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CRITERIA FOR PARTIAL ENTANGLEMENT OF THREE QUBIT
STATES ARISING FROM DISTRIBUTIVE RULES

KYUNG HOON HAN AND SEUNG-HYEOK KYE

ABSTRACT. It is known that the partial entanglement /separability violates distribu-
tive rules with respect to the operations of taking convex hull and intersection. In this
note, we give criteria for three qubit partially entangled states arising from distribu-
tive rules, together with the corresponding witnesses. The criteria will be given in
terms of diagonal and anti-diagonal entries. They actually characterize those partial
entanglement completely when all the entries are zero except for diagonal and anti-
diagonal entries. Important states like Greenberger-Horne-Zeilinger diagonal states
fall down in this class.

1. INTRODUCTION

The notion of entanglement from quantum physics is now one of the most important
resources in current quantum information and quantum computation theory. Recall
that a state is called (fully) separable if it is a convex sum of pure product states, and
entangled if it is not separable. In multi-partite systems, the notion of entanglement
depends on the partitions of subsystems to get various kinds of partial entanglement.
In the tri-partite system with subsystems A, B and C, we have three kinds of bi-
separability, that is, A-BC, B-C'A and C-AB separability according to the bi-partitions
of the subsystems. We call those basic bi-separability. We will denote by «;, # and
the convex cones consisting of all A-BC, B-C'A and C-AB separable un-normalized
states, respectively. In the three qubit cases, the convex cones «, § and ~ are sitting in
the real vector space of all three qubit self-adjoint matrices, which is a 64 dimensional
real vector space.

Many authors have considered the intersections and convex hulls for basic bi-
separable states, which will be denoted by A and V, respectively. Note that the convex
hull of two convex cones coincides with the nonnegative sum. After it was shown in [2]
that a three qubit state in aA 8 Ay need not to be fully separable as a tri-partite state,
several authors have considered intersections and convex sums of the convex cones «,
[ and . See [ [5] for intersections of two of them, and [17, [I] for convex hull of them.
See also [18] 22, 19| 20, 13}, 14}, 21] for further development in more general contexts.
We recall that a tri-partite state is called genuinely entangled if it does not belong to
aV B V.
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Very recently, the authors and Szalay [15] considered the lattice, dented by L,
generated by three convex cones «, 8 and v with respect to the two operations of convex
hull and intersection, and showed that this lattice violates the distributive rules. More

precisely, it was shown that the following inequalities

(1) (@AB)V(any) <an(BV7),
(2) aV(BAy) <(aVp)A(aVy)

are strict. We refer to [3], 6] for general theory of lattices.

For a convex cone C' in a real vector space V with a bi-linear pairing (-, -), the
dual cone C° is defined by the convex cone consisting of all y € V' satisfying (z,y) > 0
for every x € C. For given two self-adjoint matrices x = [z;;] and y = [y;;], we use the
bi-linear pairing

(z,y) =Tr(zy") = Z ZijYij,
ij

where y* denotes the transpose of . We recall that matrices in the dual cones play the
roles of witnesses. For example, we have o ¢ (aASB)V (a A7) if and only if there exists

Wellanp)viany)” = (V) A(a® V)
such that (W, 0) < 0. See [14] for the details. We note that the following inequalities

(3) a® V(6" A7) < (a®V ) A(a® VA7),
(4) (@A) V(a®AY°) < a® A(B7V A7)

are also strict, by duality.

The main purpose of this paper is to give criteria for the convex cones arising in
the above inequalities (), (2)), (@) and () in the three qubit cases. Criteria will be
given in terms of diagonal and anti-diagonal entries. Criteria of such kinds have been
considered for the convex cone oV V  in [7, 9 [16] to get sufficient conditions for
genuine entanglement. Such criteria for a, 3,7 and a°, 3°,7° also can be found in [I1],
Proposition 5.2] and [I0, Theorem 6.2], respectively, (see also Propositions 3.1 and 3.3
of [T1]) from which we also get criteria for intersections like A 8 and a° A 5°. Convex
sums like a VvV 8 and a° V 3° have been considered in [I4]. Finally, we found criteria
for the convex cones of the type a V (5 A+) in [15] in the context of distributive rules.
Therefore, we will concentrate on the convex cones of the following types

() (@AB)V(aAy),  a®V (ﬁ";w"), (@A B°) Vv (a® A7),



The whole convex cones of partially separable states we are considering can be drawn
in the following diagram with the inclusion relations.

aVpVy
aVﬁ///////] vla \\\\\\\\ﬁVW
mvﬁww;;£>x<i;>ww;;%>X<i;lWW5vw
aV(BA9) V(yAa) TV (aAp)
o g Y
an(BVY) BA(yVa) YA (aVp)
(@nB)V(yAa) (@nB)V(BAY) (YAa)V(BA7)
aAﬁiéiiiii\v$ai?iiif§iﬁAv

We also have the similar diagram for the dual cones consisting of witnesses.

We recall that a matrix is called X-shaped [23] if all the entries are zero except
for diagonal and anti-diagonal entries. X-shaped states will be called X-states. Many
important states like GHZ diagonal states belong to this class. If a three qubit state
is (partially) separable, then its X-part is also (partially) separable, and so any sepa-
rability criteria for X-states will give rise to a necessary criteria for general three qubit
states. In this paper, we will give necessary conditions for three qubit states (respec-
tively, witnesses) to belong to convex cones listed in () (respectively, the dual of ()
in terms of diagonal and anti-diagonal entries. Such conditions are also sufficient when
states/witnesses are X-shaped. Especially, we will find lattice identities for the first
and third convex cones in () when states/witnesses are X-shaped. See Corollaries
and

After we collect known results for criteria in the next section, we will give criteria
for the convex cones of the type (o A ) V (a A y) in Section 3, where we will also
show that the lattice £ is not complemented. Criteria for the types a®V (5° A°) and

(a® A B°)V (a® Av°) will be given in Sections 4 and 5, respectively. In the final section,
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we will summarize the results and discuss the lattice identities we found in Corollary
3. 2!

2. SUMMARY OF THE KNOWN CRITERIA

States and witnesses in the tensor product My ® My ® My of 2 X 2 matrices may
be written as an 8 x 8 matrices with respect to the lexicographic order of of indices for
subsystems. Then X-shaped states/witnesses are of the form

a1 21

X(a,b,z) =

21 by
for a,b € R* and 2z € C*. Tt is well-known that every GHZ diagonal state [8] is in this
form, and an X-state o = X(a, b, 2) is GHZ diagonal if and only if a = b and z € R%.
See [12].
We denote by px the X-part of a state o, in the obvious sense. If we denote by £
the lattice generated by «, f and ~ in the three qubit case, then we have

(6> 0 €0 — 9x € 0,

for every o € L. In fact, it is easily seen that if (@) holds for ¢ and 7 then it also
holds for ¢ A7 and ¢ V 7. We have already seen that the generators «, 5 and v of L
satisfy (@) in [I4], Proposition 2.2], and so it follows that (@) holds for every o € L. If
we denote by L° the lattice generated by a°, 8° and °, then we also have

(7) Weo = Wx € o,

for every o € L£°, by the identity (ox, W) = (0, Wx).

By a pair {i,j}, we always mean throughout this paper an unordered set with
two elements among 1,2, 3,4, that is, we assume that ¢ # j. For a given three qubit
X-shaped state o = X(a, b, z), we consider the inequalities

Siidl: win{vad, /b > max{lal, 51

Soli, 7] min {v/a;b; + \/a;bj, Varb, + Vab } > max {|z| + ||, |2k| + |2|},
S3 : Z]?ﬁl \V4 ajbj > ‘Zi|7 L= 17273747

Sali, jlk, €] : min {\/aibi + v/a;bj, vVarby + \/agbg} > max {|z| + |2, |zk| + |2¢]} -

The inequalities S; and Sy are defined for a pair {4, j}, where the pair {k, ¢} appearing

in the inequality Ss[i, j] are chosen so that {i,7,k, ¢} = {1,2,3,4}. On the other

hand, the inequality S, is defined for arbitrary two pairs {i,j} and {k,¢}. We note
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that the inequality 547, j|k, ¢] holds automatically for any X-states o = X(a, b, z) when
{i,j} ={k,0}. it {i,j} N{k, ¢} =0, we note that the three inequalities Sy, j], Sa[k, ¢]
and Sy4[i, j|k, £] are same.
We summarize the results for three qubit X-shaped states ¢ = X(a, b, z) as follows:

First of all, it was shown in [I1 Proposition 5.2] and [I4] Proposition 3.1] that

e o € o if and only if S;[1, 4] and 54(2, 3] hold;

e o € §if and only if Si[1, 3] and S;[2, 4] hold;

e o € v if and only if S;[1,2] and 543, 4] hold.
Analogous results for multi-qubit states are also known in [T1]. As for the convex hulls
of them, the authors showed in [I4], Theorem 5.5] the following:

e o€ BV~ if and only if Sy[1,4] (equivalently S5[2, 3]) holds;

e o € vV if and only if Sy[1, 3] (equivalently S3[2,4]) holds;

e o € aV fif and only if Sy[1,2] (equivalently Ss[3,4]) holds.
On the other hand, it has been known earlier [9, [7, 16} [IT] that

e pcaVpVqyif and only if S5 holds.

See also [I4], Proposition 4.5]. Finally, the authors and Szalay showed in [15, Theorem
2.1] that the following
e pcaV (S Av)if and only if Syi, j|k, ¢] holds whenever {i,7}, {k, ¢} are two
of {1,2}, {1,3}, {2,4}, {3,4};
e 0o € [V (yAa)if and only if Sy, j|k, ¢] holds whenever {i, 7}, {k, ¢} are two
of {1,2}, {1,4}, {2,3}, {3,4};
e o€ vV (aAp)if and only if Su[i, j|k, ¢] holds whenever {3, j}, {k, (} are two
of {1,3}, {1,4}, {2,3}, {2,4}
hold for X-states o = X(a, b, z) in the contexts of distributive rules.
For an X-shaped self-adjoint matrix W = X(s,t,u) with s;,¢; > 0 and u € C*, we
also consider the following inequalities:

Wili,g) s Vit + /5515 > Jual + Juyl,
Wali, j] : leyéj VSt 2 |U4i|a D kri Vrte > |ugl,
Wy - Do Vit > D iy |

for a pair {i,j}. Three qubit X-shaped witnesses W = X(s, ¢, u) which are dual of the

basic bi-separability have been considered in [I0, Theorem 6.2] and [14, Proposition
3.3] as follows:

o W € o if and only if Wi[1, 4] and W;[2, 3] hold,;

o W € p°if and only if W4[1, 3] and W;[2,4] hold,;

o W € +°if and only if W;[1,2] and W;[3, 4] hold.
On the other hand, the joins of them have been characterized in [14, Theorem 5.2]:

o W e 5°V~°if and only if Wh[1,4], W5[2,3] and W3 hold;
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o W €+°Varif and only if Wh[1, 3], W;[2, 4] and W3 hold;

o W e a°V e if and only if W1, 2], W5(3,4] and W3 hold.
Finally, it was shown in [I1, Theorem 5.5] and [14] Proposition 4.2] that

o W e a°V p°VA°if and only if W3 hold.

3. CRITERIA FOR (a A fS)V (a A7)

In this section, we look for criteria for the convex cones of the type (aAS)V (aA7).
To do this, we first consider the following inequalities;
Ay V(@A) <zA@VyA)ANyV(zAz)A(zV(yAz))
=zA(yV(zAx)AN(=zV(yAz))
<zA(yV(zAx))
<z A(yVa),

(8)

which hold in general in an arbitrary lattice. From the first inequality of (8]), we have
natural necessary conditions. We show that they are sufficient for X-states.

Theorem 3.1. For a three qubit state o with the X-part X(a, b, z), we have the following:

(i) if o € (a AB) V (a A7), then the inequalities Sy[1,4], S1[2,3] and S4i, j|k, (]
hold for any different pairs {i,7} and {k,(};

(ii) if o € (BA ) V(B A «), then the inequalities Si[1,3], S1(2,4] and S4[i, j|k, (]
hold for any different pairs {i, 7} and {k,(};

(iii) if 0 € (Y Aa) V (y A B), then the inequalities Si[1,2], S1[3,4] and S[i, j|k, (]
hold for any different pairs {i,j} and {k,(}.

If 0 = X(a, b, z) then the converses also hold.

Proof. 'We prove the last one. The necessity follows from (), more precisely from the
inequality

(YAQ) V(Y AB) SyA(@V(BAY)ANBY (yAa) AV (anB)),

and the criteria [I5] Theorem 2.1] for convex cones in the right side. We prove the
converse when o = X(a, b, z). To do this, we suppose that o satisfies S;[1, 2], S[3, 4] and
Syli, j|k, €] for different pairs {i, j} and {k, £}. In order to show that g0 € (yA«a)V(yAB),
we suppose that W = X(s,t,u) € (7° V a°®) A (7° V °) and will prove (W, 0) > 0. So,
we assume that W satisfies Wh[1, 3], Wa[2,4] Wh[1, 4], W[2, 3], and Wi.

If o € aor p € 3, then there is nothing to prove since o € « by Si[1,2] and
S1(3,4]. Therefore, we may assume that o ¢ « and o ¢ 8. By 0 ¢ a, we may assume
|24] > v/a,b; without loss of generality. By o ¢ 3, we have one of the following:

|z3] > v/ aiby, |21| > \/asbs, |22 > \/asbs, |24] > \/azbs.

The second implies |z1| + |z4] > Va1b1 + /asbs, which violates Sy[1,4|1,3]. The third
also violates S,[2,4|1,4]. Therefore, we have two cases: Either |z4|,|z3] > vaiby or

|24] > Va1by, v aszbs.
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We consider the case: |zy|, 23] > Vaiby. By S4[1,i|3,4] with i = 2, 3,4, we have
min{\/agbg, \/a,gbg, \/a4b4} Z |Z4| + (|2’3| — albl).

Therefore, we have
Vsata\/ashy + Vsl \/asbs + v/salan/asby — |ua|z]
> (V/sats + V/ssts + V/sats) min{\/asba, \/asbs, \/asbs) — |usl| 24|
> (Vsats + Vssts + Vsata — |ual) [za] + (VSata + V/ssts + V/sats) (| 23] — Vaiby)
> (Vsata + Vsgts + Vsats — |ual) Vaiby + (Vsata + Vsgts + Vsaty) (| 23] — Vaiby)
= —|ug|\/ a1by + (Vsata + V/ssts + V/sats)|2s],
where the last inequality follows from W5[4, 1]. On the other hand, we also have

Vsitivaibi—|ug ||z | =[ua|[22] —|us|| 23| > Vsitiv/ arbi—|ui [/ a1bi —[ua|\/ a1bi—|us]| 23],

by Si[1,2]. Summing up the above two iequalities, we have

1
3(W,0) = 5 3o [siai + tibi + 2Re(u;z)

> S (Vsitivab; — |ugl|z))
> (Vsit1 — |ua| — |ua| — Jua]) vV arby + (V/sata + /ssts + /' sats — |us|)| 23]
> (Vsitn — |ua| — Jua| — Jua|)V arby + (Vsata + Vssts + /sats — |us]) v/ a1y
= (X, Vit — Y25y lug|)Vasby,
by W5[3,1]. This is nonnegative by Wj.
It remains to consider the case: |z4] > Vaibi, Vasbe. We use Sy[l1,2|i, 4] with
i=1,2,3, to get Va1by + Vashy — |z4] > max{|z1], |22, |23]}, and so
(Ximy Vsits — lua) (Varhy + vaghy — |2]) > (31, wil) maxc{|z1], |2, |23}

> e luillail,

by Wj3. Therefore, we have

Z?:l(\/;ti\/a_ Juil[zi])
= 2?21 Vsitivaib; + (\/53t3\/@353 +V/satav/asby — |U4HZ4\) - Z?:1 |uil| 2
> S0 Vsitivab; + (Vssts + v/sats — [ua])| 2]
(D, Vi — ) (Vb + Vagls — [zal),
by S1[3,4]. We continue as follows:
= (= Xip Vsiti + [ua)Varby + (= 32, 5 Vsiti + [ua|)Vasbe
+ (Vsity + Vsats + 2V/s3t3 + 2v/sats — 2Jua)| 24l
2 (= i Vit + Jua]) [zl 4 (= 20500 V/siti + [ua)]24]
+ (Vsitr + Vsaty + 2V/s3ts + 2v/s4ts — 2|uaf)|z4] = 0,

by the inequalities W54, 1] and W5[4,2]. O
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We denote by X the real vector space of all three qubit X-shaped self-adjoint ma-

trices, and define
ox :={ox:0€0}=0nX,
for each o € L, where the last identity follows from (). Then, it is easily seen that
9) (0 AT)x = ox A 7x, (o0 VT)x =ox V 7x,
and so, we see that
Lx ={ox:0€ L}

is the lattice generated by ax, Ox and vx, which are 16 affine dimensional convex bodies
sitting in the real vector space X. We write

P:=laV(BANIABV ANV (anp)]
in the lattice £. Then we have

Px = [ax V (Bx A )] A [Bx V (7x A ax)] A [yx V (ax A Bx)]

in Lx. Theorem [3.1] shows that the following lattice theoretic identities hold among
generators ay, fx and vyx of the lattice Lx.

Corollary 3.2. We have the following identities
(ax A PBx) V (ax Avx) = ax A P,
(Bx Ax) V (Bx A ax) = Bx A P,
(x A ax) V (7x A Bx) = x A Px.

We also write

Q=[aNBVN]VIEAVA]VYA(aVp)
in the lattice £. We will also have later the dual identities for ax V Qx, fx V Qx and
x V @Qx in the lattice Lx.

It was asked in [I5] whether the lattice £ is complemented or not. Recall that a
lattice L is called complemented if every x € L has a complement y € L satisfying
ANy =0and xVy = 1, where 0 and 1 are the least and greatest elements of L,
respectively. Note that a A A~ and oV 3V~ are the least and the greatest elements
of the lattice £. We will show that a has no complement in the lattice £. To do this,
we recall the results in [I4]. We denote by A the collection of eight diagonal states
X(E;,0,0) and X(0, £;,0) with the usual orthonormal basis {Fy, Fs, F3, E4}, which
generate extreme rays of every convex cones in £ by [I4, Theorem 4.3]. We also denote
by Ext (C') the set of points of a convex cone C' which generate extreme rays, and put

ga = Ext (Oéx) \ A, 55 = Ext (ﬁx) \ A, 57 = Ext (’)/X) \ A.
All the states in &,, &3, £, and Ext (ax V Ox V 7x) have been found in Theorem 3.5
and Theorem 4.6 of [I4]. Especially, we have the following:

o &,, £z and &, are mutually disjoint;
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o Ext (ax V fBx V 7x) coincides with the disjoint union &, U &z U E, U A.

Now, we assume that a has a complement ¢ in the lattice £. Then we have

ax V Bx Vyx = ax V ox, ax A Px A yx = ax A ox,
by ([@). Then we have
EsUE, C Ext(ax V Px Vyx) = Ext (ax V ox) C Ext (ax) U Ext (ox),
which implies €5 U £, C Ext (0x) by the mutual disjointness of &,, £3, £, and A. We
also have
ACO&x/\ﬁx/\’}/x:ax/\O’x C oy,

and so we have [Ox V vx C ox. Therefore, we have

ax A Bx Ayx G ax A (Bx V x) C ax Aox = ax A Bx Ax

by the criteria in Section 2. This contradiction shows that the lattice £ is not comple-
mented.

Returning to the inequalities in (8]), we recall that a lattice L is called distributive if
all the inequalities in (8) are identities for every x,y, z € L, and modular if (zAy)V(zAz2)
coincides with x A (y V (2 A z)) for every z,y,z € L. We have considered in [15] the
X-state given by

01 =X((2,1,1,2)(2,1,1,2),(2,0,1,0)) e a A (B V (7 A )
in order to show that the lattice £ is not modular. We also consider
0o =X ((2,1,1,2),(2,1,1,2),(2,1,0,0)) e a A (v V (B A @)
to see that the strict inequalities
(ax A Bx) V (ax Ax) S ax A (Bx V (7x A ax)),
(ax A Bx) V (ax Ax) S ax A (7x V (Bx A ax))

hold. If we take meet of these two formulae, we see that the identity holds when we

plug ax, Ox and vx into x,y and z in following general inequality
(10) (xAy)V(eAz)<zAyV(zAz)A(zV(yAx)).

See also Corollary for the dual identity. These identities are very special from the
view point of general lattice theory or convex geometry. To see this, we consider the
lattice of all convex sets on the plain with respect to the convex hull and intersection.
In this lattice, we take a closed disc with a diameter AB and two line segments AC' and
BD so that these line segments touch the disc at single points A and B, respectively.
We plug the disc, the line segments AC' and BD into x,y and z in ([0). Then the
left side is the just line segment AB, but the right side is the intersection of the two
triangles AABC and AABD inside of the disc, which is much bigger that the line
segment AB in general.



4. CRITERIA FOR a° V (5° A~7°)

In this section, we give criteria for the convex cones of the type a®V (5° A~°). For
a self-adjoint W = X(s,t,u), we consider the inequality Wy[i, j] which combines the
following two inequalities:

Waali, j] : Vsiti + /st + 2min{/sitp, Vsete} > ug| + |uyl,
W4b[’i,j] : \/Siti + \/Sjtj + 2(\/8ktk + vV Sgtg) 2 |UZ| + |uj| + 2max{|uk|, |u@|}

for a pair {i,j}, where {k, ¢} is chosen so that {7, j, k,¢} = {1,2,3,4}. We have the
following:

Theorem 4.1. If a self-adjoint three qubit matriz W with the X-part X(s,t,u) belongs
to the conver cone

a® Vv (B°AY°), (respectively B°V (v° A a®) and v° V (a® A B°))
then W satisfies W3 together with the following:
(i) Wali, j| whenever {i,j} is one of {1,2}, {1,3}, {2,4}, {3,4} (respectively{1,2},
{1,4}, {2,3}, {3,4} and {1,3}, {1,4}, {2,3}, {2,4});
(il) Wyli, j| whenever {i,j} is one of {1,4}, {2,3} (respectively {1,3}, {2,4} and
{1,2}, {3,4}).
If W is X-shaped, then the converse holds.

Proof. We will prove for the convex cone v°V(a°AS°). Suppose that W € v°V(a°AB°).
The required inequalities Wa(i, j| and W3 follow from

YV (@ AL < (P Va®)A (Vv B).
To get the inequalities Wy, and Wy,, we may assume that s;,t; > 0 as in the proof of
[15, Theorem 2.1]. We consider

Oiin ::X(\/zjiE,- + LB+ 2, [ B
\/;E + /2B +2, /% B,
— €_iGiEZ‘ — e_ieij),

Q;J’,k,e :X(\/z:lEl + %Ej + 2\/ z—iEk + 2\/%Eg,
\/;E +\/2E +2\/#E+ 2\/%@,

—eip — e E; — 270 E).
When {{i,j},{k, (}} = {{1,2},{3,4}}, both of them satisfy Si[1,2], S1[3,4], S2[1,2],
and so, belong to v A (a Vv 3). We expand (W, g; ;) > 0 and (W, g} ;, ,) > 0 to get the
required inequalities Wi, [i, j] and Wiy |i, j].
For the converse, it suffice to show the inequality (I, ¢) > 0 under the following

assumptions:
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o W = X(s,t,u) satisfies Ws;
o W = X(s,t,u) satisfies W[, j] whenever {i,j} is one of {1,3}, {1,4}, {2,3},
{2,4}

o W = X(s,t,u) satisfies both Wy,[i, j| and Wyy[i, j] whenever {i,j} is one of

{1,2}, {3,4};
e 0 = X(a,b,z) € ¥y A (aV ), or equivalently o satisfies Si[1,2], S1[3,4] and
So[1,2].

By the inequalities W3, W5[1, 4] and W5[2, 3], we have W € 5° V 4°. Similarly, we also
have W € 7v° Vv a® by W3, Wy[1,3] and W5[2,4]. If o € (y Aa) V (v A ), then we have
(W, 0) > 0 by the duality. If o & (Y Aa) V (v A ) then both o ¢ a and ¢ ¢ S hold,
since ¢ € 7. By o ¢ «, we may assume that

‘24‘ > 4/ albl

without loss of generality. As for o ¢ 3, we have the following four possibilities:

‘23| > 4/ albl, ‘Zl‘ >/ CL3b3, |ZQ| > 4/ CL4b4, ‘Z4| > 4/ asbs.

The second implies |z4| > Va1by > |z1] > Vasbs > |z4| by S1[3, 4], which is a contradic-
tion. Because the third also implies |zo| > vVasby > |2z4] > Vai1by > |zs| by Si[1, 2], we
have two possibilities, the first and the fourth. We consider the following four cases:

1) Jaal > |2s] > varbn,
(1) |25] > |2a] > vanby,
(TT1) |24] > Varby > vasbs,
(IV) |24] > Vashs > vasby.

For the case (I), we use the inequality S3[1,2] to see asby > |z3| + |z4] — Vaiby.
Therefore, we have

3 (Wo0) = 30, Vailiv/ab; — i)
= (V/sal2\/azby + V53t3 v/ azbs + V/satan/asbs — [ua|24])
+ ( \/ﬁ@ = |wl|z1| = |ual[z2] — [us]|zs])
> Vsata(|2s + 21 = Vi) + Vsstalzal + Vsatalza] — [uallza)
+ (VsitiVarby — [uivaiby — Jus|/arby — |us||23)),

by S1[3,4] and Si[1,2]. We continue as follows:

= (Vsaty + V3t + Vsata — |ual)|za] + (Vsal2 — |us]) 2]
+ (Vi — Vsaty — ua| — [uzl)v/arby

> (Vsata + Vsats + Vsats — |ual)|zs] + (Vsata — |usl) 2]
+ (Vsitr — Vsaty — || = [ua]) v/ arby
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by Ws[4,1]. This is equal to
= (2V/sata + V/s3t3 + V/saty — |us| — |ual)|2s]
+ (Vort = Vol — Jur] = Jual)Varbr
> (2v/53t2 + V/s3t3 + V/sats — |u| — Jual)\/arby
+ (Vsiti — Vsaty — || = [ua|) v/ arby
= (Z?zl Vsiti — Z?:l |Uz|) \/E

by Wia[3,4], which is nonnegative by Ws. For the case (II), note that the conclusion

and all the conditions on W and p are invariant under the flip operation on the first
and the second subsystems, except |z3| > |z4] > Va b1 It changes |z3] > |24 > Vaiby
into |z4| > |2z3| > /a0y, which is exactly the case (I).
For the case (I1I), we first note the following inequality
Jus||28] < (X V/siti — [ua] = |ua] = [ual) (Varby + v/ashs — |24])
by W5 and Ss[1,2]. Therefore, we have
S VEitiVab — [ul|zi] = (Vsitiv/aiby + Vsata/ashs + Vssts|za] + /sata]z4))
—|ul|\/@ s /azby — |ua|24])
— (Xisy Viti — [ua] — [ua| — |ua])(Varby + Vashy — |zal)
by S1[3,4] and S;[1,2]. This is equal to the following:
= (Vsit1 + Vsata + 2V/s3t3 + 2¢/saty — Jur| — |uz| — 2|ual)| 2]
+ (—V/sata — Vsaty — Vsata + || + ug| + |ua])v/arby
+ (=51t — Vsats — Vsaly + |ua]) v/ asbs.
Using Wy[1, 2], we may replace |z4| by v/a1b; to the smaller quanity
(Vsit1 + /sty + V/saty — |U4|)(\/E — \/@)

This is nonnegative by W[4, 2], and so we completed the proof for the case (III).

It remains to prove the case (IV). The conclusion and all the conditions on W

and o except |z4] > Vagby > V/aib; are invariant under the flip operation on the

first and the second subsystems and the local unitary operation by I ® I ® ((1] (1))

They change |z4| > Vasbs > Vaiby into |z3| = |Z3] > Vasby > v/a;b1, and again into
|z4| > Vaiby > v/asby. This is the case (III). O

5. CRITERIA FOR (a® A (°) V (a® A7°)

As for the convex cones of the type (a® A 8°) V (a® A 7°), we have the following

criteria:

Theorem 5.1. For a three qubit self-adjoint matric W with the X-part X(s,t,u), we

have the following:
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(i) if W € (a® A B°) V (a® A~°), then inequalities W1[1,4], W1[2,3], W3, Wali, j],
Wali, j] hold for every pair {i,j};
(i) if W € (8° Av°) V (B° A a®), then inequalities Wh[1, 3], W1[2,4], W3, Wali, j],
Wali, j] hold for every pair {i,j};
(iii) if W € (7° Aa®) V (7° A B°), then inequalities Wi 1, 2], W1[3,4], W3, Wali, j],
Wiyli, 7] hold for every pair {i,j}.
If W is X-shaped, then the converses also hold.

Proof.  We will prove (i) and its converse for W = X(s,t,u). The necessity follows
from the inclusion
(@ ALYV (a®AY°) <a® AV (B°AY)) AN BV (a® A7) A (7 V (a® A B°)),
by [14, Proposition 3.3] and Theorem [.1]
We prove the converse when W = X(s,t,u). To do this, we suppose the following:
o W = X(s,t,u) satisfies Wy[1,4], W1[2,3], W35, Wali, 5], Wa4li, j] hold for every
pair {i, j};
e 0=X(a,b,z) € (aV B) A (a V), that is, satisfies Sy[1, 2], Sa[1, 3],

and prove the inequality
(11) (W, 0) = 0.

If o € o then we have ([[I]) since W € a° by Wi[l1,4] and W;[2,3]. If p € § then we
have o € B A (aV 7), and so the inequality (] follows since W € 3°V (7° A a®). We
also have ([[Il) when p € 7 by the same reasoning.

Therefore, we may assume that o ¢ a, 0 ¢ § and o ¢ . By 0 ¢ «, we may assume

(A4) |Z4‘ > 1/arby.

By the assumption g ¢ 3, there are four possibilities

(Bl) |Zl| > v/ agbg, (BQ) |22| > A/ a4b4, (B?)) |23| > v/ albl, (34) |Z4| > A/ agbg.

We also have the following four cases

(C1) |21 > Vashy,  (C2) |2 > Varbi, (C3) |z > Vasbs, (C4) |z > V/aghs,
by the assumption ¢ ¢ 7. Under the assumption (A4), we have the implications
(B1) = (C4), (B2) = (C2), (C1) = (B4) and (C3) = (B3). Conversely, the
condition (A4) can be implied as (B3),(C4) = (A4) and (B4), (C2) = (A4). Hence,
it suffices to consider the following eight cases:

(A4),(B1);  (A4),(B2); (A4),(C1);  (A4),(B3),(C2);
(A4),(C3);  (B3).(C4); (B4),(C2);  (A4),(B4),(C4).

The flip operation on the second and third subsystems switches

(A4),(B1) <» (A4),(C1), (A4),(B2) +» (A4),(C3), (B3),(C4) + (C2),(B4).
13



Therefore, it suffices to consider the following five cases:
(B3),(C4);  (A4),(B3),(C2); (A4),(B4),(C4);  (Ad),(B1); (A4),(B2).
[Case I: (B3) and (C4)]. We have |24 > v/aszbs > |z3| > v/a1b;, and
LW, 0) = S, Vesitivaibi — |ui =]
> VitV aiby + Voals(|z5] + |21 — Varby) + Vst ashs + Vst 4|
— |ur|Varby — (1, Voili = X [wil) (Vaibi + vashs — |z4)
— |us||zs| — |ual|z4]
by Sa[1,2], W3 and Ss[1,3]. This is equal to
= (V8111 + 2V/sats + V/sats + 2v/sats — |ug| — |us| — 2|ual)|z4)
+ (= iz Vsiti + 2o uil)Vasbs + (Vsatz — Jug|) 23]
+ (=2v/s9ts — /s3ts — V/sata + |ug| + |ua|)v/a1b;.
Therefore, applying Wy [1, 3], we have
%(Wa 0) > (V's1t1 + 2v/Sata + V/Sats + 2v/Saty — |ur] — |us| — 2|U4D\/@
(= S V5T + g i) asls + (/5385 — )]s
+ (—2v/sats — V/53t3 — V/sata + |us| + |ual)y/arby
= (Vsata + V/sats + V/sats — [ua])\/asbs + (V/saty — |ug|)|z]
+ (—2v/sat2 — V/s3t3 — V/sata + |us| + [ua]) v aiby.
By W[4, 1], W4a[3,4] and |23] > v/a1by, this is greater than or equal to
> (Vsala + Vsats + Vsats — |ua|)|zs] + (Vsata — |ual) 2]
+ (—2v/s2ty — /s3t3 — V/Sata + |us| + |ual)|23] = 0.

[Case II: (A4), (B3) and (C2)]. We have |z, |23, |22] > Vaib;. In this case, we
may assume that |z;| > |23] by switching the second and the third subsystems. Put

Ay 1= |2’2| -V arby, A3 = |Z3| -V albb Ay 1= |Z4| -V ap by,

which are nonnegative by the assumption. We proceed by considering two subcases.
[Subcase II-1: Ay < A3+ Ay4]. We have

%(VV, 0) > Z?;l Vsitivaib; — |ug]|z]
> Vaitivabs + Veata(|z| + |21 — Vaib)
+ Vssts(|22] + 2] = Varby) + Vsatalza] — [un [V arby — 30, il |24,
by Sa[1,2] and S3[1,3]. By a direct calculation, this is equal to

= (Z?:l V Siti - Z?:l |Ul‘) \V Clel
+ (V/s3tz — |ug|) Ao + (Vsata — |uz|) A3 + (V'sata + V/s3tz + V/satq — |ug|) Mg,
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which is greater than or equal to the following

(12) (\/ Sgtg — |u2|)>\2 + (\/ 82t2 — ‘U3|)>\3 + (\/SQtQ + \/Sgtg + \/84t4 — ‘U4|)>\4,

by W3. We note that the sum of the following two terms

Vssts — |ual, Vsata — |us|

are nonnegative by W1[2, 3], and so at most one of them is negative possibly. If both
of them are nonnegative, then the proof is complete by Ws[4, 1]. If \/sofy — |us| < 0,
then we replace A3 in (I2)) by Ay which satisfies Ao > A3 by |22] > |z3], to get

(W, 0) >(V'ssts — |ua|)Ae + (Vsata — |us|) Ao 4 (Vs2ta + V/ssts + Vsaty — [ua]) Ay
=(V/sala + V/s3ts — ug| — us|) A2 + (Vsala + V/s3ts + Vsats — |ual) \a,
which is nonnegative by W;[2, 3] and W5[4, 1] again. If \/s3t3—|ua| < 0, then we replace
Ao in ([I2) by Az + A4 to get
5(W, 0) >(Vssts — [us])(Xs + As) + (Vsala — |us|)As + (Vsata + Vssts + Vsats — [us|) A4
=(V/saty + V/sgts — [ua] — us])As + (Vsats + 2v/ssts + Vsaty — |ua| — |ua|) s,

which is also nonnegative by W;[2, 3] and Wy, [2,4].
[Subcase II-2: Ay > A3 + A4]: In this case, we have

F(Wo0) = 300 Vsitiv/aibi — |u|z]
> VitV arby + V5ol za| + Vst (| 22| + [za] — Varby) + Vsatalzl
— Jur| v arby = iy fuil 2],
by Ss[1, 3]. This is equal to the following:
= (XL Voiti = i [wl) Vaiby
+ ((Vsalz + V/sats — |ua| — [us]) + |ua|) As — Jus|As + (Vssts + Vsats — Jua|) A,

which is, by W5 and W;[2, 3], greater than or equal to

> ((Vsata2 + Vsats — [ug| — [us|) + [us]) (As + M) — Jus|As + (Vssts + Vsata — [ua]) A
= (V'saty + Vssts — [ua| — Jus|) As + (Vsata 4+ 2v/ssts + V/sats — [uz] — |ual) A4
This is nonnegative by W;[2, 3] and Wy,[2, 4].
[Case III: (A4), (B4), (C4)]. We have |z4] > V/a1b1, Vasbe, v/azbs. We may assume
that \/asby > v/asbs by switching the second and the third subsystems. Put
pn = |z — Vb, pe = || — Vasba, s = |z — Vazbs.

Note that pus < usg by assumption. We proceed by considering two subcases.

[Subcase ITI-1: u3 < py + pe). In this case, we have

< ,0) > ZZ L Vsitivab; — Jui|[ ]
> Zizl Vsitiv/aib; + /sats]za| — |ur|varby — |ug|(Vaiby + Vasbs — |z4])

— |us|(Va1by + v/ agbs — |z4]) — ual|z4l,
15



by S5[1, 3] and Ss[1,2]. By a direct computation, this becomes
= (Z?:l NCTED [uil) V/aiby
+ (Xier Vsili — [wal)pn + (—V/sata + |ug|)p2 + (—v/s3ts + |ual) s

If —y/saty + |us| < 0, then this is, by W5[4,1] and ps < us, greater than or equal to
the following

> (1o Vsiti — Dy [wil) Varby + (= Vsats + ug| — Vsats + [us] g
> (X0 Vsiti — Sy |wil) Varbs + (—v/saty + [us| — v/ssts + Juz])v/arbs
= (Vsify + Vsata — |ur] = Jual)v/arby
by W1[2,3] and v/a1by > g using Sa[1, 3]. This is nonnegative by Wi[1,4]. In the case
of —y/saty + |ug| > 0, the term (I3) is equal to
= (i Voili — iy lwil) Vanby + (X Vit — Jual)
+ (=Vsata + [us|) 2 + (—V/sats — Vssts + |ua| + |us|)ps + (Vsata — [us])ps,

which is greater than or equal to the following
> (Yimy Vit = Yoy lwl) Varby + (X Vsiti — |ual)m

+ (—\/ Sgtg + |U3|),U2 + (—\/ Sgtg — 83t3 + |U2| + |U3|) albl + (\/ Sgtg — |U3|)(,U1 + ,Uz)
by W12, 3] and v/a1by > p3. This becomes

= (Vsit1 + Vsaty — |ur| — [ua|) vV arby + (2v/sats + V/ssts + Vsaty — |us| — |ua|)pia,
which is nonnegative by Wi[l,4] and Wy,[3,4].
[Subcase I11-2: pg > pq + po]. We use S[1, 3] to get the inequality
T(W,0) > Z?zl Vsitivaib; — ||| 2]
> Z?Zl Vsitivaib; + /sata|z4|
— |U1|\/ a1b1 — |UQ|(\/ albl + &3b3 - |Z4|) - |U3|\/ agbg — |U4||Z4|,

which is equal to
= (2?21 Vsiti — E?:l |Uz\) arby + (V'saly + V/ssts + V/sats — |us| — |ual)
— Vsalapig + V/satapis + (—V/Saty — V/s3ts + |ua| 4 |us|) s,
by a direct calculation. Using W;[2,3] and p3 < v/aiby, we continue
> (Z?:l Vsiti — 2?21 \uz|) arbr + (V/sata + V/s3ts + Vsats — |us| — Jua|)
— V/Satafty + V/Sata (1 + pr2) + (—V/Sata — V/sstz + ua| + |us|) v/ aib
= (Vs1t1 + Vsats — Jur| — Jua|) vV arby + (2v/sats + V/Ssts + V/sats — |ug| — |ual)pa,

which is nonnegative by Wi[l,4] and Wy,[3,4].
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[Case TV: (A4), (B1)]. We have |z4| > vai1b; > |z1| > azbs. By Case III, we may
suppose that /asby > |24]. By W3 and Ss][1, 3], we have
%(VV, 0) > Z?;l Vsitivaib; — |ug]|z]
> VitV aiby + Vata|za| + Vsats v/ ashs + Vsatalza| = |ua|z1]
— (Ximy Vit — Yy |wil) (Varhy + Vasbs — |z4]) — Jus|v/asbs — |ual|2|
which becomes
= (Vs1t1 + 2v/sata + V/s3ts + 2/ 84ty — |ua| — |ug] — 2|ual) |24
(= D2 Vsili + D2 luil)Varby
— w||z1] + ((=V's1ts = Vsata + |ua] + |ual) — Vsata) Vasbs.
Using Wyp[1, 3] and W;[1, 4], we continue
> (Vsit1 + 2v/saly + Vsats + 2V/sats — [un] — |us| — 2|ua])v/arb
+ (= Zi;ﬂ Vsiti + Zi;& |uil)v/arby
= |wllz1| + ((=Vsits — Vsaly + [w] + Jua]) = Vsata) 1],

which is equal to

= (/511 + Vsals + Vsala — [ua|)(Varby — |z1]).
This is nonnegative by W[4, 3].
[Case V: (A4), (B2)]. In this case, we have |2| > vasby > |z4] > v/a1by]. By Case
I1, we may suppose that v/a;b; > |z3|. Using S5[1, 3], we proceed
5(W,0) 2 3, Vaidivab; — |||
> VstV aby + Vaabo 2| + Vst (l22] + |2a] = varby) + Vaatay/aubs
- |U1|@ — |uz||22| — |U3|\/E— |ual]24]
= ((Vsata + Vsats — [uz| — |us|) + uz]) | 2]
+ Vsalay/asby + (Vssts — ual) 24 + (Vorhy — Vssls — [ua] = |us|)V/arby.
By W1[2,3] and |z3| > |24/, we have
3(W.0) = ((Vsatz + Vsats — [uz| — |us|) + Jus]) |2
+ Vsatalzal + (Vssts — Jual)lzal + (Vi — Vssts — Jui| — Jus|)v/aiby
This is equal to
= (Vsala + 2V/5sts + V/sala — Jua| — Jual)lzal + (VEiy = Vsfs — [ur] = Jus])v/aaby.
Using W,,[2,4], we may replace |z4| by v/a1b, to get
LW, 0) = (Vsata + 2v/5383 + V/sats — |us| — Jual)v/arbs
+ (Vsiti = Vgl — Jua| = Jus|)V/asby,
which is equal to (2?21 Vit — [u;i]) Vaiby > 0 by Ws. This completes the proof. O
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We recall the definition of ) in Section 3:

Q:=[anBVNVIBAGVa)]VyAlaVp)

Then we have

Q" =1V (AN (A AV (@ A S
For a given o € L, we define

oy =0’ NX={W e X: (W, p) >0 for every o € o}
={W e X: (W, 0) >0 for every p € ox}.

The last identity follows from (7)), and we see that the X-part (0°)x of ¢° coincides
with the dual of (0x)° of ox in the space X. By Theorem 5.1l we have the following:

Corollary 5.2. We have the following identities

(ax A Bx) V (ax Avx) = ax A QY,
(B Ax) V (Bx A ax) = By A Qx,
(i Aax) V (7x A Bx) = 1x N Q.

Taking the dual cones in the vector space X, we get the following identities among
the generators ax, Ox and vx of the lattice Lx, which is the lattice theoretic dual
identities of those in Corollary 3.2

Corollary 5.3. We have the following identities

(ax V Bx) A (ax V x) = ax V Qx,
(Bx Vx) A (Bx V ax) = Bx V Qx,
(3x Vax) A (7x V Bx) = 1x V @x.

6. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we gave criteria for the convex cones listed in (). In the plain
terminologies, a state ¢ belongs to the convex cone (A 5) V (a A7) if and only if it is a
mixture of a simultaneously A-BC' and B-C'A bi-separable state and a simultaneously
A-BC and C-BA bi-separable state. We gave a necessary condition for a three qubit
state p to have this property in terms of diagonal and anti-diagonal entries of o, and
showed that this condition is also sufficient when o is X-shaped.

We recall that the inequality Sy[i, j|k, ¢] plays eminent roles. We first recall that

both Ss[i, j] and Sylk, €] coincide with Sy[i, 7|k, £] when {i,j} N {k, ¢} = (. To see the
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| {1,2} | {1,3} | {1,4} | {2,3} | {2,4} | {3,4} |

{1,2} 03 Og Og 03 o1
{1,3} O¢ O¢ 09 03
{1a4} 05 J6 J¢
{2,3} o 06
{2,4} 03
{3,4}

TABLE 1. This table shows that o1 = a V [ is determined by S4[1,2|3,4].
The convex cone o = (aV ) A (o V ) is determined by an extra inequality
Sa[1,3|2,4], and 03 = aV(BA7) is determined by the six inequalities labeled by
01, 09 and 3. The convex cone 04 = « is determined by another inequalities
Si[1,4] and S;[2,3] which imply these six inequalities. One more inequality
S4[1,4/2,3] is required in order to determine o5 = a A (8 V ), and all the
inequalities are required to determine o6 = (A B) V (A7) as well as Si[1, 4]
and S1(2,3]. We note that S1[i, j] may be recovered if we allow i = j and
k = ¢ in the inequality Sy[i, j|k, ¢].

roles of Sy[i, j|k, £] in this sense, we consider the following six convex cones
o =aVp,
oz = (aV ) A(a V),
o3 =aV (BA7),

which make the following chain
01 2D 09 D03 D04 D 05 D 0O

of inclusions. We provide Table 1 to see which inequalities S4[i, j|k, ¢] we need to
determine o; for v = 1,2, 3,4,5,6.

It was asked in [I5] whether the lattice £ is free or not. The identities in Corollary
actually shows that the lattice Lx is not free, because we have exhibited a lattice
generated by three elements which give rise to a strict inequality in ([I0). It is natural
to ask whether the identity holds in (I0) when when (z,y,z) = («,,7). This is to
equivalent to ask whether the following properties

e o is A-BC separable;

e 0 is a mixture of B-C'A separable state and a simultaneously C-AB and A-BC
separable state;

e 0 is a mixture of C-BA separable state and a simultaneously B-AC and A-BC
separable state,

for a three qubit state p implies that p is a mixture of a simultaneously A-BC' and

B-C'A bi-separable state and a simultaneously A-BC and C-BA bi-separable state.
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We have seen in this paper that this is the case when p is X-shaped. This question
must be related with the question whether the lattice £ is free or not.
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