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T he Q uantum Separability Problem for G aussian States
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D eterm ining whether a quantum state is separable or entangled is a problem of fundam ental

im portancein quantum inform ation science.Thisisa briefreview in which weconsidertheproblem

forstatesin in�nitedim ensionalHilbertspaces.W eshow how theproblem becom estractable fora

classofG aussian states.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Theconceptofentanglem entarosewith thequestionofcom pletenessofquantum theory[1].Nowadaysentanglem ent

isregarded asa fundam entalproperty ofcertain quantum statesand itappearsto bean im portantphysicalresource.

In som esense,entanglem entissynonym ousofinseparability becauseentangled states possesssom eglobalproperties

thatcannotbeexplained in term sofonly theparties(subsystem s)ofthesystem .Roughly speaking,entangled states

possess\strong" correlationsam ong partiesthatcannotbeexplained within any classicallocaltheory (becausethese

would im ply an instantaneousaction atdistance).Separable states m ay also exhibitcorrelationsam ong parties,but

these arepurely classicaland local,hence \weaker" than thoseunderlying entanglem ent.

Recently,theroleofentanglem entbecam e im portantand often necessary in m any di� erentcontextslikequantum

algorithm s,quantum com m unication protocols,quantum cryptography,etc.(seee.g.[2]).So,theproblem ofdeciding

whethera given quantum stateisseparableorentangled hasbecom eofupperm ostim portance.Thiscan becalled the

Quantum Separability Problem (Q SP).Essentially,itrepresentsan instanceofa com binatorialoptim ization problem s

called the W eak M em bership Problem [3].

Although thereexistsa num berofcharacterizationsofseparability,thereisstillno feasibleprocedureto solveQ SP

in itsgenerality (see e.g. [4]and referencestherein). Concerning itscom putationalcom plexity,Q SP isa \di� cult"

problem . In fact,Q SP has been proved to be NP-hard [5]. However,ifwe restrict ourselves to speci� c classes of

quantum states,there areexam plesin which Q SP can be e� ciently solved.Forinstance,thisisthe caseofstatesin

Hilbertspaceofdim ension 2 or3 [6]and certain � nite setsofstates[7].

In in� nite dim ensionalHilbert spaces,Gaussian states give rise to an im portant class ofstates for which Q SP

is \easy" (see e.g. [8,9]and the reference therein). In this paper,we review the form ulation ofQ SP for in� nite

dim ensionalHilbertspacesand we show how to tacklethe problem forthe classofG aussian states.

The paper is organized as follow. In Sec.II we review som e basic notions ofQ uantum Theory. In Sec. III we

form alize the Q SP.In Sec.IV we introduce the G aussian states. In Sec.V we develop a criterion forseparability of

G aussian states.Finally,som econclusionsaredrawn in Sec.VI.

II. B A SIC N O T IO N S O F Q U A N T U M T H EO R Y

In this section,we introduce som e term s and notions ofQ uantum M echanicsneeded to approach the paper. O f

course,the expertreaderm ay skip thissection.

In its standard form ulation,Q uantum Theory takes place in Hilbert spaces [10]. A Hilbert space H is a vector

space overthe � eld ofcom plex num bers C endowed with an inner product(which induces a norm ),that can have

� nite orin� nite dim ension. W e use the so-called Dirac notation fora vectorj i. Its dualis h j. Then,the inner
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productbetween two statesj iand j�ireadsh j�i2 C.The norm ofa vectorj iresultsk j ik =
p
h j i.The

following two postulate � x them athem aticalrepresentation ofquantum states:

Postulate II.1. The space ofstates ofa physicalsystem is a Hilbertspace. The states are described by unitnorm

vectorsin such Hilbertspace.

Postulate II.2. The space ofstatesofa com posite system isthe tensor productofHilbertspaces ofsubsystem s.

ThestructureofHilbertspacenaturally leads,when consideringcom positesystem s,totheconceptofentanglem ent.

In fact,thereexiststatesofthe wholesystem thatcannotbe factorized into statesofthe subsystem s.

Exam ple II.1. Letj i
1
;j ? i1 be two orthogonalstatesin H 1 and j�i2;j�? i2 be two orthogonalstatesin H 2.Then,

j i
1

 j�i

2
2 H 1
 H 2 aswellas(aj i1
 j�i

2
+ b j ? i1
 j�? i2)2 H 1
 H 2,with a;b2 C.The � rstcan be factorized

into statesofthe subsystem s;this isnotthe case for the second one.

It is fashinating that this seem ingly abstract m athem aticalnotion has a large im pact in the description ofthe

quantum m echanicalworld.

Theabovepostulatescan begeneralizedin term sofm ixtureofstates,fpj;j jig,wherepj denotesfortheprobability

forthe system to be in the statej ji.Thiscan be done by introducing the notion ofdensity operator:

D e�nition II.1. A density operator �̂ is a non-negative,self-adjoint,trace-one class operator which is also positive

sem i-de� nite (thatish ĵ�j i� 0 8j i2 H .

Thuswe can representthe m ixture fpj;j jig by the density operator �̂ =
P

j
pjj jih jj.

D e�nition II.2. A state �̂ ofa com posite bipartite system issaid to be separable i� itcan be written in the form

�̂ =
X

j

pj�̂
(1)

j

 �̂

(2)

j
; (1)

with non-negative pj’s such that
P

j
pj = 1,and where �̂

(1)

j ,�̂
(2)

j are density operators ofthe subsystem s;the state is

said to be entangled otherwise.

Thephysicalquantitiesofa system thatcan (in principle)be m easured arecalled observables.The nextpostulate

� xesthe m athem aticalrepresentation ofobservables:

Postulate II.3. To physicalobservables correspond self-adjointoperators. The possible m easurem entresults on the

observable O are the eigenvalues ofthe associated self-adjointoperator Ô .The expectation value ishÔ i� Tr(Ô �̂).

Restrictionson expectation valuesareim posed by the following fam ousprinciple:

P rinciple II.1 (T he U ncertainty P rinciple). Any two observables A and B in H m ustsatisfy,for allquantum

states,the following inequality:

h(� bA)2ih(� bB )2i�
1

4

�
�
�h[bA;bB ]i

�
�
�
2

; (2)

where � bO � bO � hbO iand [bA;bB ]� bA bB � bB bA isthe com m utator.

III. T H E Q U A N T U M SEPA R A B ILIT Y P R O B LEM

In thissection weintroducetheQ uantum Separability Problem .Letusconsideraquantum system with twoparties

associated to a HilbertspaceH 1 
 H 2
�= C

M 
 C
N .Noticethatsuch a Hilbertspaceisisom orphicto RM

2
N

2

and itis

endowed with theEuclidean innerproduct(X̂ ;Ŷ )� Tr(X̂ Ŷ )which inducesthecorrespondingnorm kX̂ k �

q

tr(X̂ 2)

and distance m easure kX̂ � Ŷ k. Let D � H 1 
 H 2 denote the set ofalldensity operators. The set ofbipartite

separablequantum states,S � D ,isde� ned astheconvex hulloftheseparablepurestatesfj i1h j
 j�i2h�jg where

j i1 (resp. j�i2) is a norm alized vector in C
M (resp. C

N ). An arbitrary density m atrix in D is param etrized by

M 2N 2 � 1 realvariables. Since we dealwith continuousquantities,in de� ning the separability problem we cannot

allow in� nite precision,so we need to introducea precision param eter� 2 R+ .

D e�nition III.1 (T he Q uantum Separability P roblem ). Given �̂ 2 D and a precision � asserteither �̂ is:
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� Separable:there existsa separable state �̂ such thatk�̂ � �̂k < 1

�

or

� Entangled:there existsan entangled state �̂ such thatk�̂ � �̂k<1
�
.

In thisform ulation,thisproblem isequivalentto an instanceofa com binatorialoptim ization problem called W eak

M em bership Problem [3]. In its com plete generality,Q SP has been shown to be NP-hard [5]. Thus,any devised

test for separability is likely to require a num ber ofcom putationalsteps that increases very quickly with M and

N . ForM N � 6 the positivity underPartialTranspose (see the nextsection)representsa necessary and su� cient

test [6]. O therwise,there only exist su� cient ‘one-sided’tests for separability. In these tests,the output ofsom e

polynom ial-tim ecom putablefunction of�̂ can indicatethatthisiscertainly entangled orcertainly separable,butnot

both (see e.g.[4]and referencetherein).

IV . G A U SSIA N STA T ES

In this section we introduce G aussian states. Let us now m ove to M ;N ! 1 , thus considering two in� nite

dim ensionalHilbertspacesH 1 and H 2. In such spaceswe can introduce continuousspectrum self-adjointoperators

corresponding to canonicalposition and m om entum variables[10].Letusarrangethem into four-dim ensionalcolum n

vectors

v̂
T = (̂q1;p̂1;q̂2;p̂2); z

T = (x1;y1;x2;y2):

The operatorsin v̂ obey com m utation relations[10]thattakethe com pactform

[̂v� ;̂v�]= i
�� ; �;� = 1;2;3;4; (3)

with


 =

�
J 0

0 J

�

; J =

�
0 1

� 1 0

�

: (4)

There is a one-to-one correspondence between density operators and c-num ber W igner distribution functions in

phasespace[11],the spaceofvariablesz,i.e.R4,in thiscase.

D e�nition IV .1. For a given density operator �̂ in H 1 and H 2 the corresponding W igner function is de� ned as

follows[18]

W (z):= Tr

�

�̂T̂(z)

�

; (5)

where

T̂(z):=
1

(2�)4

Z

d
4
z
0 exp

h

iz
0T
� (̂v � z)

i

: (6)

In turn,itresults

�̂ =

Z

d
4
zW (z)T̂(z): (7)

A density operator �̂ has� nite second orderm om entsifTr(̂�q̂2j)< 1 and Tr(̂�p̂2j)< 1 forallj. In thiscase we

can de� ne the vectorm ean m as

m :=Tr(̂�v̂)

=

Z

d
4
zzW (z); (8)

and the realsym m etriccorrelation m atrix V as

V�� :=
1

2
hf� v̂�;� v̂�gi; �;� = 1;2;3;4; (9)
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wheref� v̂�;� v̂�g� � v̂�� v̂� + � v̂�� v̂� isthe anticom m utator.Itresults

V�� := Tr

�

�̂
1

2
f� v̂�;� v̂�g

�

=

Z

d
4
z(z� m )� (z� m )� W (z): (10)

A given V isthe correlation m atrix a physicalstatei� itsatis� es

K � V +
i

2

 � 0; (11)

asconsequence ofthe Uncertainty Principle 2 and com m utation relation (3). The correlation m atrix form sa 4� 4

m atrix thattransform sasan irreducible second rank tensorunderthe linearcanonical(sym plectic)transform ations

and has4 invariants.Ifwewrite the correlation m atrix in the block form

V =

�
A C

C T B

�

; (12)

the invariants are detA,detB ,detC and Tr(AJC JB JC T J). The condition (11) im plies A � 1=4 and B � 1=4.

M oreover,Eq.(11)can be read as

detA detB � Tr(AJC JB JC T
J)�

1

4
(detA + detB )+

�
1

4
� detC

� 2

� 0: (13)

Itisalso worth rem arking thatany correlation m atrix can be broughtinto the standard form

V =

0

B
@

a c

a d

c b

d b

1

C
A ; (14)

with a;b;c;d 2 R,by e� ecting suitable localcanonicaltransform ationscorresponding to som e elem entofSp(2;R)�

Sp(2;R)� Sp(4;R).Now weareready to givethe de� nition ofG aussian state:

D e�nition IV .2. A state �̂ iscalled G aussian ifitsW igner function takesthe form

W (z)=
1

4�2
p
detV

exp

�

�
1

2
(z� m )T V �1 (z� m )

�

; (15)

with m a real4-vectorand V a realsym m etric 4� 4 -m atrix.

O necan show thatm isindeed them ean and V isthecorrelation m atrix.Thesede� netheG aussian stateuniquely.

In whatfollows,we sim ply considerthe case m = 0,because m can be easily rem oved by som e localdisplacem ent

and thushasno in
 uence on the separability orinseparability ofthe state.

V . A SEPA R A B ILIT Y C R IT ER IO N FO R G A U SSIA N STA T ES

In this section,we describe how to solve Q SP for G aussian states. Let us consider a separable state �̂sep ofthe

form (1)in the Hilbertspace H 1 
 H 2. Letuschoose a generic couple ofobservablesforeach subsystem ,say r̂j;̂sj
on H j (j= 1;2),with

Ĉj = i[̂rj;̂sj]; j= 1;2: (16)

Then,weintroducethe following observableson H 1 
 H 2:

û = a1r̂1 + a2r̂2 ;

v̂ = b1ŝ1 + b2ŝ2 ; (17)

with aj;bj 2 R.From the the Uncertainty Principle2,itfollowsthatevery state �̂ on H 1 
 H 2 m ustsatisfy

h(� û)2ih(� v̂)2i�
ja1b1hĈ1i+ a2b2hĈ2ij

2

4
: (18)

However,forseparablestates,a strongerbound exists.W ehavein factthefollowing theorem [12]:
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T heorem V .1. For any separable state the following im plication holds:

�̂sep =) h(� û)2ih(� v̂)2i� W
2
; (19)

where

W =
1

2

�
ja1b1jW 1 + ja2b2jW 2

�
; (20)

with

W j �
X

k

pk jhĈjikj; j= 1;2; (21)

being hĈjik � Tr[Ĉj�̂
(j)

k
].

The theorem can be proved with the help ofa fam ily oflinearinequalities

�h(� û)2i+ �h(� v̂)2i� 2
p
�� W ; �;� 2 R + ; (22)

which m ust be always satis� ed by separable states. The convolution of such relations gives the condition (19),

representableby a region in the h(� û)2i,h(� v̂)2iplanedelim ited by an hyperbola.

Notice that,since

W j =
X

k

pkjhĈjikj�

�
�
�
�
�

X

k

pkhĈjik

�
�
�
�
�
= jhĈjij; (23)

the following inequalitieshold

W �
1

2

�
ja1b1jjhĈ1ij+ ja2b2jjhĈ2ij

�

�
1

2

�
ja1b1 hĈ1i+ a2b2 hĈ2ij

�
: (24)

In particular,Eq. (24)tellsusthatthe bound (19)forseparable statesism uch strongerthan Eq. (18)forgeneric

states.M oreover,Eq.(24)givesusa sim ple separability criterion.In fact,while W isnoteasy to evaluate directly,

as it depends on the type ofconvex decom position (1) that one is considering,the right hand side ofEq. (24) is

easily m easurable,asitdependson the expectation value ofthe observables Ĉj. Then,we can claim thatEq.(19)is

a necessary criterion forseparability,i.e.

h(� û)2ih(� v̂)2i< W
2 =) �̂ entangled: (25)

Exam ple V .1. An im portantsim pli� cation applies when the observableĈj is proportionalto the identity operator,

e.g. r̂j � q̂j and ŝj � p̂j.In such a case,Eq.(18) reducesto

h(� û)2ih(� v̂)2i�
1

4
; (26)

while Eq.(19) reducesto

h(� û)2ih(� v̂)2i� 1; (27)

Letusnow considerthe casein which r̂j,ŝj arelinearcom binationsofcanonicalobservables q̂j and p̂j,i.e.

r̂1 � q̂1 +
a3

a1
p̂1 ŝ1 � p̂1 +

b3

b1
q̂1

r̂2 � q̂2 +
a4

a2
p̂2 ŝ2 � p̂2 +

b4

b2
q̂2 ; (28)

wherea3;a4;b3,b4 2 R aregenericrealparam eters.Then Eq.(19),taking into accountEq.(3),becom es

h(� u)2ih(� v)2i�
1

4

�
ja1b1 � a3b3j+ ja2b2 � a4b4j

�2
; (29)
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thatshould be com pared with

h(� u)2i+ h(� v)2i� ja1b1 � a3b3j+ ja2b2 � a4b4j: (30)

Itiseasy to verify that,given aj;bj (j = 1;:::;4),the \productcondition" (29)im pliesthe \sum condition" (30).

However,ifwe require Eqs. (29)and (30)to be veri� ed forallpossible valuesofthe coe� cientsaj;bj,the two are

equivalentsinceitispossibleto re-obtain onefrom anotherusing a convolution trick,liketheused with Eqs.(19)and

(22)(theone-to-onecorrespondencebetween quadraticand lineartestsunderallcircum stanceshasbeen also pointed

outin Ref.[13]).

Itturnsoutthatthe restriction

h(� u)2i+ h(� v)2i� ja1b1 � a3b3j+ ja2b2 � a4b4j; 8aj;bj 2 R; (31)

isnecessary and su� cientforseparability ofG aussian states[14,15].

However,solving Q SP by testing the condition (31) would be hard from a com plexity point ofview,due to the

presenceofthe universalquanti� eratrighthand side.

Nevertheless,the condition (31) can be rephrased in a sim pler way. First notice that the uncertainty relation

satis� ed by all(separableand inseparable)states

h(� u)2ih(� v)2i�
1

4
ja1b1 � a3b3 + a2b2 � a4b4j

2
; (32)

and corresponding to û and v̂ form ed from Eq.(19),isequivalentto

h(� u)2i+ h(� v)2i� ja1b1 � a3b3 + a2b2 � a4b4j; (33)

asm uch aslikeEqs.(29)and (30).

Then,whatisthe relation between conditions(30)and (33)?

They aresim ply related by the partialtranspose transform

P T : v̂ �! � v̂; � = diag(1;1;1;� 1): (34)

Thisoperation invertsp̂2,leaving q̂1,p̂1,and q̂2 unchanged[19].In fact,separablestatessatis� estheusualuncertainty

relation (33)and the analogousoneobtained underpartialtranspose;thusthese satisfy the condition (30).

O n theotherhand,thetransform ation (34)changesthecorrelation m atrix asV ! ~V = � V � .Hence,thecom pact

uncertainty relation (11)becom es

~V +
i

2

 � 0: (35)

Expressed in term s ofinvariants,the condition (35)for ~V takesa form identicalto (13). The signature in frontof

detC in the second term on the lefthand sideischanged.Thus,ifwewrite

f(V ):= detA detB +

�
1

4
� jdetC j

� 2

� tr(AJC JB JC T
J)�

1

4
(detA + detB ); (36)

the requirem ent that the correlation m atrix ofa separable state has to obey (35),in addition to the fundam ental

uncertainty principle(11),can be stated asfollow

T heorem V .2. A bipartite Gaussian state isseparable i� f(V )� 0.

Thenecessity followsfrom theorem V.1.Thesu� ciency followsfrom thefactthatG aussian stateswith correlation

m atrix having detC � 0 areseparable[14].

The statem entV.2 isequivalentto the condition (31),butm uch m oree� ective to be used.

G iven the standard form (14)ofthecorrelation m atrix V wecan considerthespaceofallpossibleG aussian states

as isom orphic to R4,while the set ofphysicalstates is a subspace G � R
4 de� ned through (11). Furtherm ore,the

equation f(V )= 0 reads

f(V )= 4(ab� c
2)(ab� d

2)� (a2 + b
2)� 2jcdj�

1

4
= 0: (37)
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The equation de� nes the surface S ofthe subset S � G ofseparable states. Then,by sim ply evaluating f we can

say whether a given state (point in G) is within S (hence separable) or not (hence entangled). This is an easy

com putationaltask thatcan be e� ciently accom plished. In reality,taking into accounta � nite accuracy �,we can

only say thatthe stateisalm ostseparable(resp.alm ostentangled)within �.Nevertheless,ifwewantto assertthat

the state isstrictly separable(resp.strictly entangled),we haveto be sure thatthe distance ofthe state �̂ from the

surfaceS isgreaterthan 1=�.Thatis

m in
�̂02S

k�̂ � �̂
0
k >

1

�
: (38)

According to Sec.III,the distance between two statesis considered ask�̂ � �̂0k �
p
Tr[(̂� � �̂0)2]and for G aussian

statesthiscan be expressed through W ignerfunctions(hence correlation m atrices)as

k�̂ � �̂
0
k=

Z

d
4
z[W (z)� W

0(z)]
2
: (39)

Such atask can bee� ciently accom plished with theaid ofgeom etricalargum entsand sim plealgorithm s.Forinstance,

a software package that e� ciently � nd allhyperplanes tangent to the surface S,from which evaluate the l.h.s. of

Eq(38),isalready available[16].

V I. C O N C LU SIO N S

Sum m arizing,we have given a briefreview ofQ SP for G aussian states oftwo parties. The problem has been

approached by developing teststhatinvolvevariancesto arriveatan e� cientsolution based on the invariance(pos-

itivity) ofonly separable states under partialtranspose. Notice that this argum ent can be further generalized to

partialscaling transform sto which partialtransposebelongs.In fact,whileK and V arealwaysinvariantunderlin-

earcanonicaltransform ations,they arenotinvariantunderscalechangeson the v̂ thatarenotcontained in Sp(4;R).

In particularunderpartialscaling K isnotnecessarily positive de� nite [17].These argum entscould be extended to

m ultipartite system s,with e.g. N degreesoffreedom . Starting from the uncertainty relation K � V + i

2

 � 0,we

can perform an arbitrary scaling described by the realvectorx = (x1;x2;:::x2N )and then com pute

K
x = V

x +
i

2

 ; V

x = �xV �x; (40)

with �x � diag(x1;x2;:::x2N ). The 2N realquantities x param eterize the Abelian scaling sem igroup with the

requirem entthat

jx1x2j� 1;jx3x4j� 1;:::;jx2N �1 x2N j� 1: (41)

The necessary condition forthe separability ofthe stateis

K
x

� 0; 8x: (42)

Notice,however,thatform ultipartite system sbesidesseparability (resp.inseparability)there can be the possibility

ofpartialseparability (resp.partialinseparability),e.g.separability ofa subsystem with respectto theotherswhich

in turnsare entangled [9]. Hence Q SP becom esm uch m ore subtle and even forG aussian statesitisnotcom pletely

understood.
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