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Structural physical approximation of partial transposition makes possible to distinguish SLOCC

inequivalent classes of three-qubit system

Anu Kumari, Satyabrata Adhikari1, ∗

1Delhi Technological University, Delhi-110042, Delhi, India

Detection and classification of entanglement properties of a multi-qubit system is a topic of great interest.

This topic has been studied extensively and thus we found different approaches for the detection and classifica-

tion of multi-qubit entangled states. We have applied partial transposition operation on one of the qubit of the

three-qubit system and then studied the entanglement properties of the three-qubit system, which is under inves-

tigation. Since the partial transposition operation is not a quantum operation so we have approximated partial

transposition operation in such a way so that it represent a completely positive map. The approximated partial

transposition operation is also known as structural physical approximation of partial transposition (SPA-PT).

We have studied in detail the application of SPA-PT on a three qubit system and provided explicitly the matrix

elements of the density matrix describing SPA-PT of a three qubit system. Moreover, we propose criterion

to classify all possible stochastic local operations and classical communication(SLOCC) inequivalent classes

of a pure as well as mixed three qubit state through SPA-PT map, which makes our criterion experimentally

realizable. We have illustrated our criterion for detection and classification of three-qubit entangled states by

considering few examples.

PACS numbers: 03.67.Hk, 03.67.-a

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum entanglement[1] is a physical phenomenon in

which the state of each particle in the group cannot be de-

scribed independently of the state of the others, even when the

particles are separated by a great distances. This phenomenon

cannot be explained by classical physics due to the existence

of non-local feature present in it. The non-local property ex-

hibited by the entangled quantum system in d1 ⊗ d2 dimen-

sional Hilbert space may be useful in various quantum infor-

mation processing tasks such as quantum teleportation[2], re-

mote state preparation[3], enatnglement swapping[4], secret

sharing[5] and quantum repeater[6].

We require entangled states to perform quantum information

processing tasks in an efficient way, but the process of gen-

eration of entangled states is not an easy task. Even if we

generate quantum state in an experiment, it is not known that

whether the generated state is an entangled state or not? We

can answer this question, if we are able to proceed little bit

further toward the problem of ”detection and classification of

entangled states”. Detection and classification of entangle-

ment has very vast literature and thus in this direction of re-

search, one can find many proposed entanglement detection

criterion such as computable cross norm or realignment cri-

terion(CCNR criterion) [7–9], range criterion[10] etc. Entan-

glement in bipartite and multipartite system [11] can also be

detected through the construction of entanglement witness op-

erator. The separability criteria introduced by Peres[12] pro-

vides a very powerful criterion for the detection of entangle-

ment. This criterion is also known as positive partial transpose

(PPT) criterion. Later, Horodecki’s [13] proved that this cri-

terion is necessary and sufficient for 2⊗ 2 and 2⊗ 3 quantum

systems. Since there exist bipartite entangled states in higher

∗Electronic address: mkumari˙phd2k18@dtu.ac.in, satyabrata@dtu.ac.in

dimensional system and also entangled states in multipartite

systems that does satisfy the PPT criterion so it remain only as

a necessary criterion for higher dimensional bipartite as well

as multipartite systems.

Although PPT criterion serve as necessary and sufficient con-

dition in the detection of entanglement in 2 ⊗ 2 and 2 ⊗ 3
dimensional systems but it suffers from a serious drawback.

The partial transposition map used in PPT criterion is a posi-

tive but not completely positive map. Thus, partial transposi-

tion operation cannot be implemented in a real experimental

setup. Approximation of partial transposition map provide a

possible solution to get rid of this problem. The map that

approximate the partial transposition map is known as struc-

tural physical approximation of a partial transposition (SPA-

PT) map. The concept of SPA-PT map has been introduced by

Horodecki and Ekert [14] for d ⊗ d dimensional systems. It

is a completely positive map corresponds to a quantum chan-

nel that can be experimentally implementable [15]. SPA-PT

map has been constructed in such a way that it will become

a completely positive map. Let us consider a d ⊗ d dimen-

sional quantum system described by the density operator σ12.

If σTB

12 (TB denotes partial transposition with respect to the

second subsystem B) represent a partial transposed state then

the SPA-PT of σTB

12 is given by σ̃12. As a consequence of the

application of SPA-PT map, the PPT criterion get modified

and now it can be stated in the following way: if the mini-

mum eigenvalue of σ̃12 is less than d2λ
d4λ+1 then the state σ12

is entangled [14]. Here −λ denote the most negative eigen-

value obtained when the induced map [(I ⊗ I) ⊗ (I ⊗ TB)]
is acting on the maximally entangled state in d ⊗ d dimen-

sional system. In particular, for 2⊗ 2 dimensional system, the

reduced SPA-PT criterion can be states as: if the minimum

eigenvalue of σ̃12 is less than 2
9 then the state σ12 is entan-

gled. The minimum eigenvalue can be estimated by the pro-

cedure given in [16, 17]. SPA-PT method not only can detect

entangled states but also has many applications in quantum in-

formation processing tasks such as in estimating the optimal

http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.06862v1
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singlet fraction[18]. Criterion based on the method of SPA-PT

have been given for the detection of mixed bipartite entangled

state in arbitrary dimension[19]. Furthermore, SPA conjec-

ture has been discussed in[20] and it has been proved that

for any positive map(γ) there exists an entanglement break-

ing channel(φ) such that SPA of γ with the aid of φ is again

an entanglement breaking channel. They have also defined a

way for the construction of SPA-PT of positive map in con-

tinuous variable system. Further, in order to disprove SPA

conjecture, Ha and Kye[21] proposed a decomposable entan-

glement witness operator whose SPA is entangled and argued

that it is optimal. In[22] authors have shown both analytically

and numerically that this entanglement witness is not optimal

usind the method defined in [23].

To show the existence of nonlocality experimentally in

multipartite system is difficult. In this context, J. Tura et.al.

[24] have shown that it is possible to detect nonlocality in

multipartite systems using Bell inequalities with only two-

body correlators. In [25], authors have worked on detection

of Bell correlations with trusted collective measurements

through Bell correlation witnesses. These witnesses were

then tested experimentally in many body systems such as

Bose-Einstein condensate or thermal ensembles. The number

of particles sharing genuinely nonlocal correlations in a

multi-partite system has been studied in [26] and characterize

all Bell-like inequalities for a finite number of parties based

on symmetric two-body correlations. Moreover authors have

also provided witnesses that can be used in experiments to

reveal a Bell correlation depth k ≤ 6 for any number of parties.

Acin.et.al have shown that the set of density matrices

for three-qubits contains convex compact subsets of states

belonging to the separable, biseparable, W and GHZ classes,

respectively. These classes are successively embedded into

each other. All possible stochastic local operation and

classical communication(SLOCC) inequivalent classes have

been classified as one fully separable state, three biseparable

states and two genuine entangled states[27]. The detection

and classification problem for three-qubit system has been

studied by the construction of entanglement witnesses[28–31]

and through entanglement measures such as tangle[32].

Entanglement witnesses (EWs) constitute one of the most

important entanglement detectors in quantum systems.

Their complete characterization, in particular with respect

to the notion of optimality, is still missing, even in the

decomposable case. In [33], authors have shown that for any

qubit-qunit decomposable entanglement witness W, the three

statements are equivalent: (i) the set of product vectors obey-

ing 〈e, f |W |e, f〉 = 0 spans the corresponding Hilbert space,

(ii) W is optimal, (iii) W = QTB with Q denotes a positive

operator supported on a completely entangled subspace and

TB denotes the partial transposition with respect to subsystem

B. The characterization of entanglement depth for many body

system was studied in [34, 35]. The device independent

witnesses have been constructed to detect entanglement depth

[36].

Since the PPT criterion provides only a necessary condition

for the detection of three-qubit entangled system so this may

be a possible reason for not exploring it in detail. In this work,

we will use partial transposition operation to investigate the

problem of detection of a three-qubit entangled system. Then

we will study the SPA-PT map for the three-qubit system to

classify its different SLOCC inequivalent classes.

This paper is organized as follows: In Sec-II, we have re-

visited the partial transposition map and studied its effect in

the detection of three-qubit GHZ and W class of states. In

section-III, we introduce SPA-PT map for three-qubit system

and calculated different entries of the matrix of SPA-PT map.

In section-IV, we provide different criteria for the detection

and classification of any three-qubit system. In section-V, we

illustrate our criterion by examples.

II. STUDYING THE EFFECT OF PARTIAL

TRANSPOSITION OPERATION ON ONE OF THE QUBIT

OF A THREE-QUBIT SYSTEM

Here, we will study the effect of partial transposition oper-

ation on any one of the qubit of a three-qubit system shared

between Alice, Bob and Charlie. Let us assume that any three-

qubit state is described by the density operator ρABC . If the

entries of the three-qubit state ρABC represented by the 2× 2
block matrices then it is given by

ρABC =



A B C D
B∗ E F G
C∗ F ∗ H I
D∗ G∗ I∗ J


 (1)

where A,B,C,D,E,F ,G,H ,I ,J denote the 2× 2 block matri-

ces.

When the partial transposition operation acts on the first qubit

A of the state ρABC , the state transformed as

ρABC → ρTA

ABC ≡ [T ⊗ I ⊗ I](ρABC) (2)

The partial transposition with respect to the second and third

qubit respectively reduces the state ρABC to

ρABC → ρTB

ABC ≡ [I ⊗ T ⊗ I](ρABC) (3)

ρABC → ρTC

ABC ≡ [I ⊗ I ⊗ T ](ρABC) (4)

The partial transposed states ρTA

ABC , ρTB

ABC , ρTC

ABC can be ex-

pressed in terms of block matrices as

ρTA

ABC =



A B C∗ F ∗

B∗ E D∗ G∗

C D H I
F G I∗ J


 (5)

ρTB

ABC =



A B∗ C F
B E D G
C∗ D∗ H I∗

F ∗ G∗ I J


 (6)
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ρTC

ABC =



A∗ B∗ C∗ D∗

B E∗ F ∗ G∗

C F H∗ I∗

D G I J∗


 (7)

It is well known that the partial transposition criterion is nec-

essary and sufficient for 2 ⊗ 2 and 2 ⊗ 3 system while it is

only necessary condition for the system m⊗n, (m ≥ 2, n ≥
3, If m = 2 then n 6= 3) and for the multipartite sys-

tem also. We now consider the simplest tripartite system i.e.

2 ⊗ 2 ⊗ 2 quantum system to study its entanglement proper-

ties through partial transposition operation on any one of the

single qubit of the given three-qubit system.

(i) Let us choose a particular form of an arbitrary state lying

in GHZ-class, which is given by

|GHZ〉ABC = α|000〉ABC + β|111〉ABC , |α|2 + |β|2 = 1(8)

The density operator ρGHZ = |GHZ〉ABC〈GHZ| can be

expressed as

ρGHZ =



A1 B1 C1 D1

B∗
1 E1 F1 G1

C∗
1 F ∗

1 H1 I1
D∗

1 G∗
1 I∗1 J1


 (9)

where A1 =

(
|α|2 0
0 0

)
, D1 =

(
0 αβ∗

0 0

)
, J1 =

(
0 0
0 |β|2

)

and all other 2× 2 block matrices are null matrices.

If we apply partial transposition operation on the qubit A of

the state described by the density operator ρGHZ then the par-

tial transposed state ρTA

GHZ at the output can be obtained by

the prescription given in (5). The eigenvalues of ρTA

GHZ are

given by {0, 0, 0, 0, |α|2, |β|2, |α||β|,−|α||β|}. Thus, ρTA

GHZ

has one negative eigenvalue. The minimum eigenvalue of

ρTA

GHZ is given by

λmin(α, β) = −|α||β| (10)

Since the minimum eigenvalue of ρTA

GHZ is negative so the

state ρGHZ under investigation is an entangled state for all

non-zero values of the state parameter α and β. The most

negative eigenvalue is important for more than one reason,

which will be clear in the later stage.

The most negative eigenvalue can be obtained for |α| = 1√
2

and |β| = 1√
2

. Therefore, the minimum most eigenvalue of

ρTA

GHZ is given by

λ
ρ
TA

GHZ

min = −1

2
(11)

For the same value of α and β i.e. for |α| = 1√
2

and |β| = 1√
2

,

we can obtain the maximum value of tangle τ which is given

by τ = 1.

Proceeding in a similar way, we can obtain the minimum most

eigenvalue of ρTB

GHZ and ρTC

GHZ and they are given by

λ
ρ
TB

GHZ

min = λ
ρ
TC

GHZ

min = −1

2
(12)

Since the minimum most eigenvalue of the partial transposed

state with respect to the qubits A, B and C are same so we

denote it by λ
ρGHZ

min . Thus, we have λ
ρ
TA

GHZ

min = λ
ρ
TB

GHZ

min =

λ
ρ
TC

GHZ

min ≡ λ
ρGHZ

min .

(ii) Next, we will choose a particular form of an arbitrary state

belong to W -class, which is given by

|W 〉ABC = λ0|001〉ABC + λ1|010〉ABC + λ2|100〉ABC(13)

where the state parameters λi(i = 0, 1, 2) are real numbers

satisfying λ20 + λ21 +λ22 = 1. One may choose W -class states

with more terms also for detailed analysis but may face diffi-

culty in finding the analytical form of eigenvalues.

The density operator ρW can be expressed as

ρW =



A B C D
B∗ E F G
C∗ F ∗ H I
D∗ G∗ I∗ J


 (14)

where,

A =

(
0 0
0 λ20

)
, B =

(
0 0

λ0λ1 0

)
, C =

(
0 0

λ0λ2 0

)
,

E =

(
λ21 0
0 0

)
, F =

(
λ1λ2 0
0 0

)
, H =

(
λ22 0
0 0

)
, (15)

D, G, I, J are zero matrices.

The eigenvalues of ρTA

W can be calculated as {0, 0, 0, 0, λ20 +
λ21, λ

2
2, λ2

√
λ20 + λ21,−λ2

√
λ20 + λ21}. Thus, ρTA

W has one

negative eigenvalue irrespective of the sign of the real param-

eters λ0, λ1, λ2. The minimum eigenvalue of ρTA

W is given

by

λmin(λ0, λ1, λ2) = −|λ2|
√
λ20 + λ21

= −|λ2|
√
1− λ22 (16)

In this case also, we find that the minimum eigenvalue of ρTA

W

is negative so the state described by the density operator ρW
is an entangled state for all non-zero values of the state pa-

rameter λi(i = 0, 1, 2).
The most negative eigenvalue can be obtained for |λ2| = 7

10

and for any value of λ0 and λ1 satisfying λ20 + λ21 = 0.51.

Thus, the minimum most eigenvalue of ρTA

GHZ is given by

λ
ρ
TA

GHZ

min = −0.4999 (17)

Proceeding in a similar way, the eigenvalues of ρTB

W

and ρTC

W can be calculated as {0, 0, 0, 0, λ21, λ20 +

λ22, λ1
√
λ20 + λ22,−λ1

√
λ20 + λ22} and {0, 0, 0, 0, λ20, λ21 +

λ22, λ0
√
λ21 + λ22,−λ0

√
λ21 + λ22} respectively. Following

the same procedure, we can obtain the minimum most

eigenvalue of ρTB

W and ρTC

W respectively as

λ
ρ
TB

W

min = λ
ρ
TC

W

min = −0.4999 (18)
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Since the minimum most eigenvalue of the partial transposed

state with respect to the qubitsA,B andC are same so we can

denote it by λ
ρW

min. Thus, we have λ
ρ
TA

W

min = λ
ρ
TB

W

min = λ
ρ
TC

W

min =
λ
ρW

min.

III. STRUCTURAL PHYSICAL APPROXIMATION OF

PARTIAL TRANSPOSITION (SPA-PT) OF A SINGLE QUBIT

IN A THREE-QUBIT SYSTEM

Let us consider a map which may be defined as the convex

combination of the depolarizing map and the partial trans-

position map. We can mix the depolarizing map to the par-

tial transposition map in such a way that the resulting map is

completely positive. The newly constructed map can be con-

sidered as the approximation of partial transposition map and

termed as the structural physical approximation (SPA) of the

partial transposition (PT) with respect to the qubit A. It is de-

noted by ˜[T ⊗ I ⊗ I]. If we apply SPA-PT map on the qubit

A of the three-qubit state ρABC then the state transformed as

˜[T ⊗ I ⊗ I]ρABC ≡ ρ̃TA =
pA

8
(I ⊗ I ⊗ I) + (1− pA)×

[T ⊗ I ⊗ I](ρABC) (19)

where 0 ≤ pA ≤ 1.

In a similar way, SPA-PT with respect to the qubit B and C
respectively transformed the state ρABC as

˜[I ⊗ T ⊗ I]ρABC ≡ ρ̃TB =
pB

8
(I ⊗ I ⊗ I) + (1− pB)×

[I ⊗ T ⊗ I](ρABC) (20)

˜[I ⊗ I ⊗ T ]ρABC ≡ ρ̃TC =
pC

8
(I ⊗ I ⊗ I) + (1− pC)×

[I ⊗ I ⊗ T ]ρABC (21)

where 0 ≤ pB, pC ≤ 1.

A. When Structural Physical Approximation Map will be

Completely Positive?

Here we derive the condition for which the SPA-PT map

is completely positive. We deduce the condition by consider-

ing the approximation of partial transposition operation with

respect to the qubit A. In a similar fashion, one can deduce

the same condition by approximating the partial transposition

with respect to the other two qubits B and C respectively.

The SPA-PT map with respect to the qubit A is positive if

λmin(ρ̃TA) ≥ 0 holds. Therefore, using (19), we can write

the expression of minimum eigenvalue of the operator ρ̃TA as

λmin(ρ̃TA) = λmin[
pA

8
(I ⊗ I ⊗ I) + (1− pA)

×(T ⊗ I ⊗ I)ρABC ] (22)

Further, the R.H.S of (22) can be reduced using Weyl’s in-

equality as

λmin(ρ̃TA) ≥ pA

8
λmin(I ⊗ I ⊗ I) + (1 − pA)

×λmin[(T ⊗ I ⊗ I)ρABC ] (23)

If λmin[(T ⊗ I⊗ I)ρABC ] ≡ λmin(ρ
TA) ≥ 0, then the above

inequality (23) reduces to

λmin(ρ̃TA) ≥ pA

8
(24)

Now, our task is to find out the minimum value of pA for

which the operator ˜(T ⊗ I ⊗ I) will be completely positive.

Since the partial transposition operator is not a completely

positive operator so the induced map [(I⊗I⊗I)⊗(T⊗I⊗I)]
generate at least one negative eigenvalues. The most negative

eigenvalue generated when the induced map [(I ⊗ I ⊗ I) ⊗
(T⊗I⊗I)] is applying on the state [(I⊗I⊗I)⊗|GHZ〉ABC],
where |GHZ〉ABC = 1√

2
(|000〉+|111〉). Thus, if we suitably

choose the minimum value of pA for which the positive eigen-

values of the maximally mixed three-qubit state generated by

the depolarizing map dominate over the minimum most neg-

ative eigenvalue generated by the induced map then we can

make the operator ˜(T ⊗ I ⊗ I) completely positive. There-

fore, the map ˜(T ⊗ I ⊗ I) is completely positive and hence

physically implementable when

pA ≥ 4

5
(25)

In a similar way, it can be shown that if we take the partial

transposition with respect to system B and C then the SPA-

PT map will be completely positive when

pB ≥ 4

5
(26)

pC ≥ 4

5
(27)

B. Determination of the matrix elements of the density matrix

after SPA-PT operation

In this section, we study how the entries of the approximated

partial transposed density matrix denoted by ˜̺ABC is related

with the entries of the original matrix described by the den-

sity matrix ̺ABC . If we have an arbitrary three-qubit state

described by the density operator ̺ABC then after the appli-

cation of SPA-PT operation on it, the density matrix has been

changed and changes to ˜̺ABC . As a consequence, the ele-

ments of the matrix ˜̺ABC can be expressed in terms of the

matrix elements of ̺ABC . Thus, the determination of the ma-

trix elements of the density matrix ˜̺ABC is important because

the entanglement properties of ̺ABC can be studied using the
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matrix elements of ˜̺ABC . To start with, we consider an arbi-

trary three-qubit quantum state described by the density ma-

trix ̺ABC , which is given by

̺ABC =




t11 t12 t13 t14 t15 t16 t17 t18
t∗12 t22 t23 t24 t25 t26 t27 t28
t∗13 t∗23 t33 t34 t35 t36 t37 t38
t∗14 t∗24 t∗34 t44 t45 t46 t47 t48
t∗15 t∗25 t∗35 t∗45 t55 t56 t57 t58
t∗16 t∗26 t∗36 t∗46 t∗56 t66 t67 t68
t∗17 t∗27 t∗37 t∗47 t∗57 t∗67 t77 t78
t∗18 t∗28 t∗38 t∗48 t∗58 t∗68 t∗78 t88




,

8∑

i=1

tii = 1(28)

where (∗) denotes the complex conjugate.

The SPA-PT with respect to qubit A of a three-qubit

quantum state ̺ABC is given by

ρ̃TA = [
1

10
(I ⊗ I ⊗ I) +

1

5
(T ⊗ I ⊗ I)ρABC ] (29)

where T denotes the transposition operator acting on qubitA.

The matrix representation of ρ̃TA is given by

ρ̃TA =




t̃11 t̃12 t̃13 t̃14 t̃15 t̃16 t̃17 t̃18
t̃∗12 t̃22 t̃23 t̃24 t̃25 t̃26 t̃27 t̃28
t̃∗13 t̃∗23 t̃33 t̃34 t̃35 t̃36 t̃37 t̃38
t̃∗14 t̃∗24 t̃∗34 t̃44 t̃45 t̃46 t̃47 t̃48
t̃∗15 t̃∗25 t̃∗35 t̃∗45 t̃55 t̃56 t̃57 t̃58
t̃∗16 t̃∗26 t̃∗36 t̃∗46 t̃∗56 t̃66 t̃67 t̃68
t̃∗17 t̃∗27 t̃∗37 t̃∗47 t̃∗57 t̃∗67 t̃77 t̃78
t̃∗18 t̃∗28 t̃∗38 t̃∗48 t̃∗58 t̃∗68 t̃∗78 t̃88




,

8∑

i=1

t̃ii = 1(30)

where the entries of the density matrix ρ̃TA are given by,

t̃11 =
1

10
+
t11

5
, t̃12 =

t12

5
, t̃13 =

t13

5
, t̃14 =

t14

5

t̃15 =
t∗15
5
, t̃16 =

t∗25
5
, t̃17 =

t∗35
5
, t̃18 =

t∗45
5

t̃22 =
1

10
+
t22

5
, t̃23 =

t23

5
, t̃24 =

t24

5
, t̃25 =

t∗16
5

t̃26 =
t∗26
5
, t̃27 =

t∗36
5
, t̃28 =

t∗46
5
, t̃33 =

1

10
+
t33

5

t̃34 =
t34

5
, t̃35 =

t∗17
5
, t̃36 =

t∗27
5
, t̃37 =

t∗37
5

t̃38 =
t∗47
5
, t̃44 =

1

10
+
t44

5
, t̃45 =

t∗18
5
, t̃46 =

t∗28
5

t̃47 =
t∗38
5
, t̃48 =

t∗48
5
, t̃55 =

1

10
+
t55

5
, t̃56 =

t56

5

t̃57 =
t57

5
, t̃58 =

t58

5
, t̃66 =

1

10
+
t66

5
, t̃67 =

t67

5

t̃68 =
t68

5
, t̃77 =

1

10
+
t77

5
, t̃78 =

t78

5

t̃88 =
1

10
+
t88

5
(31)

Following the same procedure, one can determine the ma-

trix elements of the density matrix resulting from the ap-

plication of completely positive maps ˜[I ⊗ T ⊗ I]ρABC and

˜[I ⊗ I ⊗ T ]ρABC respectively.

In the next section, we will show that the minimum eigenvalue

of ρ̃TA , ρ̃TB and ρ̃TC is the entity that may detect whether the

given three-qubit state ̺ABC possesses the property of entan-

glement or not so it is very essential to extract the information

about the entries of the matrix ρ̃TA , ρ̃TB and ρ̃TC . Thus the

matrix elements given by (31) plays a vital role in detecting

the entanglement of three-qubit system when SPA-PT opera-

tion is performing with respect to the system A.

IV. NECESSARY CONDITION FOR THE SEPARABILITY

(EITHER IN THE FORM OF A FULL SEPARABILITY OR

BISEPARABILITY) OF A THREE-QUBIT STATE

In this section, we will derive the necessary condition for

the full separability and biseparability of a three-qubit state.

Thus, if any three-qubit state violating the necessary condition

then we can infer that the given three-qubit state is a genuine

entangled state.

To move forward in this direction, we consider any three-qubit

state shared between three distant parties Alice(A), Bob(B)
and Charlie(C) and ask whether the shared state is entan-

gled or not? To detect the entanglement in three-qubit system,

one may follow the partial transposition criterion and thus ap-

ply partial transposition operation on any one of the qubit of

the given three-qubit system. To overcome the difficulty of

the real implementation of partial transposition map in an ex-

periment, we approximate the partial transposition operation

by the method of structural physical approximation. We have

already shown in the previous section that the SPA-PT map

can serve as a completely positive map and thus can be imple-

mented in a real experimental set up, if we add sufficient pro-

portion of depolarizing map to the partial transposition map.

Now we are in a position to give the statement of a necessary

condition of the separability and biseparability of a three-qubit

state.

Theorem-1: If the state described by the density operator

ρABC denoting either a separable state of the formA−B−C
or a biseparable state of the form A −BC then the following

inequality is satisfied

λmin(ρ̃TA) ≥ 1

10
(32)

Proof: The required inequality (32) follows from (24) and

(25).

Theorem-2: If the state described by the density operator

ρABC denoting either a separable state of the formA−B−C
or a biseparable state of the form B − AC then the following

inequality is satisfied

λmin(ρ̃TB ) ≥ 1

10
(33)

Theorem-3: If the state described by the density operator

ρABC denoting either a separable state of the formA−B−C
or a biseparable state of the form C −AB then the following
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inequality is satisfied

λmin(ρ̃TC ) ≥ 1

10
(34)

Let us now provide few results that may help in de-

tecting the given three-qubit state ρABC as either a

separable state, biseparable state or a genuine en-

tangled state. To do this task, we assume that

λmin(ρ̃) = max{λmin(ρ̃TA), λmin(ρ̃TB ), λmin(ρ̃TC )}.

Result-1: If λmin(ρ̃) <
1
10 , then ρABC is a genuine entan-

gled state.

Result-2: If λmin(ρ̃TA) ≥ 1
10 and either λmin(ρ̃TB ) < 1

10

or λmin(ρ̃TC ) < 1
10 or both λmin(ρ̃TB ), λmin(ρ̃TC ) < 1

10
holds, then ρABC is biseparable in A−BC cut.

Result-3: If λmin(ρ̃TB ) ≥ 1
10 and either λmin(ρ̃TA) < 1

10

or λmin(ρ̃TC ) < 1
10 or both λmin(ρ̃TA), λmin(ρ̃TC ) < 1

10
holds, then ρABC is biseparable in B −AC cut.

Result-4: If λmin(ρ̃TC ) ≥ 1
10 and either λmin(ρ̃TA) < 1

10

or λmin(ρ̃TB ) < 1
10 or both λmin(ρ̃TA), λmin(ρ̃TB ) < 1

10
holds, then ρABC is biseparable in C −AB cut.

Result-5: If λmin(ρ̃TA) ≥ 1
10 , λmin(ρ̃TB ) ≥ 1

10 and

λmin(ρ̃TC ) ≥ 1
10 holds, then ρABC is a fully separable state.

V. A FEW EXAMPLES

In this section, we discuss about few examples of three-

qubit genuine entangled states and three-qubit biseparable

states that can be detected by the results given in the previ-

ous section.

A. Genuine Entangled States

Example-1: Let us consider the state |ψG1
〉 described by

the density operator ρG1
= |ψG1

〉〈ψG1
|, where |ψG1

〉 =
α|000〉 + β|111〉, |α|2 + |β|2 = 1. We now proceed to cal-

culate the minimum eigenvalue of ρ̃TA

G1
, ρ̃TB

G1
and ρ̃TC

G1
.

The eigenvalues are given by

λmin(ρ̃
TA

G1
) = λmin(ρ̃

TB

G1
) = λmin(ρ̃

TC

G1
) ≡ λmin(ρ̃G1

)

=
1− 2αβ

10
(35)

Thus, we can easily find that λmin(ρ̃G1
) < 1

10 when αβ > 0.

Applying Result-1, we can say that the state |ψG1
〉 represent

genuine entangled state when αβ > 0.

Example-2: Let us consider a pure three-qubit state which is

given by

|ψG2
〉 = 1√

5
[|000〉+ |100〉+ |101〉+ |110〉+ |111〉] (36)

TABLE I: Table varifying Result-I(i) for differnt values of the state

parameters

State parameter Minimum Minimum λmin(ρ̃G3
)

(λ0, λ1, λ2) eigenvalue of eigenvalue of

SPA-PT state w.r.t SPA-PT state w.r.t

qubit A and C qubit B

λmin(
˜
ρ
TA

G3
),λmin(

˜
ρ
TC

G3
) λmin(

˜
ρ
TB

G3
)

(0.7, 0.1, 0.707107) 0.00101 1.295 × 10−18 0.00101

(0.3,0.4,0.866) 0.048 0.0134 0.048

(0.7,0.3, 0.648) 0.0093 0.0013 0.0093

(0.1, 0.2, 0.9747) 0.0805 0.056 0.0805

(0.2, 0.4, 0.8944) 0.0642 0.02 0.0642

For the given state |ψG2
〉, we have

λmin( ˜|ψG2
〉TA〈ψG2

|) = 0.030718, λmin( ˜|ψG2
〉TB 〈ψG2

|) =
λmin( ˜|ψG2

〉TC 〈ψG2
|) = 0.0434315 (37)

Therefore, we find that λmin( ˜|ψG2
〉〈ψG2

|) =
max{0.030718, 0.0434315} = 0.0434315. Thus,

λmin( ˜|ψG2
〉〈ψG2

|) < 1
10 . Hence, the given state |ψG2

〉〈ψG2
|

is a genuine entangled state.

Example-3: Let us take another state defined by

ρG3
= |ψG3

〉〈ψG3
|, where |ψG3

〉 = λ0|000〉 + λ1|100〉 +
λ2|111〉, 0 ≤ λi ≤ 1,

∑2
i=0 λ

2
i = 1. For the given state

ρG3
, we can easily verify that for all values of λ0, λ1 and λ2

lying between 0 and 1, we have, λmin(ρ̃G3
) < 1

10 . Further,

we have calculated the values of λmin(ρ̃G3
) by taking some

values of λ0, λ1 and λ2 and those values are tabulated in the

Table-I for the verification of our result. Thus from Result-1,

the given state ρG3
is a genuine three-qubit entangled state.

Example-4 Consider the state defined by ρGHZ,W =
q|GHZ〉〈GHZ| + (1 − q)|W 〉〈W |, 0 ≤ q ≤ 1,

where |GHZ〉 = 1√
2
[|000〉 + |111〉] and |W 〉 =

1√
3
[|001〉 + |010〉 + |100〉]. For the given state described by

the density operator ρGHZ,W , the minimum eigenvalues are

given by

λmin(
˜ρTA

GHZ,W ) = λmin(
˜ρTB

GHZ,W ) = λmin(
˜ρTC

GHZ,W )

= min{Q1, Q2} (38)

where Q1 = 1
30 (4 − q −

√
1− 2q + 10q2), and

Q2 = 1
60 (6 + 3q −

√
32− 64q + 41q2). It can be eas-

ily seen that min{Q1, Q2} < 1
10 and thus, we have

λmin( ˜rhoGHZ,W ) < 1
10 . Hence from Result-1, We can say

that the given state ρGHZ,W is a genuine entangled state for

all q ∈ [0, 1].
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TABLE II: Table varifying Result-I(4) for differnt values of the state

parameters

State parameter Minimum Minimum λmin(ρ̃B2
)

(λ0, λ1, λ2) eigenvalue of eigenvalue of

SPA-PT state w.r.t SPA-PT state w.r.t

qubit A and B qubit C

λmin(
˜
ρ
TA

B2
),λmin(

˜
ρ
TB

B2
) λmin(

˜
ρ
TC

B2
)

(0.1, 0.4, 0.911) 0.0818 0.1 0.1

(0.2, 0.4, 0.8944) 0.0642 0.1 0.1

(0.6, 0.1, 0.7937) 0.00475 0.1 0.1

(0.5, 0.4, 0.7681) 0.0232 0.1 0.1

B. Biseparable states

Example-1: Consider the state defined by the density

matrix ρB1
= q|0〉〈0| ⊗ |φ+〉〈φ+| + (1 − q)|1〉〈1| ⊗

|φ−〉〈φ−|, 0 ≤ q ≤ 1, where |φ±〉 = 1√
2
[|00〉 ± |11〉]. For

the given state ρB1
, the minimum eigenvalues of the partial

transposed state are given by λmin(ρ̃
TA

B1
) = 1

10 , λmin(ρ̃
TB

B1
) =

λmin(ρ̃
TC

B1
) = min{ q

10 ,
1−q
10 }. When the state parameter q

satisfying the inequality 0 ≤ q ≤ 1, we observe that the mini-

mum eigenvalue satisfy

λmin(ρ̃
TA

B1
) =

1

10
, λmin(ρ̃

TB

B1
) = λmin(ρ̃

TC

B1
) <

1

10
(39)

Therefore, we can infer from Result-2 that the given state

ρB1
is biseparable in A−BC cut.

Example-2 Let us take a pure state, which is defined by

ρB2
= |ψ〉B2

〈ψ|, where |ψ〉B2
= λ0|001〉 + λ1|101〉 +

λ2|111〉,
∑2

i=0 λ
2
i = 1, 0 ≤ λi ≤ 1, (i = 0, 1, 2). We

find that for the given state described by the density opera-

tor ρB2
that for all values of λ0, λ1, λ2 ∈ [0, 1], we have,

λmin(ρ̃
TA

B2
) < 1

10 , λmin(ρ̃
TB

B2
) < 1

10 and λmin(ρ̃
TC

B2
) ≥ 1

10 .

We have constructed Table − II to clarify our result. Thus

using Result− 4, we can conclude that the given state ρB2
is

biseparable in AB − C cut.

C. Separable States

Example-1: Let us consider the state also known as Kye

state, which is defined by

ρS1
=

1

8 + 8a




4 + a 0 0 0 0 0 0 2

0 a 0 0 0 0 2 0

0 0 a 0 0 −2 0 0

0 0 0 a 2 0 0 0

0 0 0 2 a 0 0 0

0 0 −2 0 0 a 0 0

0 2 0 0 0 0 a 0

2 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 + a




(40)

For the given state ρS1
, we find that λmin(ρ̃

TA

S1
) =

λmin(ρ̃
TB

S1
) = λmin(ρ̃

TC

S1
) = 2+5a

40(1+a) . Thus,

λmin(ρ̃S1
) = 2+5a

40(1+a) . It has been found that for a ≥ 4,
2+5a

40(1+a) >
1
10 . Hence from Result-5, we conclude that the

given state ρS1
is fully separable for a ≥ 4.

Example-2: Consider another state defined by

ρS2
= (1 − α)|GHZ〉〈GHZ| + α

8 I8, 0 ≤ α ≤ 1,

where |GHZ〉 = 1√
2
[|000〉+ |111〉]. For the given state ρS2

,

the minimum eigenvalues of ρTA

S2
, ρTB

S2
and ρTC

S2
are given

by λmin(ρ̃
TA

S2
) = λmin(ρ̃

TB

S2
) = λmin(ρ̃

TC

S2
) = α+4

40 . Thus,

λmin(ρ̃S2
) = α+4

40 . For 0.8 < α ≤ 1, we can check that

λmin(ρ̃S2
) > 0.1. From Result-5, we can say that the given

state ρS2
is fully separable for the state parameter α satisfying

0.8 < α ≤ 1.

Example-3: Let us consider the state described by the density

operator ρS3
= q|ψ〉〈ψ| + (1 − q)|111〉〈111|, 0 ≤ q ≤ 1,

where |ψ〉 = 1√
2
[|001〉 + |101〉]. The minimum eigen-

values of the partial transposed states are given by

λmin(ρ̃
TA

S3
) = λmin(ρ̃

TB

S3
) = λmin(ρ̃

TC

S3
) = 1

10 . Thus,

λmin(ρ̃S3
) = 1

10 . Therefore, Result-5 tells us that ρS3
is a

fully separable state.

D. Genuine/Biseparable/Separable

Example-1 Let us consider the state defined by ρ1 =
q|000〉〈000| + (1 − q)|GHZ〉〈GHZ|, 0 ≤ q ≤ 1, where

|GHZ〉 = 1√
2
[|000〉+ |111〉]. For the given state ρ1, we find

that λmin(ρ̃
TA

1 ) = λmin(ρ̃
TB

1 ) = λmin(ρ̃
TC

1 ) = q
10 . Thus,

λmin(ρ̃1) =
q

10
, 0 ≤ q < 1

=
1

10
, q = 1 (41)

Hence, ρ1 is a genuine entangled state for 0 ≤ q < 1 and fully

separable state for q = 1 .
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Example-2: Let us consider a mixed state, which is a convex

combination ofGHZ , W and W̃ state and it is defined as[37]

ρ2 = q1|GHZ〉〈GHZ|+ q2|W 〉〈W |
+ (1− q1 − q2)|W̃ 〉〈W̃ |, 0 ≤ q1, q2 ≤ 1 (42)

where,

|GHZ〉 = 1√
2
[|000〉+ |111〉]

|W 〉 = 1√
3
[|001〉+ |010〉+ |100〉]

|W̃ 〉 = 1√
3
[|110〉+ |101〉+ |011〉] (43)

The minimum eigenvalue of SPA-PT of the state ρ2 is given

by λmin(ρ̃
TA

2 ) = λmin(ρ̃
TB

2 ) = λmin(ρ̃
TC

2 ) = 1
30 (4 − q1 −√

1− 2q1 + 10q21 − 4q2 + 4q1q2 + 4q22). If the state param-

eters q1 lying in the range 0.25 ≤ q1 ≤ 1 and q2 = 1−q1
n

,

where n denote a positive integer, then within this range of pa-

rameters, the minimum eigenvalues of ρ̃TA

2 , ρ̃TB

2 and ρ̃TC

2 sat-

isfying the inequality given by λmin(ρ̃
TA

2 ) = λmin(ρ̃
TB

2 ) =

λmin(ρ̃
TC

2 ) < 1
10 . Thus, applying Result-1, we find that ρ1 is

a genuine entangled state.

Now, our task is to classify two inequivalent classes of gen-

uine entangled state by considering different cases.

Case-I: If the state parameters q1 lying in the range 0.25 ≤
q1 ≤ 0.6269 and q2 = 1−q1

n
then it has been shown that the

three tangle of ρ2 is zero [37]. Therefore, we find a sub-region

in which not only three tangle of ρ2 vanishes but also the

state ρ2 is genuine entangled. Hence, we can conclude that

the state described by the density operator ρ2 represent a W
class of state when the state parameters q1 and q2 satisfying

0.25 ≤ q1 ≤ 0.629, q2 = 1−q1
n

.

Case-II: If the state parameters q1 lying in the range 0.6269 ≤
q1 ≤ 1 and q2 = 1−q1

n
then the three tangle of genuine entan-

gled state ρ2 is non-zero. Therefore, the state ρ2 represent a

GHZ class of state when the state parameters q1 and q2 satis-

fying 0.6269 < q1 ≤ 1, q2 = 1−q1
n

.

VI. CONCLUSION

To summarize, we have studied the effect of partial transpo-

sition operation on one qubit of a three-qubit system. We have

provided a matrix representation of three-qubit partially trans-

posed states, in terms of 2 × 2 block matrices, when partial

transposition operation is performed with respect to first qubit

or the second qubit or the third qubit. Then, we have studied

how SPA map can be performed on a three-qubit system and

explicitly claculated the matix elements of the matrix corre-

sponding to the SPA-PT of a three-qubit state. Later, we have

proposed different criterion for the classification of all possi-

ble SLOCC inequivalent classes of pure as well as mixed three

qubit states. Our criterion is based on the method of SPA-PT

map, which makes it experimentally realizable. Thus, using

our experimental-friendly criterion, one can classify all pos-

sible SLOCC inequivalent classes in a three-qubit system. In

the last section, we have supported our work with few exam-

ples.
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