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1 Introduction

The recentprogressofquantum inform ation theory including quantum com puter,quan-

tum cryptgraphy and quantum teleportation is m arvelous enough. The coherence and

entanglem entplay an essentialrolein quantum inform ation theory.Seethepapersin [1]

or[4].

In [2]Bellconsidered the so{called Bellstatesto testthe EPR problem (\paradox")

and proposed the fam ousinequality,see [3]or[4]. The Bellstatesare typicalexam ples

ofthe entanglem ent. Interestingly enough they have been used in the �eld ofquantum

teleportation. They are in the case ofspin 1=2. Ofcourse we can consider states with

generalspin j.W ecallthem generalized Bellstates.

On theotherhand coherentstatesarefundam entaltoolsin quantum opticsand they

areofcourseentangled.See[5].Coherentstates(generalized coherentstates)arerelated

with unitary representations ofcom pact or non{com pact Lie groups such as U(n) or

U(n � 1;1),see[6].

W hatisa relation between coherentstatesand Bellstatesorgeneralized Bellstates

? W e would like to constructa m athem aticaltheory between them . In [7]Fivelde�ned

thegeneralized Bellstatesastheintegraloftensorproductofgeneralized coherentstate

and its\twisted" one.W erede�neFivel’soneto bem orecalculableand perform several

integrals.Then werecovertheBellstatesand,m oreover,getBellstateswith generalspin

and m ore.In a certain sensethestatesofFivelareovercom pleteexpression ofBellstates

orgeneralized Bellstates.

Bytheway wearenow developpingHolonom icQuantum Com putation,[14]{[21].One

ofouraim ofthisstudy isto apply theidea ofgeneralized Bellstatesto it.Butwehave

a trouble. The Fivel’sstatesare notde�ned forcoherentstatesbased on non{com pact

Lie group such asU(n � 1;1). Thispointisunsatisfactory to us. Therefore we need to

extend ourm ethod m orewidely.
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2 R eview on G eneralT heory

W e m ake a review of[7]within ournecessity. LetG be a com pactlinearLie group (for

exam ple G = U(n))and considera coherentrepresentation ofG whose param eterspace

is a com pact com plex m anifold S = G=H ,where H is a subgroup ofG. For exam ple

G = U(n) and H = U(k)� U(n � k),then S = U(n)=U(k)� U(n � k) �= G k(C
n),

a com plex Grassm ann m anifold. See in detail[6]or [10]. Let Z be a localcoordinate

and jZi a generalized coherent state in som e representation space V (�= C K for som e

big K 2 N ). Then we have from the de�nition the m easure d�(Z;Z y)thatsatis�esthe

resolution ofunity

Z

S

d�(Z;Z y)jZihZj= 1V and

Z

S

d�(Z;Z y)= dim V : (1)

Next we de�ne an anti-autom orphism [ : S �! S. W e callZ �! Z [ an anti-

autom orphism ifand only if

(i) Z �! Z
[ inducesan autom orphism ofS; (2)

(ii) [isan anti-m ap,nam ely hZ
[
jW

[
i= hW jZi: (3)

Now letusde�nethegeneralized Bellstate[7]:

D e�nition (Fivel)Thegeneralized Bellstateisde�ned as

jjB ii=
1

p
dim V

Z

S

d�(Z;Z y)jZi
 jZ
[
i: (4)

Then wehave

hhB jjB ii=
1

dim V

Z

S

Z

S

d�(Z;Z y)d�(W ;W y)(hZj
 hZ
[
j)(jW i
 jW

[
i)

=
1

dim V

Z

S

Z

S

d�(Z;Z y)d�(W ;W y)hZjW ihZ
[
jW

[
i

=
1

dim V

Z

S

Z

S

d�(Z;Z y)d�(W ;W y)hZjW ihW jZi

=
1

dim V

Z

S

d�(Z;Z y)hZjZi=
1

dim V

Z

S

d�(Z;Z y)= 1;

wherewehaveused (1)and (3).
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ThereforewecangetseveralgeneralizedBellstatesaschoosingseveralanti-autom orphism s.

In thenextsection wewillshow thatthesestatesjustcoincidewith thefam ousBellstates

[2]in thecaseofspin 1

2
:

1
p
2
(j0i
 j0i+ j1i
 j1i);

1
p
2
(j0i
 j0i� j1i
 j1i);

1
p
2
(j0i
 j1i+ j1i
 j0i);

1
p
2
(j0i
 j1i� j1i
 j0i): (5)

Nextwe m ake a review ofcom plex projective spaces,[11],[9]and [12]. ForN 2 N

the com plex projective space C P N is de�ned as follows : For �,� 2 CN + 1 � f0g �

isequivalent to � (� � �)ifand only if� = � � forsom e � 2 C � f0g. W e show its

equivalencerelation classas[�]and setC PN � C N + 1� f0g=�.W hen � = (�0;�1;� � � ;�N )

we write usually as[�]= [�0 :�1 :� � � :�N ].Then itiswell{known thatC P N hasN + 1

localcharts,nam ely

C P
N =

N[

j= 0

Uj ; Uj = f[�0 :� � � :�j :� � � :�N ]j�j 6= 0g: (6)

Since

(�0;� � � ;�j;� � � ;�N )= �j

 
�0

�j
;� � � ;

�j� 1

�j
;1;

�j+ 1

�j
;� � � ;

�N

�j

!

;

wehavethelocalcoordinateon Uj

 
�0

�j
;� � � ;

�j� 1

�j
;
�j+ 1

�j
;� � � ;

�N

�j

!

: (7)

Butthe above de�nition ofC P N isnothandy,so we use the well{known expression

by projections

C P
N �= G 1(C

N + 1)= fP 2 M (N + 1;C )jP 2 = P;P
y = P and trP = 1g (8)

and thiscorrespondence

[�0 :�1 :� � � :�N ]( )
1

j�0j
2
+ j�1j

2
+ � � � + j�N j

2

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

j�0j
2

�0
��1 � � �0

��N

�1
��0 j�1j

2
� � �1

��N

� � �

� � �

�N
��0 �N

��1 � � j�N j
2

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

� P : (9)
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Ifweset

j�i=
1

q
P

N
j= 0j�jj

2

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

�0

�1

�

�

�N

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

; (10)

then wecan writetherighthand sideof(9)as

P = j�ih�j and h�j�i= 1: (11)

Forexam pleon U1

(z1;z2;� � � ;zN )=

 
�1

�0
;
�2

�0
;� � � ;

�N

�0

!

;

wehave

P(z1;� � � ;zN )=
1

1+
P N

j= 1jzjj
2

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

1 �z1 � � �zN

z1 jz1j
2

� � z1�zN

� � �

� � �

zN zN �z1 � � jzN j
2

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

= j(z1;z2;� � � ;zN )ih(z1;z2;� � � ;zN )j; (12)

where

j(z1;z2;� � � ;zN )i=
1

q

1+
P N

j= 1jzjj
2

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

1

z1

�

�

zN

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

: (13)

Forthelatteruseletusgivea m oredetaildescription forthecasesN = 1 and 2.

(a)N = 1 :

P(z)=
1

1+ jzj
2

0

B
@

1 �z

z jzj
2

1

C
A = jzihzj;
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wherejzi=
1

q

1+ jzj
2

0

B
@

1

z

1

C
A ; z=

�1

�0
; on U1 ; (14)

P(w)=
1

jwj
2
+ 1

0

B
@

jwj
2

w

�w 1

1

C
A = jwihwj;

wherejwi=
1

q

jwj
2
+ 1

0

B
@

w

1

1

C
A ; w =

�0

�1
; on U2 : (15)

(b)N = 2 :

P(z1;z2)=
1

1+ jz1j
2
+ jz2j

2

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

1 �z1 �z2

z1 jz1j
2

z1�z2

z2 z2�z1 jz2j
2

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

= j(z1;z2)ih(z1;z2)j;

where j(z1;z2)i=
1

q

1+ jz1j
2
+ jz2j

2

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

1

z1

z2

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

; (z1;z2)=

 
�1

�0
;
�2

�0

!

on U1 ; (16)

P(w1;w2)=
1

jw1j
2
+ 1+ jw2j

2

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

jw1j
2

w1 w1 �w2

�w1 1 �w2

w2 �w1 w2 jw2j
2

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

= j(w1;w2)ih(w1;w2)j;

where j(w1;w2)i=
1

q

jw1j
2
+ 1+ jw2j

2

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

w1

1

w2

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

; (w1;w2)=

 
�0

�1
;
�2

�1

!

on U2 ;(17)

P(v1;v2)=
1

jv1j
2
+ jv2j

2
+ 1

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

jv1j
2

v1�v2 v1

v2�v1 jv2j
2

v2

�v1 �v2 1

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

= j(v1;v2)ih(v1;v2)j;

where j(v1;v2)i=
1

q

jv1j
2
+ jv2j

2
+ 1

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

v1

v2

1

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

; (v1;v2)=

 
�0

�2
;
�1

�2

!

on U3 :(18)
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3 B ellStates R evisited

In this section we show that (4) coinsides with the Bellstates (5) by choosing anti-

autom orphism [suitably.

First letus recallthe spin j{representation ofLie algebra su(2)from [8]. This is a

coherentrepresentation ofsu(2)based on com plex m anifold C P 1 in ourterm inology.The

algebra offJ+ ;J� ;J3g reads

[J3;J+ ]= J+ ;[J3;J� ]= �J� ;[J+ ;J� ]= 2J3 ; (19)

whereJ� = 1

2
(J1� iJ2)and actionsoffJ+ ;J� ;J3g on arepresentation spaceV (�= C 2j+ 1)

J+ jj;m i=
q

(j� m )(j+ m + 1)jj;m + 1i;J� jj;m i=
q

(j� m + 1)(j+ m )jj;m � 1i;

J3jj;m i= m jj;m i; (20)

where�j� m � j.W enote

1j =

jX

m = � j

jj;m ihj;m j and hj;m jj;ni= �m n: (21)

Then thecoherentstatejzi(z 2 C � C P 1)isde�ned as

jzi=
1

�

1+ jzj
2
�j

2jX

k= 0

q

2jCkz
k
jj;�j+ ki (22)

and thissatis�estheresolution ofunity (1)

Z

C

d�(z;�z)jzihzj=

jX

m = � j

jj;m ihj;m j= 1j and

Z

C

d�(z;�z)= 2j+ 1 ; (23)

wherethem easured�(z;�z)is

d�(z;�z)=
2j+ 1

�

[d2z]

(1+ jzj
2
)2
: (24)

W e note that this m easure is invariant under the transform z �! 1=z,so this one is

de�ned on C P 1 notC .In thefollowing wesetforsim plicity

jj;�j+ ki= jki for 0� k � 2j : (25)
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Forexam ple j1
2
;� 1

2
i= j0iand j1

2
;1
2
i= j1iin thecaseofspin 1

2
.In thiscaseweconsider

thefollowing fouranti-autom orphism s(2)and (3):

(1) z
[ = �z (2) z

[ = � �z (3) z
[ =

1

�z
(4) z

[ =
�1

�z
: (26)

Then itiseasy to seefrom (14)and (15)

Lem m a 1

(1) jz
[
i= j�zi=

1
q

1+ jzj
2
(j0i+ �zj1i); (27)

(2) jz
[
i= j� �zi=

1
q

1+ jzj
2
(j0i� �zj1i); (28)

(3) jz
[
i= j1=�zi=

1
q

1+ jzj
2
(�zj0i+ j1i); (29)

(4) jz
[
i= j�1=�zi=

1
q

1+ jzj
2
(�zj0i� j1i): (30)

Herewehaveidenti�ed j0i=
�
1

0

�

and j1i=
�
0

1

�

.Then m aking useofelem entary facts

2

�

Z

C

[d2z]

(1+ jzj
2
)2

1

1+ jzj
2
=
2

�

Z

C

[d2z]

(1+ jzj
2
)2

jzj
2

1+ jzj
2
= 1;

2

�

Z

C

[d2z]

(1+ jzj
2
)2

z

1+ jzj
2
=
2

�

Z

C

[d2z]

(1+ jzj
2
)2

�z

1+ jzj
2
= 0;

wehaveeasily

Proposition 2

(1) jjB ii=
1
p
2

Z

C

d�(z;�z)jzi
 j�zi=
1
p
2
(j0i
 j0i+ j1i
 j1i); (31)

(2) jjB ii=
1
p
2

Z

C

d�(z;�z)jzi
 j� �zi=
1
p
2
(j0i
 j0i� j1i
 j1i); (32)

(3) jjB ii=
1
p
2

Z

C

d�(z;�z)jzi
 j1=�zi=
1
p
2
(j0i
 j1i+ j1i
 j0i); (33)

(4) jjB ii=
1
p
2

Z

C

d�(z;�z)jzi
 j�1=�zi=
1
p
2
(j0i
 j1i� j1i
 j0i); (34)

where d�(z;�z)= 2

�

[d2z]

(1+ jzj
2
)2
. W e note thatourcalculation isbased on the following two

m atrices:

�3 =

0

B
@

1

�1

1

C
A ; �1 =

0

B
@

1

1

1

C
A : (35)
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W e justrecovered the Bellstates(5)!! The authordoesnotknow whetherthisresult

hasbeen known ornot.

Sinceweconsiderthecaseofspin j,wewritejzias

jzi
j
=

1
�

1+ jzj
2
�j

2jX

k= 0

q

2jCkz
k
jki (36)

to em phasize the dependence ofspin j. From Proposition 2 itisvery naturalto de�ne

Bellstateswith spin j asfollowsbecausetheparam eterspaceisthesam eC P 1 :

D e�nition 3 (Bellstateswith spin j)

(1) jjB ii=
1

p
2j+ 1

Z

C

d�(z;�z)jzi
j

 j�zi

j
; (37)

(2) jjB ii=
1

p
2j+ 1

Z

C

d�(z;�z)jzi
j

 j� �zi

j
; (38)

(3) jjB ii=
1

p
2j+ 1

Z

C

d�(z;�z)jzi
j

 j1=�zi

j
; (39)

(4) jjB ii=
1

p
2j+ 1

Z

C

d�(z;�z)jzi
j

 j�1=�zi

j
; (40)

where d�(z;�z)=
2j+ 1

�

[d2z]

(1+ jzj
2
)2
.Letuscalculatej�zi

j
,j� �zi

j
,j1=�zi

j
and j�1=�zi

j
.Itiseasy

to see

Lem m a 4

(1) j�zi
j
=

1
�

1+ jzj
2
�j

2jX

k= 0

q

2jCk�z
k
jki; (41)

(2) j� �zi
j
=

1
�

1+ jzj
2
�j

2jX

k= 0

q

2jCk(�1)
k�zkjki; (42)

(3) j1=�zi
j
=

1
�

1+ jzj
2
�j

2jX

k= 0

q

2jCk�z
k
j2j� ki; (43)

(4) j�1=�zi
j
=

1
�

1+ jzj
2
�j

2jX

k= 0

q

2jCk(�1)
k�zkj2j� ki: (44)

From thislem m a and theelem entary facts

2j+ 1

�

Z

C

[d2z]

(1+ jzj
2
)2

jzj
2k

(1+ jzj
2
)2j

=
1

2jCk

for 0� k � 2j ;

8



wecan giveexplicitform sto theBellstateswith spin j in De�nition 3 :

Proposition 5

(1) jjB ii=
1

p
2j+ 1

2jX

k= 0

jki
 jki; (45)

(2) jjB ii=
1

p
2j+ 1

2jX

k= 0

(�1)kjki
 jki; (46)

(3) jjB ii=
1

p
2j+ 1

2jX

k= 0

jki
 j2j� ki; (47)

(4) jjB ii=
1

p
2j+ 1

2jX

k= 0

(�1)kjki
 j2j� ki: (48)

A com m entisin order.W elisttheaboveresultoncem oreforthecasej= 1 :

(1)
1
p
3
(j0i
 j0i+ j1i
 j1i+ j2i
 j2i);

(2)
1
p
3
(j0i
 j0i� j1i
 j1i+ j2i
 j2i);

(3)
1
p
3
(j0i
 j2i+ j1i
 j1i+ j2i
 j0i);

(4)
1
p
3
(j0i
 j2i� j1i
 j1i+ j2i
 j0i):

Itiseasy to see thatthey arenotlinearly independent.Nam ely thiscaseisvery special

(peculiar).

4 G eneralized B ellStates

In this section we generalize the result in the preceeding section,nam ely we treat the

coherentstatesofu(n + 1)based on C P n (see [9])and calculate generalized Bellstates

(4)for severalanti-autom orphism s like (26). But to avoid com plicated calculations we

considerthecasen = 2and Q = 1only,becauseitiseasy toconjecturethecorresponding

resultin generalcasefrom thisspecialcase.
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Letfj0i;j1i;j2ig bea basisoftherepresentation spaceV (�= C 3).Nam ely

2X

j= 0

jjihjj= 1Q = 1 and hijji= �ij:

A coherentstatej(z1;z2)ifor(z1;z2)2 C 2 isde�ned as

j(z1;z2)i=
1

q

1+ jz1j
2
+ jz2j

2
(j0i+ z1j1i+ z2j2i) (49)

and them easure

d�(Z;Z y)=
6

�2

[d2z1][d
2z2]

(1+ jz1j
2
+ jz2j

2
)3
: (50)

Then wehave

Z

C 2

d�(Z;Z y)j(z1;z2)ih(z1;z2)j=

2X

j= 0

jjihjj= 1Q = 1 and

Z

C 2

d�(Z;Z y)= 3 : (51)

Let! bean elem entin C satisfying !3 = 1.Then 1+ ! + !2 = 0 and �! = !2. Here

weconsiderthefollowing nineanti-autom orphism s(2)and (3):

(a{1,2,3) (z1;z2)
[ = (�z1;�z2);(z1;z2)

[ = (!�z1;!
2�z2);(z1;z2)

[ = (!2�z1;!�z2); (52)

(b{1,2,3) (z1;z2)
[ = (

1

�z2
;
�z1

�z2
);(z1;z2)

[ = (!
1

�z2
;!

2
�z1

�z2
);(z1;z2)

[ = (!2
1

�z2
;!

�z1

�z2
);(53)

(c{1,2,3) (z1;z2)
[ = (

�z2

�z1
;
1

�z1
);(z1;z2)

[ = (!
�z2

�z1
;!

2
1

�z1
);(z1;z2)

[ = (!2
�z2

�z1
;!

1

�z1
):(54)

A note isin order. W e can ofcourse choose anotheranti-autom orphism sinstead ofthe

aboveones.

Then itiseasy to seefrom (16),(17)and (18)

Lem m a 6

(a{1)j(z1;z2)
[
i= j(�z1;�z2)i=

1
q

1+ jz1j
2
+ jz2j

2
(j0i+ �z1j1i+ �z2j2i); (55)

(a{2)j(z1;z2)
[
i= j(!�z1;!

2�z2)i=
1

q

1+ jz1j
2
+ jz2j

2
(j0i+ !�z1j1i+ !

2�z2j2i); (56)

(a{3)j(z1;z2)
[
i= j(!2�z1;!�z2)i=

1
q

1+ jz1j
2
+ jz2j

2
(j0i+ !

2�z1j1i+ !�z2j2i); (57)

(b{1)j(z1;z2)
[
i= j(1=�z2;�z1=�z2)i=

1
q

1+ jz1j
2
+ jz2j

2
(�z2j0i+ j1i+ �z1j2i); (58)

10



(b{2)j(z1;z2)
[
i= j(!=�z2;!

2�z1=�z2)i=
1

q

1+ jz1j
2
+ jz2j

2
(!2�z2j0i+ j1i+ !�z1j2i);(59)

(b{3)j(z1;z2)
[
i= j(!2

=�z2;!�z1=�z2)i=
1

q

1+ jz1j
2
+ jz2j

2
(!�z2j0i+ j1i+ !

2�z1j2i);(60)

(c{1)j(z1;z2)
[
i= j(�z2=�z1;1=�z1)i=

1
q

1+ jz1j
2
+ jz2j

2
(�z1j0i+ �z2j1i+ j2i); (61)

(c{2)j(z1;z2)
[
i= j(!�z2=�z1;!

2
=�z1)i=

1
q

1+ jz1j
2
+ jz2j

2
(!�z1j0i+ !

2�z2j1i+ j2i);(62)

(c{3)j(z1;z2)
[
i= j(!2�z2=�z1;!=�z1)i=

1
q

1+ jz1j
2
+ jz2j

2
(!2�z1j0i+ !�z2j1i+ j2i):(63)

From thislem m a and theelem entary facts

6

�2

Z

C 2

[d2z1][d
2z2]

(1+ jz1j
2
+ jz2j

2
)3

1

1+ jz1j
2
+ jz2j

2
=

6

�2

Z

C 2

[d2z1][d
2z2]

(1+ jz1j
2
+ jz2j

2
)3

jz1j
2

1+ jz1j
2
+ jz2j

2
=

6

�2

Z

C 2

[d2z1][d
2z2]

(1+ jz1j
2
+ jz2j

2
)3

jz2j
2

1+ jz1j
2
+ jz2j

2
= 1;

wehaveeasily

Proposition 7 (generalized Bellstates)

(a{1) jjB ii=
1
p
3
(j0i
 j0i+ j1i
 j1i+ j2i
 j2i); (64)

(a{2) jjB ii=
1
p
3
(j0i
 j0i+ !j1i
 j1i+ !

2
j2i
 j2i); (65)

(a{3) jjB ii=
1
p
3
(j0i
 j0i+ !

2
j1i
 j1i+ !j2i
 j2i); (66)

(b{1) jjB ii=
1
p
3
(j0i
 j1i+ j1i
 j2i+ j2i
 j0i); (67)

(b{2) jjB ii=
1
p
3
(j0i
 j1i+ !j1i
 j2i+ !

2
j2i
 j0i); (68)

(b{3) jjB ii=
1
p
3
(j0i
 j1i+ !

2
j1i
 j2i+ !j2i
 j0i); (69)

(c{1) jjB ii=
1
p
3
(j0i
 j2i+ j1i
 j0i+ j2i
 j1i); (70)

(c{2) jjB ii=
1
p
3
(j0i
 j2i+ !j1i
 j0i+ !

2
j2i
 j1i); (71)

(c{3) jjB ii=
1
p
3
(j0i
 j2i+ !

2
j1i
 j0i+ !j2i
 j1i): (72)
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This is ourm ain result. W e note thatourcalculation is deeply based on the following

two m atrices:

A =

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

1

!

!2

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

; B =

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

0 1

1 0

1 0

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

: (73)

From Proposition 7 it is very easy to conjecture the explicit form s ofgeneralized Bell

states,[13].

5 D iscussion

In thispaperwecalculated thegeneralized Bellstatesde�ned by Fivel,which arede�ned

asthe integraloftensorproductofgeneralized coherentstatesbased on C P N and their

\twisted" onesdue to anti{autom orphism son C P N . The generalization to Grassm ann

m anifoldsG k(C
N + 1)isunderconsideration,[13].

But unfortunately the generalized Bellstates by Fivelare not de�ned for coherent

statesbased on non{com pactcom plex m anifoldssuch asthe Poincare disk orSiegeldo-

m ains.W eneed a drasticchangeofhisde�nition.

Acknowledgm ent.Theauthorwishestothank YoshinoriM achidaforhiswarm hospitality

atNum azu CollegeofTechnology.

A ppendix A A nti{A utom orphism s on G 1(C
N +1)

Letusgive globaldescriptionsofanti{autom orphism sin N = 1 :f(26),Lem m a 1g and

N = 2 :f(52),Lem m a 6g forthereaderswho arenotfam iliarwith this�eld.

(a)N = 1 : [:G 1(C
2)�! G 1(C

2)

12



Since

P(z)=
1

1+ jzj
2

0

B
@

1 �z

z jzj
2

1

C
A

wehave

P(�z)=
1

1+ jzj
2

0

B
@

1 z

�z jzj
2

1

C
A = P(z); P(� �z)=

1

1+ jzj
2

0

B
@

1 �z

� �z jzj
2

1

C
A ;

P(1=�z)=
1

1+ jzj
2

0

B
@

jzj
2

�z

z 1

1

C
A ; P(�1=�z)=

1

1+ jzj
2

0

B
@

jzj
2

� �z

�z 1

1

C
A ;

so thatitiseasy to see

(1) [:P �! �P (2) [:P �! �3
�P�3

(3) [:P �! �1 �P�1 (4) [:P �! �1�3 �P�3�1 (74)

with f�3;�1gin (35).Atthism om entweknow thatanti{autom orphism sareindependent

ofchoicesoflocalcoordinates.

(a)N = 2 : [:G 1(C
3)�! G 1(C

3)

Since

P(z1;z2)=
1

1+ jz1j
2
+ jz2j

2

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

1 �z1 �z2

z1 jz1j
2

z1�z2

z2 z2�z1 jz2j
2

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

;

P(�z1;�z2)=
1

1+ jz1j
2
+ jz2j

2

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

1 z1 z2

�z1 jz1j
2

�z1z2

�z2 �z2z1 jz2j
2

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

= P(z1;z2)

wehaveaftersom ecalculations

(a{1) [:P �! �P (a{2) [:P �! A �PA (a{3) [:P �! A
2 �PA 2

(b{1) [:P �! B �PB (b{2) [:P �! B A �PAB (b{3) [:P �! B A
2 �PA 2

B

(c{1) [:P �! B
2 �PB 2 (c{2) [:P �! B

2
A �PAB 2 (c{3) [:P �! B

2
A
2 �PA 2

B
2

(75)
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withfA;B gin(73).W eleavetheprooftothereaders.Atthism om entanti{autom orphism s

areindependentofchoicesoflocalcoordinates.

Thegeneralization oftheaboveresultto arbitrary N isvery easy,[13].

A ppendix B W alsh{H adam ard Transform ation

Letusm ake a briefcom m enton the W alsh{Hadam ard transform ation. See [4]and [12]

aboutit.

TheW alsh{Hadam ard transform ation W de�ned by

W =
1
p
2

0

B
@

1 1

1 �1

1

C
A 2 U(2) (76)

plays a very im portant role in quantum com putation,see [12]. This transform ation is

characterized as 0

B
@

1

1

1

C
A = W

0

B
@

1

�1

1

C
A W

� 1
: (77)

Letustakean analogy.Ifwede�ne fW as

fW =
1
p
3

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

1 1 1

1 !2 !

1 ! !2

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

2 U(3) (78)

then wehave 0

B
B
B
B
B
@

0 1

1 0

1 0

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

= fW

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

1

!

!2

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

fW
� 1

: (79)

Therefore itm ay be possible forusto callfW generalized W alsh{Hadam ard transform a-

tion.
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