
Realism-based nonlocality: Invariance under local unitary operations and asymptotic
decay for thermal correlated states

V. S. Gomes ,1 P. R. Dieguez ,2 and H. M. Vasconcelos 1

1Department of Teleinformatics, Federal University of Ceará, Fortaleza, CE, Brazil
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The realism-based nonlocality (RBN) is a recently introduced measure that differs from the well-
known Bell’s nonlocality. For bipartite states, the RBN concerns how much an element of reality
associated with a given observable is affected upon local measurements on a subsystem. Here, we
present an analytical proof for the unitary invariance of the RBN and that it presents a monotonous
behavior upon the action of unital and non-unital local quantum noise. We illustrate our results by
employing the two-qubits Werner state and thermal quantum correlated states. We show how the
RBN is limited by the initial equilibrium temperature and, especially, that it decays asymptotically
with it. These results also corroborate the hierarchy relationship between the quantifiers of RBN
and global quantum discord, showing that RBN can capture undetectable nonlocal aspects even
for non-discordant states. Finally, we argue how our results can be employed to use the RBN as a
security tool in quantum communication tasks.

I. INTRODUCTION

Under the premise of locality, Einstein, Podolsky, and
Rosen (EPR) denied the completeness of quantum theory
by arguing that the realism of incompatible observables
can be simultaneously determined in scenarios involving
entangled states [1]. The EPR’s criterion [1] for physi-
cal realism makes direct reference to eigenstates of the
observables being measured and it is related to certainly
predict, without disturbing, the value of some physical
property. However, as pointed out by Bell [2, 3], and
confirmed by loopholes-free experiments [4–6], the corre-
lations observed in isolated microscopic systems cannot
be reproduced by any theory supplemented with hidden
local causal variables. Today, we know that these are ef-
fects that manifest themselves through the widely known
quantum correlations [7, 8], which play a key role in mod-
ern quantum information theory and are fundamental in
many practical applications in quantum computing.

Inspired by EPR’s [1] definition of elements of reality,
Bilobran and Angelo have proposed a measure capable
of quantifying the degree of realism of an observable for
a given preparation which is based on a single measure-
ment premise [9]. This measure has proven to be relevant
in scenarios involving weak measurements [10], quantum
walks [11], resource theories [12], matter-wave interfer-
ometry [13], and more recently with an experimental in-
vestigation in the context of Wheeler’s delayed-choice ex-
periments and wave and particle duality [14]. Further-
more, it was possible to establish a concept of nonlo-
cality that is different from Bell’s nonlocality, which is
known as realism-based nonlocality (RBN) [15]. Unlike
Bell’s nonlocality, which is verified through inequality vi-
olations based on the causal locality hypothesis, RBN
occurs when there are changes in the degree of realism
due to local operations occurring in a remote location.
The RBN has also shown resilience [16] in situations in-
volving local and bilocal weak measurements through a

process called monitoring [10, 17], being the most robust
form of quantumness considering a wide known class of
quantum correlations. In addition, it was also investi-
gated in tripartite states [18].

Quantifiers of quantum correlations have some basic
requirements [19, 20], as for example, to quantify entan-
glement, it is expected that this measure vanishes for sep-
arable states, be invariant under local unitary operations
[21, 22], and be monotone under local operations [23–25].
In the case of quantifiers of Bell nonlocality [2, 3], there
are works [26–28] that established some criteria to be ver-
ified. Moreover, quantum discord [29–31] has shown to
be a type of quantum correlation that can occur even for
non-entangled states. In this context, together with EPR
steering, all these quantum correlations are connected
through a hierarchy relation of quantumness measures
constructed in such a way that the discordant states form
a strict superset of all other measures [7, 15, 16], with
such hierarchy being maintained even under the effect of
quantum noise [8].

In this work, we first employ the RBN and present
analytical proof that guarantees the invariance under lo-
cal unitary operations. We investigate the potential use
of that measure for quantum information and thermody-
namic protocols since the quantum correlations presented
in thermal states are usually associated with some ener-
getic resource [32, 33] and can be useful to quantum ther-
mal communication tasks [34, 35]. Following the result
obtained in Ref. [16] that proved the monotonous relation
under the unital monitoring map [10], we explore here the
monotonous behavior of RBN under both unital and non-
unital quantum noise channels that act locally on one of
the subsystems. We verify this for the well-known bipar-
tite Werner state to illustrate the result of the applied
noisy channels and the hierarchy relation among RBN,
quantum discord, and entanglement. Finally, we investi-
gate how RBN behaves concerning limitations of the lo-
cal temperature of two uncorrelated Gibbs states which
is submitted to an optimally unitary operation to max-
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imize the quantum correlation between them [33], the
behavior under noisy channels, and hierarchical relations
among quantum correlations. This work is structured as
follows. In Section II we briefly review the measures rel-
evant to our work and stress how the notion of elements
of reality are related to this particular measure of nonlo-
cality. In Section III, we present the unitary invariance
of RBN and its monotonicity under local operations. In
section IV, we show that RBN can guarantee the security
of quantum correlated channels with noise, thus showing
that it can be used for secure communication. In Section
V we explore the developed result in the context of quan-
tum correlated thermal states. Finally, in Section VI we
draw our conclusions.

II. REALISM-BASED NONLOCALITY

The RBN measure is based on the so-called irrealism
which establishes the degree of realism for an observable
given a certain preparation [9]. The irrealism measure
was constructed by assuming a single criterion that pro-
jective unread measurements establish the reality of that
measured observable. This is formalized by considering
a bipartite state ρ which acts in H = HA ⊗ HB that is
non-selective measured by an observable A acting onHA,
resulting in the average post-measured state

ΦA(ρ) :=
∑
a

(Aa⊗1B)ρ(Aa⊗1B) =
∑
a

paAa⊗ρB|a (1)

where ρB|a = TrA(Aa ⊗ 1
Bρ)/pa and pa = Tr(Aa ⊗ 1

B).
According to the reality criteria proposed in Ref. [9], the
map ΦA(ρ) can be understood as a state of reality defined
for A. This criterion led the authors to define the irreality
of observables, a quantifier for the degree of irrealism of
an observable

=(A|ρ) := S(ΦA(ρ))− S(ρ), (2)

where S stands for the von Neumann entropy, A =∑
a aAa a observable with projectors Aa = |a〉〈a| de-

fined in terms of the eigenvectors of A. This measure is
non-negative, =(A|ρ) > 0, being null only for states that
are already a state of reality for that observable, this is,
ΦA(ρ) = ρ. Based on the premise above, in Ref. [9] it
was also defined the contextual nonlocality

ηAB(ρ) := =(A|ρ)−=(A|ΦB(ρ)), (3)

a measure capable of quantifying, given the context
(A,B, ρ), how irreality of A changes since measurements
of B are conducted in a remote location. Among some
mathematical properties of ηAB(ρ) are the invariance un-
der index exchange A � B, which is noticed when we
write the Eq. 3 in terms of the von Neumann entropy

ηAB(ρ) = S(ΦA(ρ))+S(ΦB(ρ))−S(ΦAB(ρ))−S(ρ), (4)

and the non-negativity ηAB(ρ) > 0, with equality holding
for uncorrelated states ρ = ρA ⊗ ρB , and for states that

satisfy the reality criterion, that is, ΦA(ρ) = ρ, ΦB(ρ) =
ρ or ΦAB(ρ) = ρ.

In regard to all the possible contexts (A,B, ρ), it was
introduced in Ref. [15] the concept of realism-based non-
locality (RBN)

Nrb(ρ) := max
A,B

ηAB(ρ), (5)

a quantifier capable of capturing the entire RBN con-
tained in a quantum state. This quantifier, clearly, is in-
dependent of any context (A,B, ρ) considered, depend-
ing only on the quantum state. In addition, it is non-
negative, Nrb > 0, since ηAB(ρ) > 0, and is null only
for uncorrelated states ρ = ρA ⊗ ρB and for states of
reality ΦR(ρ) = ρ with R = A,B,AB. An interesting
aspect of Nrb refers to what is known as a nonlocal-
ity anomaly, a problem associated with the Bell [36–38]
nonlocality quantification framework. Interestingly, no
anomaly manifests itself in the RBN quantification sce-
nario, which tells us that a maximally entangled state,

|φ〉 =
∑d
i=1 |i〉|i〉/

√
d, is also maximally nonlocal.

III. LOCAL QUANTUM OPERATIONS

Here, we develop analytically and numerically evi-
dences that the RBN measurement does not increase
under local quantum operations, which allows its ap-
plication in quantum information processing tasks. We
begin the analysis by presenting a proof that guaran-
tees the local unitary invariance of RBN. Consider a
state ρ̃ = UρU† acting on a bipartite space HA ⊗ HB,
where U = (UA⊗UB) is the local unitary transformation
that acts on the initial state ρ and satisfy the condition
U†U = UU† = 1. Considering also the definition of RBN
(5) for that state ρ̃, we have that

Nrb(ρ̃) := max
A,B

ηAB(ρ̃), (6)

with ηAB(ρ̃) = S(ΦA(ρ̃))+S(ΦB(ρ̃))−S(ΦAB(ρ̃))−S(ρ̃),
where A =

∑
a aAa and B =

∑
b bBb with projectors

Aa = |a〉〈a| e Bb = |b〉〈b| observables that acts on HA
and HB, respectively. Note that

ΦA(ρ̃) =
∑
a

(Aa ⊗ 1B) ρ̃ (Aa ⊗ 1B), (7)

in an equivalent way as ΦB(ρ̃) and ΦAB(ρ̃). Also, we
have

U†ΦA(ρ̃)U = U†

[∑
a

(Aa ⊗ 1B)UρU† (Aa ⊗ 1B)

]
U

=
∑
a

(Ãa ⊗ 1B) ρ (Ãa ⊗ 1B)

= ΦÃ(ρ), (8)

where Ãa = U†AAaUA. Note that, as UA is a transfor-

mation that satisfies the condition U†AUA = UAU
†
A = 1,
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so

U†ΦA(ρ̃)U = ΦÃ(ρ) → ΦA(ρ̃) = UΦÃ(ρ)U†.

Similarly, it can be seen that U†ΦB(ρ̃)U = ΦB̃(ρ) →
ΦB(ρ̃) = UΦB̃(ρ)U† e U†ΦAB(ρ̃)U = ΦÃB̃(ρ) →
ΦAB(ρ̃) = UΦÃB̃(ρ)U†. Using the property of invari-
ance of von Neumann entropy under unitary evolution,
we find that

S(ρ̃) = S(UρU†) = S(ρ)

S(ΦA(ρ̃)) = S(UΦÃ(ρ)U†) = S(ΦÃ(ρ))

S(ΦB(ρ̃)) = S(UΦB̃(ρ)U†) = S(ΦB̃(ρ))

S(ΦAB(ρ̃)) = S(UΦÃB̃(ρ)U†) = S(ΦÃB̃(ρ)).

Now, according to Eq. 6, we have

Nrb(ρ̃) = max
A,B

[S(ΦA(ρ̃)) + S(ΦB(ρ̃))− S(ΦAB(ρ̃))− S(ρ̃)]

= max
Ã,B̃

[S(ΦÃ(ρ)) + S(ΦB̃(ρ))− S(ΦÃB̃(ρ))− S(ρ)]

= Nrb(ρ), (9)

where the maximization over all observables Ã and B̃
is equivalent to the same process on A and B, because

A =
∑
a aAa → U†AAUA =

∑
a aÃa = Ã, such that A

and its unitary transformation U†AAUA = Ã are equiva-
lent in respect to the maximization process (see [39] for

more details), the same happens for B and B̃. There-
fore, we see that the condition of invariance under uni-
tary transformations is satisfied by the RBN.

In the next, we follow the Ref. [16] that proved the
monotonicity of RBN under local monitoring (unital local
map) operation and take a step further by analyzing the
RBN behavior under unital and non-unital local noise
channels. We use the bipartite Werner state to illustrate
that the quantifier Nbr is monotonous under general local
disturbances. Consider the following state

ρµ = (1− µ)
1
A ⊗ 1B

4
+ µ|s〉〈s|, (10)

which is a mixture that interpolates between the singlet

pure state |s〉 = |0〉|1〉−|1〉|0〉√
2

and a maximally mixed state

varying the parameter µ ∈ [0, 1]. We analyzed the action
of quantum noise channel acting locally in one of the state
partitions, using the the bit inversion (IB), phase inver-
sion (IF), bit and phase inversion (IBF), depolarization
(DP) and amplitude damping (AD) [40]. These chan-
nels are mathematically represented in Table 1, where
1 is the identity operator, σ1,2,3 are the Pauli matrices

and, in the case of AD channels, δ0 =

(
1 0
0 s

)
and δ1 =(

1 t
0 0,

)
, where s =

√
1− γ and t =

√
γ, is the parame-

ters (p, γ) ∈ [0, 1] the probabilities of noise effects. More-
over, all the inversion channels and the DP channel are
unital ζ(1) = 1 while the AD channel is not, that is,
ζ(1) 6= 1 [41].

Channels Elements of quantum operations

IB ζ0 =
√
p1 ζ1 =

√
1− pσ1

IF ζ0 =
√
p1 ζ1 =

√
1− pσ3

IBF ζ0 =
√
p1 ζ1 =

√
1− pσ2

DP ζ0 =
√

1− 3p/41 ζ1,2,3 =
√
p/4σ1,2,3

AD ζ0,1 =
√
p δ0,1 ζ2,3 =

√
1− p δ2,3

TABLE I. Noise channels used in this work. We analyzed
the action of the bit inversion (IB), phase inversion (IF), bit
and phase inversion (IBF), depolarization channels (DP) and
amplitude damping (AD) on the RBN quantified by Eq. 5.
Here, the terms ζ0,1 are the elements of quantum operation,
where 1 is the identity operator, σ1,2,3 are Pauli’s matrices
and δ0,1 are matrices that represent, exclusively, the action
of the AD channel. The probabilities of noise occurrence are
given by the parameters (p, γ) ∈ [0, 1].

Using the adopted formalism, we can represent the ac-
tion of the noise channels on the state of Werner through
the map

ζ(ρµ) =
∑
i

(1A ⊗ ζBi )ρµ(1A ⊗ ζBi ), (11)

where the noise acts in B. The elements ζ
A(B)
i are the

terms that model the type of noise that acts on the state
ρµ. We observe that in this case, the projective mea-
surement maps ΦA(B) will act on the noisy state ζ(ρµ)
to evaluate the RBN. The results presented compare the
RBN calculated for Eq. 11 and for the state ρµ without
noise, Eq. 10. This was done with a statistical analysis
by randomly selecting several states through a random
number generator developed in the Mathematica 7 soft-
ware, so that each point of the obtained distribution was
calculated for random values of (µ, p, γ) ∈ [0, 1]. In Fig.
1, the first line shows the effect produced by the inver-
sion channels, IB, IF, and IBF. In this case, both channels
produced the same effect due to the rotational invariance
of the singlet state, so that in Fig. 1 only the IB channel
action is represented. In Fig. 1 (a), we see that in the ab-
sence of noise, p = 0, the numerical result (the region in
cyan) coincides with the analytical result (black curve)
of the reference [15] and is computed here via Eq . 5.
When adding the effect of the inversion channels, we ob-
served degradation in the RBN as a result of the action
of the noise introduced in the system, which is seen in
Fig. 1 (b) for p = 0.5. As for p = 1, we notice that there
is no degradation, since the term

√
1− p that multiplies

the matrices σ1,2,3 becomes null in the three cases, which
eliminates the effect of the inversion channels, Fig. 1 (c).

Consider the effect of the AD channel, seen in the sec-
ond line of Fig. 1, we see that for p = 0 the same discus-
sion as above applies. However, we note that for p = 0.5,
the noise performance causes a more considerable RBN
degradation than the effect caused by the inversion chan-
nels and, unlike these, the degradation is total for p = 1,
as can be seen in Figs. 1 (e, f). In the third line of Fig. 1,
we can see the case of the DP channel. Note that in rela-
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FIG. 1. Illustration of the action of noise channels on the RBN

calculated for the state ρµ. In the first line (a, b, c) we have

the representation of the IB channel effect. In the second line, we

present the effect of the AD channel. In the third line, the effect of

the DP channel. In all the frames, the black curve represents the

RBN computed analytically through its definition, Eq. 5, without

the action of noise channels. For all the tables above, the numerical

calculation was performed for 105 points, which form the region in

cyan, with p and γ being the probabilities of the noise occurrence.

Each point of the obtained distribution was calculated for random

values of (µ, p, γ) ∈ [0, 1].

tion to the previous cases, the RBN suffers a much more
accentuated degradation to p = 0.5, Fig. 1 (h), being
totally degraded also to p = 1, Fig. 1 (i), indicating that
the RBN is less resistant to the action of this noise chan-
nel. It is important to note that in all the cases described
above, the RBN measurement satisfies the monotonicity
condition, as

Nrb(ρµ) > Nrb(ζ(ρµ)), (12)

showing that the measure provided by the quantifier Nrb

is monotonous under local operations as expected from a
measure that aims to quantify the nonlocal resources of
a quantum state.

IV. RBN AS A SECURITY WITNESS

In this section, we argue that is possible to implement
RBN as a security witness by demonstrating that this
measure is sensitive to external interventions. We com-
pare the scenarios when only the legitimate users of the
protocol access the communication channel and when we
have the presence of an external agent. Defining the le-
gitimate parties of the protocol as Alice and Bob, the
procedure can be realized by assuming that Eve (an ex-
ternal agent), will intercepts and measures an observable
B in the qubit directed to Bob. Note that, after Eve’s
intervention the state of the system is described by the

map

ξ(ρ) =
∑
b

(1A ⊗Bb) ρ (1A ⊗Bb), (13)

with B =
∑
b bBb an observable acting in HB with pro-

jectors Bb = |b〉〈b| described in terms of their eigenstates.
The scenario described above provides the following re-
sult:
For any external intervention on a quantum channel

established by a state ρ ∈ HA ⊗HB is verify that

0 6 Nrb(ξ(ρ)) 6 Nrb(ρ), (14)

where the equality occurs for totally unrelated states ρ =
ρA ⊗ ρB.

The inequality Nrb(ξ(ρ)) 6 Nrb(ρ) can be analyzed
considering the cases in which maximally incompatible
observables are involved in the measurements. In this
case, we have observables {B,B′} ∈ HB in which the
basis {|b〉} and {|b′〉} are mutually unbiased so that
〈b | b′〉 = 1√

dB
. Thus, the Eq. 13 reads

ΦB′ (ρ) =
∑
b′

(1A ⊗B
′

b′
) ρ (1A ⊗B

′

b′
), (15)

so that the contextual nonlocality, Eq. 4, is
ηAB(ΦB′ (ρ)) = S(ΦAΦB′ (ρ)) + S(ΦBΦB′ (ρ)) −
S(ΦAΦBΦB′ (ρ)) − S(ΦB′ (ρ)), where ΦBΦB′ (ρ), results
in

ΦBΦB′ (ρ) =
∑
b

(1A ⊗Bb)ΦB′ (ρ)(1A ⊗Bb)

=
1

dB

∑
b′

〈b
′
|ρ|b

′
〉 ⊗

∑
b

|b〉〈b|

= TrB ρ⊗
1

dB
= ρA ⊗

1

dB
, (16)

which also provides

ΦAΦBΦB′ (ρ) = ΦA(ρA)⊗ 1

dB
. (17)

In this way, ηAB(ΦB′ (ρ)) can be rewritten as
ηAB(ΦB′ (ρ)) = S(ΦAΦB′ (ρ)) − [S(ΦA(ρA))− S(ρA)] −
S(ΦB′ (ρ)), where direct comparison with Eq. 4 makes
clear that ξ(ρ) = ΦB′ (ρ) implies ηAB(ξ(ρ)) 6 ηAB(ρ).
Furthermore, an extension of ηAB(ΦB′ (ρ)) also shows
that

ηAB(ΦB′ (ρ)) = S(ΦAΦB′ (ρ))−=(A|ρA)− S(ΦB′ (ρ))

= =(A|ΦB′ (ρ))−=(A|ρA), (18)

with =(A|ρA) being a measure of local irreality of A (see
[9] for more details), which is null for any pure entangled
state (|φ〉 = 1√

d

∑
i |i〉|i〉), since the reduced state ρA =

TrBρ = 1

dA
is always maximally mixed with dA being the

dimension of HA. This clearly shows that ηAB(ξ(ρ)) 6
ηAB(ρ), which proves the second part of the result of
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FIG. 2. Scenario that guarantees the security of the quantum

channel. The upper black curve is the RBN computed by Alice and

Bob when they measure the same observable σj . The lower black

curve is the lower RBN shared when they measure distinct observ-

ables σi and σj com i, j = 1, 2, 3. The cyan region represents nu-

merical computation of the RBN performed for 105 points and con-

sidering the parameter range µ ∈ [0, 1], the angles (θa, θb) ∈ [0, π],

and (φa, φb) ∈ [0, 2π], which specify the measurement directions of

the legitimate parties. This configuration informs Alice and Bob

that the channel in question is safe to perform tasks of transmission

and processing of quantum information.

Eq. 14, that is, Nrb(ξ(ρ)) 6 Nrb(ρ). The equality occurs
for fully uncorrelated states ρ = ρA ⊗ ρB, in which case
Nrb(ξ(ρ)) = Nrb(ρ) = 0, which completes the prove.

In the following we apply the previous results by con-
sidering that a source emits a bipartite Werner state,
Eq. 10, and at each experimental run, the legitimate
parties will choose randomly one of three possible ob-
servables represented by the Pauli’s matrices σi with
i ∈ (1, 2, 3). We then analyse a situation in which
Eve, when intercepting Bob’s qubit, measures an ob-

servable B
′

= b̂
′ · ~σ =

∑
j b

′

jσj , where b̂′ = b̂′(θb′ , φb′ )
is the unit vector that specifies the measurement direc-
tion of Eve and being ~σ = (σ1, σ2, σ3). In contrast, Al-
ice and Bob follow the established protocol and perform
only measurements of the three spin observables above.
Following what is determined by Eq. 18, the eigenval-
ues can be computed

{
1−µr

4 , 1+µr4

}
doubly degenerate to

ΦAΦB′ (ρµ) and
{

1−µ
4 , 1+µ4

}
for ΦB′ (ρµ). On the other

hand, being ρAµ the reduced state of A, we have that

ρAµ = TrB ρµ = 1

2 , in a way that ΦA(ρAµ ) = 1

2 , which
gives

ηAB(ξ(ρµ)) =
1

2
[F (µ) + F (−µ)−G(µ, r)−G(−µ, r)] ,

with F (µ) := (1 + µ) ln 1+µ
4 and G(µ, r) := (1 +

µr) ln 1+µr
4 , so that the maximization required for com-

puting the RBN, Eq. 5, is reached for r = 0, with
r(θb′ , φb′ ) ∈ [−1, 1] an angular function that contains
information about Eve’s measurement directions. Then

Nrb(ξ(ρµ)) =
1

2
[F (µ) + F (−µ)] + ln 4, (19)

FIG. 3. Scenarios that denounce Eve’s interference in the protocol.

In Fig. 3a, we see a complete disfigurement of what Alice and Bob

expected to observe after the protocol was performed. The upper

black curve is the RBN for the state ρµ, a result that should be

observed when the parts measure the same observable. In the case

of distinct observables, we note that the lower share Nmin(ρµ) (dis-

cussed in Fig. 2) is completely degraded due to Eve’s interference.

In this same configuration, interestingly, we see that degradation

of the RBN is verified (red dashed line) when maximally incom-

patible observables are involved in the measurements of the parties

involved. In Fig. 3b, we observe the total degradation of the RBN

verified when the three parts measure the same observable and

also when Alice and Bob measure different observables while Eve

measures the same observable as one of them.

this result is verified whenever Eve measures any observ-
able that is maximally incompatible with the observables
measured by the legitimate parties. In addition, as will
be discussed in the sequence, Eq. 19 provides the max-
imum value of Nrb(ξ(ρµ)), such value always being less
than Nrb(ρµ), as predicted by the result of Eq. 14.

Another situation is in cases where the parties in-
volved measure the same observables. In these cases
Eq. 5 points out that Nrb(ξ(ρµ)) = 0, as Φσj

Φσj
(ρµ) =

Φσj
(ρµ) for j = 1, 2, 3. All the scenarios involved are

described in the illustrations in Figs. 2 and 3, where a
statistical analysis performed for the ideal case [Nrb(ρµ)]
is illustrated in Fig. 2 while the case involving Eve’s per-
formance is described in Fig. 3. Analysis was carried out
by randomly selecting several states through a random
number generator developed in the software Mathemat-
ica 7, so that each point of the distribution was calculated
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for random values of µ ∈ [0, 1] and the angular variables
θa(b) ∈ [0, π] and φa(b) ∈ [0, 2π], which describe the di-
rections of Alice and Bob’s measurements, case of Fig.
2, and θe ∈ [0, π] and φe ∈ [0, 2π] for Eve’s measurement
directions, Fig. 3a and Fig. 3b.

Fig. 2 shows the illustration of the ideal case, a situa-
tion that guarantees the security of the quantum channel
used in the execution of the protocol. The upper black
curve represents the RBN associated with Werner’s state,
quantified via Nrb(ρµ), being verified in cases where the
parts measure the same observable σj . On the other
hand, the lower black curve represents the lower share
Nmin(ρµ), obtained when Alice and Bob measure differ-
ent observables σi and σj to i, j = 1, 2, 3. The cyan
region represents the RBN computed numerically for ρµ,
limited by the upper and lower curves described above.
The gray region represents the class of separable states,
this is, states that have no entanglement and Bell’s non-
locality, but the presence of RBN is notorious in this
region.

An analysis of the scenario involving Eve’s attacks, Fig.
3a, clearly shows a degradation of the RBN associated
with ρµ and a total disfigurement of the picture that Al-
ice and Bob expect to observe. This is observed both by
the numerical result, the region in cyan, and by the an-
alytical result described by the red dashed curve. Both
results represent situations in which maximally incom-
patible observables are involved in the measurements of
both parties. So, when Eve interferes in the protocol, Al-
ice and Bob do not observe Nrb(ρµ) when they measure
the same observable, and Nmin(ρµ) when they measure
different observables, starting to observe a degradation
of the RBN associated with ρµ, contrary to the expected
scenario. In addition, it is noted that the lower share is
completely degraded due to Eve’s interference.

Finally, Fig. 3b illustrates the situation mentioned
above in which all parts measure the same observable and
also situations in which Alice and Bob measure different
observables while Eve measures the same observable as
one of the two. In both cases, the entire RBN associ-
ated with the state is degraded by Eve’s attacks, showing
that the channel’s security has been corrupted. These re-
sults corroborate the result stated by Eq. 14, according
to which Nrb(ξ(ρ)) is non-negative and has a maximum
value less than Nrb(ρ), being obtained for observables
maximally incompatible. Thus, as shown above, it is pos-
sible to use RBN to guarantee the security of a quantum
channel that will be used in tasks of quantum communi-
cation. A point to be highlighted is the class of separable
states included in the interval 0 6 µ 6 1/3, represented
in the gray region of Figs. 1, 2 and 3. It is observed that
in this interval, we have the presence of RBN for states
that have zero resources such as entanglement and Bell’s
non-locality.

In what follows, we continue this line of investigation
by showing that the results obtained so far in this work,
that is, the monotonicity and the hierarchy referring to
the RBN, can also bring new perspectives to the use of

thermal correlated states for security protocols.

V. MONOTONICITY AND ASYMPTOTIC
BEHAVIOUR OF RBN FOR THERMAL

CORRELATED STATES

In the section, we investigate from the point of view of
thermal correlated states how the RBN is affected by the
initial local temperature of each subsystem. The anal-
ysis is done after performing an optimal protocol that
maximizes the entanglement (concurrence, the relative
entropy, and the negativity of entanglement [33]) on the
global thermal system. In contrast to the entanglement
which vanishes completely at a finite critical temperature
for that state, the global quantum discord (GD) and lo-
cal quantum uncertainty was shown to decay asymptot-
ically with the temperature [33]. Here, we analyze the
RBN and global quantum discord observing that both
respects the hierarchic relation [15, 16] of quantum cor-
relation measures and vanished asymptotically for large
T . We also investigate the effects of quantum noise on
the RBN of the considered thermal state and its possible
application in secure quantum communication.

Consider two uncorrelated qubits each one in initially
thermal equilibrium state with the same thermal reser-
voir at temperature T , and the following local Hamil-
tonian

∑
k Ek|k〉〈k| described in respect with the energy

eingenbasis. The corresponding total state is ρ0 = τβ⊗τβ

τβ =
1

Z(β)
e−βH , (20)

where τβ is a local Gibbs state with Z(β) and β be-
ing respectively the canonical partition function and the
inverse temperature. Consider for simplicity that the
energy of the ground and excited state are respectively
E0 = 0 and E1 = E, in such way that the population of
the ground state reads

q =
1

1 + e−βE
, (21)

and thus the excited state probability is 1−q, and q ≥ 1/2
that is the constraint to avoid reservoir with negative
temperature. With that, it is clear to see that τβ =
q|0〉〈0| + (1 − q)|1〉〈1|, and the internal energy of some
state ρ can be found as 〈U〉 = Tr(Hρ). As discussed in
Ref. [33], the thermal correlation can be realized in terms
of the unitary evolution U = V2V1 such that

V1 = |00〉〈00|+ |01〉〈01|+ |11〉〈10|+ |10〉〈11|, (22)

and

V2 = |φ+〉〈00|+ |01〉〈01|+ |10〉〈10|+ |φ−〉〈11|, (23)

where |φ+〉 =
|00〉+|11〉√

2
and |φ−〉 =

|00〉−|11〉√
2

. This re-

sults in the following correlated state ρX = Uρ0U
† rep-
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resented here in the basis {|00〉, |01〉, |10〉, |11〉}

ρX =


q/2 0 0 q2 − q/2
0 q(1− q) 0 0

0 0 (1− q)2 0

q2 − q/2 0 0 q/2

 , (24)

In the following we apply the same methods developed
in this work to investigate this scenario from the per-
spective of the quantifier of RBN and we also use that to
highlight the hierarchy of quantum correlations with the
Global Discord (GD). This can be done by considering
the eigenvectors

|ϕk+〉 = cos(θk/2)|+〉+ eiφk sin(θk/2)|−〉 (25)

|ϕk−〉 = − sin(θk/2)|+〉+ eiφk cos(θk/2)|−〉, (26)

where k = {a, b}, θk ∈ [0, π] e φk ∈ [0, 2π]. We then have
the measurement projectors A(B)± = |ϕk±〉〈ϕk±|, and the
post-measured states ΦA(ρX) =

∑
i(Ai ⊗ 1B) ρX (Ai ⊗

1B) and ΦB(ρX) =
∑
i(1A ⊗ Bi) ρX (1A ⊗ Bi), which

allows one to evaluate all possible directions in order to
find those that provide the RBN and the GD associated
with the state ρX .

Analytical calculations supported by numerical inves-
tigations showed that the maximization required to com-
pute the RBN associated with the state ρX occurs when-
ever the pair (θk, ϕk) leads to the configuration A± =
B± = |ϕk±〉〈ϕk±| = σx(σy), where

Nbr(ρX) = ησnσm(ρX) with n = m ∈ {x, y} , (27)

while (θa, ϕa) 6= (θb, ϕb) always leads to the lowest val-
ues of ησnσm

. In what follows we provide a numerical
analysis of this result in the Fig. 4a (E = 3) where the
black curve is the analytically computed RBN for the ob-
servables σx(y) while the cyan region corresponds to the
numerical result obtained through a statistical analysis
performed for 105 points, which was always limited by the
analytical result (black curve) of Nbr(ρX). The red curve
represents ησzσz

(ρX) obtained when the observable σz is
measure in HA e HB. This result is completely analogous
to global discord (GD) obtained in [33] for ρX , indicating
that for θa = θb = 0 both Dg(ρX) and ησzσz (ρX) capture
the same amount of non-local aspects contained in the
considered state.

The discussion about the hierarchy among several mea-
sures of quanticity was addressed in Refs. [15, 16], and
the reasoning for the construction of the hierarchy rela-
tionship between the RBN and the global discord was
based on the observation that a classical-classical state
ρcc =

∑
i pa,bAa⊗Bb for which it turns out Nbr(ρcc) > 0,

while this is a state for which it is well known that
Dg(ρcc) = 0, what takes states with Nbr > 0 as a strict
superset of measures of quanticity. The results obtained
in this section corroborate the hierarchy relationship, as
can be seen in Fig. 4b, where we observe the RBN (solid

FIG. 4. Thermal effect in terms of KT and hierarchy relation
between RBN and GD. In Fig. 4a the cyan region obtained for
E = 3 correspond to the RBN computed to ρX state computed
numerically for 105 points. This region is limited by the computed
analytically RBN which is represented by the black curve. The red
curve correspond to the analytical global discord Dg and also to
the context realism-based nonlocality calculated for A± = B± =
|ϕk±〉〈ϕk±| = σz . In Fig. 4b, we show analytically the RBN and
GD for E = 1, 2, 3. The solid lines are the RBN while dotted
lines correspond to GD. Note that as E increases, the quantum
correlations contained in ρX grows. Furthermore, we also note that
the hierarchical relationship between these quantitative measures
is maintained even at the asymptotic limit where both RBN and
GD tend to disappear.

lines) and the global discord (dashed lines) obtained for
E = 1, 2, 3. Furthermore, we also observe that increas-
ing the temperature T also decreases the amounts of
RBN and global discord, with asymptotically decaying
for large T .

Finally, we evaluate the effect of noise channels act-
ing on B. In Fig. 5, we consider only the action of
the depolarization (DP) and amplitude damping (AD)
channels, showing that the RBN tends to decrease as the
noise intensity increases until it cancels out completely
for p = γ = 0. As in the previous case, this shows that
local actions on state partitions do not increase the RBN
computed by Nbr, so it is caused to degrade or remain
unchanged as required for a quantifier of quantum corre-
lations.
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FIG. 5. Effect of the noise channels on the RBN calculated for the

thermal state ρX . In Figs. 5a and 5b, we present the effects of the

AD and DP channels respectively. In Fig. 4c, we show the RBN

fully degraded for maximum noise intensity p = γ = 1. For all the

frames, the black curve represents the RBN computed analytically,

without the action of noise channels while the red curve represents

the GD. The numerical calculation was performed for 105 points,

which form the regions in cyan, with p and γ being the intensity of

the applied noise.

VI. CONCLUSION

In relation to the same scenarios related to Bell’s non-
locality and entanglement quantifications, we performed
in this work an analysis that shows the possibility to elect
the RBN quantifier as a possible tool to perform quan-

tum communication tasks, since it generally does not in-
crease under local operations. We show analytically that
the Nrb quantifier is invariant under local unitary opera-
tions, confirming the unitary invariance property, and we
explored numerically, using two-qubits Werner and ther-
mal correlated states, that this measure is monotonous
under local operations represented by the local actuation
of quantum noise. The verification of these properties,
together with the properties verified in [16], show that
RBN can be a promising alternative to the other known
measures of quantum correlations.

We proposed a situation in which the RBN acts as a se-
curity witness in a bipartite quantum channel represented
by the Werner state where two legitimate users, Alice
and Bob, certify the channel’s security before using it to
transmit information. Security certification is performed
by the RBN computation when Alice and Bob randomly
measure one of Pauli’s three observables in several exper-
imental runs. Our calculations showed that the security
of the channel is guaranteed when users coincidentally
measure the same observable, which provides the RBN
associated with Werner’s state. Furthermore, when mea-
suring different observables, the lowest value for the RBN
of the respective state is verified. On the other hand, in
cases where an external agent, Eve, secretly acts on one of
the subsystems, we found that RBN’s computation works
as an indicator that the channel’s security has been com-
promised, as the RBN fails to show the expected pattern.
Furthermore, as can be seen from Figs. 2 and 3, RBN is
present even in states without any entanglement and Bell
non-locality, which makes RBN a promising alternative
in quantum communication tasks.

In this work, we also investigated the behavior of RBN
in optimally correlated thermal states. We confirmed
a hierarchical relationship between that the quantifier
Nbr(ρX) and the global quantum discord Dg(ρX), which
shows that it is possible in principle to have RBN even
for non-discordant states. The RBN shown to have an
asymptotically decay with the initial temperature of the
local Gibbs state. Moreover, we extended the results con-
cerning the monotonicity of RBN under local quantum
operations to that scenario of thermal correlated states.
This is important to highlight that this measure of quan-
tum correlations can also be used to gain new insights
for communications tasks involving thermal correlated
states.
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