry,
2
=Ry, =Ry =Ry =Ry, =Ry =Rypy = E;

. 73
R R —Rp —_2 (73)

033 — 8503 = 330 = _g; Ry, = -2

2
Ry = E

R

003 —

R

030 —

By comparing these values, with the R, parameters of the HS decomposition of Eq. (26) we
find that the only difference is that we get here for 3 R , . parameters -2/3 instead of -1/3, for 3
R,,. we get 2/3 instead of 1/3 and for R,;; we get coefficient -2 instead of -1.

To correct we add to 8p, +8p, +8p,—2(I), ® (1), ®(I), the expansion of

8p,—(1/3)(1), ® (1), ®(1), (74)
and
89,5 (1),0(1), (1), 15)

where 8p, and 8p, are fully separable un-normalized density matrices given as

8/’4:(1/3)[(1)A®(1)3®(I)c+(1—0'z)A®(1—0'z)B®(1—O'Z)C] : (76)
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8ps=(4/3)[(N,®),®().+(0,),®(0,),®(0,) 1=

(1/3)[(I+0.),®(I+0.),®(I+0.) . +([+0.), ®(I-0.),®(I-0.),+ .

(I-0.),®(I~-0.),®(I+0.),+(I-0.), ®(I+0.),®([-0.),]

We insert in Eq, (59-b) defined above

2
R=8(p, +p2+p3+p4+p5)—3§(1)A®(1)B ® (1),

where R gives all 19 HS parameters. Then we get by Eq. (59-b):
8IOWSWN = (I)A ®(I)B ®(1)C +

8o ptp et p) =330, 0(1),000),

(77)

(78)

(79)

So we find that for p<3/11 ‘W(3)> mixed with white noise is explicitly bi-separable since

only under this condition the coefficient of (1), ®(7), ® (). in Eq. (79) for Pun will be

non-negative. On the other hand it was found [28] that for p>0.529 this mixed state is

genuinely entangled. We find that there is a large region 0.2727 < p <0.529 where we don't

know if pW3WN is bi-separable or genuinely entangled.

9. Summary and conclusions

We used the HS decomposition to define Bell operators (negating LHV models) and to

define entanglement witnesses (negating full/bi separability; negating bi-separability implies

genuine entanglement).

We treated entangled density matrix p,,. of n-qubits which is mixed with white noise,

so that p,, 1is changed to p,, given by Eq. (6) where the subscript WN denotes the

admixture of white noise with probability 1—-p, and p,,, with probability p . We studied

the critical value p_” (Eq. (16)) above which the state is not fully separable. The use of PT

gives also p, value above which the system is not fully separable. The use of EW might

give better results (or at least equal) to those obtained by PT . We studied these problems

for:|GHZ(3)),

W(3)), and |CL) .
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As the choice of EW is usually not optimal, we add to the analysis of EW explicit
construction of a fully separable density matrix and find the critical value p_ below which
the system is certainly fully separable. Under the condition that this value coincides with p_

obtained by the EW we conclude that this parameter gives optimal result for a change from
full separability to non-full separability.

The use of EW for genuine entanglement is analyzed by EW given by

E,)”=a"(I )” —G,, where G, is a Hermitian operator. Genuine entanglement satisfies the

wit

G, ) ’

criterions given by Eqgs. (53-54). The parameter ¢, is given as @, = max Tr(‘¢b‘><¢b

where ‘¢bs> is any bi-separable state given in Eq. (61).

A

We studied by genuine entangled witness E,."”the critical value p_"” above which

bs
wit

the entangled state mixed with white noise is genuinely entangled. As the choice E
might not be optimal we added to the analysis explicit construction of a bi- separable density

matrix and find the critical pcr’” value below which the system is bi-separable. We find that

. . . . . . ;3
for |GHZ,3> mixed with white noise the two values coincide giving p_" =7 SO we

conclude that this parameter is optimal.

For the density matrix of |W3) with probability p mixed with white noise with

3
<H this state is bi-

crit —

probability 1—p our best explicit calculation gave that for p

separable. On the other hand by the best witness obtained by other authors for this state [28]

it was shown that above p_" =0.529 this state is genuinely entangled. In the region

T < p., <0.529 itis not clear to us if this state is genuinely entangled or only bi-separable.

Appendix A: Explicit construction for full separability of |Cl4> mixed with white noise:
Using Eq. (6) |Cl4> mixed with white noise is given by
16pWNCl4 = (l_p)(I)A ®(I)B ®(I)C ®(I)D +l6ppCl4 (Al)
where 16p,, is given by Eqgs. (28,29) By substituting Eqgs. (28,29) into Eq. (A1) we get
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169" =(1),®(1),®(1). ® (1), +

D

3
p z Ra.b.c,d (O-a)A ®(O-b)3 ®(O-C)C ®(O-d)D ' (AZ)
0

a.b,c,d=
(a,b,c,d)#(0,0,0,0)

We choose from Eq. (A2) three products of Pauli matrices with coefficients

R, 50 =R, ,0; = Ry;; =1 and transform the sum of these products so that it will be given by the

1130

fully separable form in the squared brackets [denoted by: FSF,1-(1), ® (1), ®(I).®(I),)]

So we get
FSF,1-(1), ®(I), ®(1),
(ax)A ®(ax>3 @(az)c ®(1),+(0,),®(c,),®(1),®(c.),+

). ®(0.), . (A3)

Z

®(1), =

D

C
(I+0')A®(I 0),®I-0,).®(I~-0,),+
1 {I-0),®U+0,),®I-0,).®(~-0,),
4 +(I+0),®(U+0),®U+0,).®U+0,),+
(I a)A®(1 0);®U+0,).®(U+0,),

-(1), ). @(1),
Similarly, choosing three other products of Pauli matrices with coefficients

Ry, = Ry, = Ry =1 it is transformed into the form

3011 0311

FSF,2—(1),®(1), ®(1),®(1), =
(0.),®(1),®(0,).®(0,),+(I),®(0.),®(0,).®(c,),+ . (A4)

Z X X

(0.),®(0.),®(1).®(1),
It is straightforward to substitute an explicit form of FSF,2 but for simplicity we will use
only this short notation. After lengthy and tedious algebra we find that the additional terms of

Eq. (A2) of the form R, ,(0,), ®(0,),®(0,).®(0,) can be decomposed as

FSF,3—(I)A ®(I)B ®(I)C ®(I)D;...FSF,9—(I)A ®(I)B ®(I)C ®(I)D which are fully
separable expressions similar to Eq. (A3). Adding all the results for FSF,j(j=1,2,...,9)and
substituting them in Eq. (A2) we get:

169, =(1),®(1),® (1), ®(1), +

P . (A5
+p[FSF,1+ FSF,2+ FSF,3+...,FSF,9]-9p(I), ®(I), ®(I)_.®(I), ()
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We find that explicit construction for full separability of |Cl4> state mixed with white noise
can be obtained for p<1/9 , since under this condition the coefficient of
(1), ®(1),®(I).®(I) is non-negative number. On the other hand it followed from the PT

analysis and from the non-full separability entanglement witness analysis given in Section 5

that for p>1/9 the CI, state mixed with white noise is not fully separable so that p=1/9 is

the critical value.

Appendix B: Explicit construction for bi-separabilty of |GHZ , 3> state
The density matrix of |GHZ ,3> entangled state with probability p mixed with white noise

with probability 1—p is

1_ 1_
o =22 (1), (1), 0(1), 4 20" ~L22(1) 0(1), 0(1)+
1 1 3
p ?(1)A®(1)B®(1)c+? Z Ra,;,,cm(o-a)A®(O-h)3®(o-c)c ; 0,=1. (Bl)
a,b,c=0
(a.b,c)#(0,0,0-)

Here the subscript WN denotes mixing with white noise. The parameters R, °* are obtained

from the HS decomposition for the density matrix o’ . This equation can be shortened as:
8pWNG3 = (I)A ® (I)B ® (I)C + pR
3

R= z Iea,b,cG3 (Ga )A ® (Gb)B ® (O-c)c : (BZ)

a,b,c=0
(a.b,c+)#(0,0,0-)

We express R of Eq. (B2) as the sum of 4 terms i.e.

R=1/3(R,+R,+R,+R,) (B3)
where each R, (i=1,2,3,4) 1is given by the sum of bi-separable density matrices minus
g, ®(1), ®(I). where g is a certain coefficient.

Using Bell states of the subsystems AB,BC,AC we define bi-sparable density matrices:
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8P pc =

%([+O'X)A ®[(1)B ®(1).+(0,),®(0,).~(0,), ®(0,) +(c.),® (az)c}

+%(1—0'X)A®:(I)B®(I)C—(GX)B®(0'X)C+(0 )B®(0'),)C+(0'Z)B®(0'Z)C: ; (B4)

+2(1+0,) ®[(1),®(1).~(0,),®(c,).~(c,),8(0,). +(0),®(c),]

+2(1-0,), [(1),®(1), +(0,),®(c)), +(c,),©(0,), +(0), ©(0), ]

A

R =80, =21, ®(),®(),. . (B5)
80 4pc =
1
E[(I)A ®(1),+(0,),®(0,),~(0,),®(0,),+(0.),®(c.), |®(1+0,),
1_

i ] ; (BO)
+—_(1)A®(1)B—(O'X)A®(O') -(o,) ®(O-X)B+(O-Z)A®(O-Z)B_®(I+O-y)c

R,=8p,,.—20D,®[),®I), . (B7)

8P amc =

[,8(1+0),0(1),~(0), (1 +0,), () (B9
2_—(0‘() ®(I+0'},)B®(ax)c+(0') ®(1+0X)B®(oi)c_

l[(I)A®(I—O'y)B®(I)C+(0'x)A®(I—6})B®(0'}) ]

2| +(0,) ®(1-0,) ®(c,).+(0.),®(I+0,),®(0.),

=21, ® (1), ® (),

Ry =80 —2(1), ® (), ®(D), . (B9)
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8p, =

%[(1+O'Z)A ®(1+0,),®(I+0.), +(I-0,),®(I-0.),8(I-0.),] (B0

R,=8p,—(1),®(),®(), . (B11)
One should notice that we used un-normalized density matrices but one can consider them as
contribute of normalized density matrices multiplied by some coefficients. Also while
P, P,, P, are considered as bi-separable density matrices p, is fully separable density matrix.

We find after lengthy but straightforward calculation that R of Egs. (B2, B3) is given by
8(ptptpitp,) 7

R=1/3(R,+R,+R,+R,)= 3 —5(1)A®(1)B®(1)C . (B12)
Inserting Eq. (B12) into Eq. (B2) we get
8oy =(1),®(1),®(1) +
p[s(p1+p23+”3+p“)—§<I)A®<1>B®<1>c B

We find that for p<3/7 the |GHZ ,3> state mixed with white noise is explicitly bi-
separable since only under this condition the coefficient of (1), ® (1), ®(I). in Eq. (B13)

will be non-negative. On the other hand we found by the use of the entanglement witness that

for p>3/7 this mixed state is genuinely entangled. The value p =3/7 is the critical value
for transition from genuine entanglement to bi-separability. The criterion p >3/7for
genuine entanglement of the |GHZ ,3> state mixed with white noise was derived previously

[20] but here by explicit calculation of bi-separability we showed that this condition is indeed

optimal.
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