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W e Introduce a m easure ofboth quantum aswellas classical correlations In a quantum state, the
entanglem ent of puri cation. W e show that the (regularized) entanglem ent of puri cation is equal
to the entanglem ent cost of creating a state asym ptotically from m axim ally entangled states, w ith
negligible com m unication. W e prove that the classicalm utual inform ation and the quantum m utual
Infom ation divided by two are lower bounds for the regularized entanglem ent of puri cation. W e
present num erical results of the entanglem ent of puri cation for W emerstatesin H, H,.

I. NTRODUCTION

T he theory of quantum entanglem ent ain s at quantifying and characterizing unigquely quantum ocorrelations. It
does so0 by analyzing how entangled quantum states can be processed and transform ed by quantum operations. A
crucial role in the theory is played by the class of Local O perations and C lassical Comm unication (LOCC), since
quantum entanglem ent is non-increasing under these operations. Indeed, by considering this class of operations we
are able to neatly distinguish between the quantum entanglem ent and the classical correlations that are present in
the quantum state.

G iven the success of this theory, we m ay be daring enough to ask whether we can sim ilarly construct a theory
of purely classical correlations in quantum states and their behavior under local or nonlocal processing. At rst
sight, such an e ort seem s doom ed to fail since m erely localactions can on%nv%t_quanmm entanglem ent into classical
correlations. N am ely, A lice and B ob who possess an entangled state j i= N i Pil  Iyiwih Schm idt coe cients

; can, by localm easuram ents, obtain a pint probability distrdbution w ith m utual nfom ation equalto H ( ). Thus
it does not seem possbl to separate the classical correlations from the entanglem ent if we try to do this In an
operationalway. N ote that it m ay be possble to separate quantum and classical correlations in a nonoperationalw ay,
e for exam ple Ref. [J. or [Zi] T he drawback of such an approach is that no connection is m ade to the dynam ical
processing of quantum inform ation, which is precisely what hasm ade the theory of quantum entanglem ent so elegant
and innovative. An operational approach to the quanti cation of quantum and classical correlations was recently
omulted in Ref. g].

In thispaperw e propose to treat quantum entanglem ent and classicalcorrelation In a uni ed fram ework, nam ely we
express both correlations In units of entanglem ent. Such a theory of 'alll correlationsm ay have potential applications
outside quantum inform ation theory as well. R esearchers have started to look at entanglem ent properties of m any—
particle system s for exam ple at (quantum ) phase transitions (see for exam ple Ref. Eﬁf] and references therein) . Instead
of considering the entanglem ent of form ation In these studies, one m ay choose to look at the behavior of a com plete
correlation m easure. In thispaperwe introduce such a m easure, called the entanglem ent ofpuri cation. W ewoul lke
to em phasize that our correlation m easure is not an entanglem ent m easure, but a m easure of correlations expressed
In tem s of the entanglem ent of a pure state.

Tt has been the experience In (quantum ) inform ation theory that questions In the asym ptotic approxin ate regin e
are easier to answer than exact non-asym ptotic queries. Thus we ask how to create a bipartite quantum state in
the asym ptotic regin e, allow ing approxin ation, from an initial supply ofEP R pairs by m eans of local operations and
asym ptotically vanishing com m unication. This latter class of operations w ill be denoted as LO g (Local O perations
w ith o (n) com m unication in the asym ptotic regin e) versusthe classLO for strictly LocalO perations. W e can properly
de ne this form ation cost E, o 4 as follow s:

n
m
Erogq( )= l‘tnojnf ;ngLOq; D Lrog@G i 3™); ™) : @)

Here j iisthesinglktstatein H, H, and L4 isa local superoperator using o (n) quantum comm unication. D
is the Bures distance D ( ; % =2 1 F(; 9 and the squareroot— delity isde ned asF ( ) = Tr( 1=2 0 1=2)
5]. W e could have allow ed classical nstead of quantum com m unication in ourde nition, {our resulsw illnot depend
on this choice{, so wem ay aswell call all com m unication quantum com m unication.
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Before we consider this entanglem ent cost for m ixed states, we observe that by allow Ing asym ptotically vanishing
com m unication, we have preserved the interconvertibility result for pure states [d] T his is due to the fact that both
the process of entanglem ent dilution as well as entanglem ent concentration can be accom plished w ith no m ore than
asym ptotically vanishing am ount of com m unication, see Ref. ij].

W e see that the cost E1 o4 ( ) of creating the state  is de ned analogously to the entanglem ent cost E ( ) t_é],
i_d], w ith the restriction that A lice and Bob can only do a negligble am ount of com m unication. It is Inm ediate that
Eiroq( ) willin generalbe largerthan E. ( ). In particular, for a separable density m atrix Ec ( ) = 0 whereaswe will
show that for any correlated (ie. not ofthe form a5 = 2 B ) density matrix Eo4( ) > 0. The entanglem ent
cost E . was found [_E%] to be equalto

E n
B.()= m 2l ), @)
n! 1 n

where E¢ ( ) is the entanglem ent of form ation I'Lé].W ewillsim ilarly nd an expression rgq

Ep( ") 1

Eroq= lm EL () )

n! 1 n

where E, ( ) isa new quantity, the entanglem ent of purd cation of

O urpaper is organized In the follow ingm anner. W e start by de ning the entanglem ent ofpuri cation and deriving
som e basic properties of this new function, such as continuity and m onotonicity under local operations. W e will
relate the entanglem ent ofpuri cation to the problem ofm inin izing the entropy ofa state undera localTCP (T race—
preserving C om pletely Positive) m ap. W ith these tools In hand, we can prove ourm ain resul, T heorem :2: Then we
spend som e tim e proving the m utual inform ation lowerbounds forEoq( ). W e a]so com pare our correlation m easure
w ith the Induced H olevo correlation m easures C, -5 that were ntroduced In Ref. EL] W e prove that for Bell-diagonal
states the correlation m easure C, is equalto the classical capacity of the related 1-qubit Pauli channel. At the end
of the paper we present our num erical results or E, ( ) where isa W emer state on H, H,. The proofs of the
Jem m as and theorem s In this paper are all 2irly straightforward and use m any basic properties of entropy and m utual
Infom ation (concavity, subaddiivity of entropy, nonincrease of m utual nform ation under local actions etc.).

II.ENTANGLEM ENT OF PURIFICATION

W e de ne the entanglem ent of puri cation:

D e nition 1 Let ke a bipartite density m atrix on Hp Hp. Let 12 Haao Hppo. The entangkment of
puri cation E, ( ) isde ned as
Ex()= m in Ef@ ith J; @)

Tr,opoj ith F

whereE ¢ (j ih J isthe entanglem ent of j iwhich isequalto the von Neum ann entropy S ( ggo)= Tr ggolog ppo
where gpo= Traoj ith j. Letf ;;7J iigbe the elgenvalues and eigenvectorsof gy . The \standard puri cation" of
isde ned as
X p__
Jsi= iJ ilap  Pdaojigo: ©)

i

Every purl cation of can bewritten as j i= g Uacgo)j si Or som e unitary operator Uzogo on A% and B °.
T herefore, Eqg. @) can be rephrased as:

Eps()= Uman (Ias Upogo)] sih sJ(as Upogo)¥): (6)
= Umjn STmao@as Uaoso)j sih sJTas  Uacgo)¥))
=minS (@G  so)(sso()); Q)

B 0

where we have taken the trace over A and A° to obtain Eq. é'j),



Beo( )= Tracj sih s3J; ®)
and po( ) TroUpogo(po jOj.hOj\o)UgoB o Them inin ization in Eqg. (:j.) isover allpossble TCP maps go sihce
every TCP map can be im plem ented by perform ing a unitary transfom ation on the system and som e ancilla and
tracing overthe ancilla. N ote that them Inim izationsoverUj oz 0 and o are equivalent. Equations (:_6) and (-'_7.) provide
two di erent form ulations ofthe sam e m inin ization. C onceptually the rst form ulation isbased on purdi cations of
and vardation over U og 0. The second form ulation is based on extensionsof , appo, such that T o app0 = aB s
and variation over go( ). Both form ulations w illbe used throughout the paper.

The idea of bipartite puri cations was considered in Ref. :_-ﬂ_'O] where the authors proved that every correlated
state has, In our language, a nonzero entanglem ent of puri cation. If we would have included m ixed states in the
m inin ization n Eq. {_4) and used the entanglem ent of form ation as the entanglem ent m easure, then the de ned
quantity would be equalto the entanglem ent of form ation of , since the optim alextension of is  itself.

W e put som e sin ple boundson E, ( ). Intuitively, the am ount of quantum correlation in a state is am aller than or
equalto the totalam ount ofcorrelation’,orE¢ ( ) Eg( ). Toprovethislowerbound,ltj i= i Jdaofige J 151
be the puri cation that achieves the m minum in Eq. :_('4). A lice and Bob locally m easure the labels 40 and jo of
the state j 1 such that they obtain j ;51w ith probability pi; = h i3] iji. Since entanglem ent is nonincreasing under
local operations, we have

X
Ef () PijE
ij

&] Ep(): 9)
Pij
It is Inm ediate that we have equality between the entanglem ent of form ation and the entanglem ent of puri cation
for pure states, where the optin alpuri cation of a pure state is the pure state itself.

An easy upperbound isE, () E (Jsih s) =S (a),where 5 = Trg ( ) isthe reduced density matrix in A . This
corresponds to Upogo = Thogo Orequivalently po= Izo In therhs. ofEq. @) or G'j). Applying the sam e argum ent
with AA % and B B ? interchanged, we obtai

Ep() miE(a);iS(s)); 10)

where the puri cations correspond to either com pletely purifying the state on 2% oron B . In general this is not the
optim alpuri cation, aswe will see in Section,V .

Theentanglem ent ofpuri cation isneither convex nor concave, unlike the entanglem ent of form ation . For instance, a

m ixture of product states, each w ith zero entanglem ent ofpuri cation, need not have zero entanglem ent ofpuri cation

(for exam ple, consider an equalm ixture of P0i and j1i). O n the other hand, the com pletely m ixed state has zero
entanglem ent of puri cation equal to zero yet it is a m xture of 4 Bell states, each with 1 ebit of entanglem ent of
puri cation.

Before we present continuiy bounds for the entanglem ent of puri cation, we analyze the optin ization problem of
Eqg. élfJ:) In more detail. W e can om it doubly stochasticmaps o In the optim ization n Eq. @'j) since they never
decrease the entropy. Furthem ore, the von N eum ann entropy is concave, so that the optinum in Eqg. (rj ) can always
be achieved when o isan extremalTCP map. An extremalTCP map isa TCP m ap that cannot be expressed as
a convex com bination of other TCP m aps. Choi f_l-]_:] has proved that an extremal TCP m ap w ith input din ension
d has at m ost d operation elem ents In is operator-sum representation. This result will allow us to upper bound the
din ensions of the optin alpurifying H ibert spaces, as stated in the follow Ing Lemm a.

Lemma 1l Let acton a Hibert space ofdinension dhg = dadg . Them inInum ofEq. (:ff) can always be achieved
by a state  for which the dim ension of A% isdao = dap and the dimension ofB%isdgo = &2, (or vice versa).

Proof: W e use the form ulation of the entanglem ent of puri cation as an optin ization ofa TCP map in Eq. :_(.'7)

Sihcethedensitymatrix ggo( )isonHgy, Hg,, ,theoptinalmap gpomapsHg,, jntogspaoeofsomeunspeci ed
dinension. The optinalmap o can be assum ed to be extrem al. Theorem 5 of Choi {_l}'] show s that an extrem al
TCP map B Hg, ) ! B(I-Idz),[_qcanbewr:ittenwjth at m ost d; operations elem ents, that is, has the form

'W e have a specialcase when d; = 1 . The Stinespring theorem @2:] in plies that we have an operatorsum representation of
such am ap. Then Choi’s resuls on extrem ality apply, bounding the num ber of operation elem ents, from which the nalresult
can be proved.
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In ourcase d; = dap . Consider in plem enting the TCP m ap by applying a unitary operation U to the Input state
with an ancilla appended. In our case, this ancilla can be taken as A lice’s purifying system A% and U acts on
A®B . The dim ension of the ancilla A° can always be taken to be the num ber of operation elem ents. Thus we have
dao= dag . The B?dinension is equalto the output din ension d, ofthe optinalmap , which is unconstrained by
the extrem ality condition. H owever, we note that the operator ( ) ofEq. Kl:l) hasa rank ofatmost ¢ ; . This is
obtained by observing that the range of this operator is exactly that of the vectors given by all the colum ns of the
matrices V; for all i (the Vi m atrices have d; colum ns and d; rows). Thus, there exists a unitary operator U that
pem its the construction ofanew map °= U whose output is con ned to the rstiddjm ensions of the output
space. T he operator U m ay be obtained explicitly via a G ram -Schm idt procedure applied to the colum n vectors of
the V; matrices. ° is also optin al, since the entropy of Eq. (-'j.) is not changed by a unitary operation. Since the
output space of °has din ension df , we conclude that dg o can be taken tobe dgo = di 5 . 2

Tt is Interesting to note that a sin ilar m inim ization problem was encountered in Ref. @Q‘] T here the goalwas to
use a set of noisy states for classical nform ation tranam ission and we wanted to m inin ize the coherent inform ation
divided by the entropy ofa quantum state under the action ofa localm ap.

Theorem 1 (Continuity of the Entanglem ent ofPuri cation) Let and Je two density m atrices on Hg,
Hg4, with Buresdistance D ( ; ) . Then

Ep() Ep()J 20D (; )ogds D (; )ogD (; ); 12)
for am all enough
Proof: Let j ®iand j ibethepuri cationsof and which achieve themaxinum 5] in

F(; )= m.axjh J ik 13)
Let j iand j i correspond to the optimalpuri cations of and wih respect to . There exists a unitary
transform ation U relating § %1to j i, ie. @ 1)j %= j i. We de ne the (hon-optinal) purl cation j i as
U 1)j% =3 i.Now wehave

E,() Ep()=E@ ih 9 E@ ith 3 E@ ih J EG ih I: 14)

W e use continuity of entanglem ent [_1-1_“_1-5:], Lemma Q} (which indicates that the pure state has support on a space of
dinension atmostd; ), and the factthat i 3 ij= H %3 %ij= F ( ; ) to bound

Ep() Ep() 5D (; )logds 2D (; )ogD (; ): @s)

foranallenough D ( ; ). W e can obtain the fullbound In Eq. lg_é) by altematively relating j %1 to the optim al
puri cation j iby a unitary transform ation U . 2

It is fairly straightforward to prove m onotonicity of the entanglem ent of puri cation from m onotonicity of entan—
glem ent:

Lemma 2 (M onotonicity of the Entanglem ent of Puri cation) The entangkm ent of puri cation of a density
matrix is nonincreasing under strictly local operations. Let A lice carry outa localTCP map Sy on the state . W e
have

Ep(Sa 1)()) Ep(): 16)

Let A lice carry out a ocalm easurement on  through which she obtains the state ; with prokability p;. W e have
X
PiEp (1) Ep(): a7)
Let Lo 4 be a Jocal operation assisted by m qubits of comm unication. The entanglem ent of puri cation obeys the
equation

Ep@rog()) Ep()+m: 18)



Proof: Let j 1 be the optinal puri cation of . This optinal puri cation is related to some puri cation of
(Sa 1) ( )by auniary transform ation on A lice’s system only. Then Eq. 2_1_6) follow s from the fact that entanglem ent
isnonincreasing under localpartial traces. The state j ;i= p% w here A ; corresponds to a m easurem ent
outcom e of A lice, is som e puri cation of ;. T he entanglem ent is nlonjncreasjng under local operations and thus

X X
E,()=E@G ih I piE (G iih 1) PiEp ( 3): 19)

i i

For the last lnequality, let A lice and Bob start w ith the entangled state j i and carry out their LO g protocol. By
subaddiivity ofentropy, the entanglem ent ofthis state can increaseby atm ostm biswhenm qubitsofcom m unication
are sent (pack and forth). Thus the entanglem ent ofthe nalstate which is som e purdi cation ofLoq( ) is analler
than orequaltoE, ( )+ m . 2

Now we are ready to prove ourm ain theorem :

Theorem 2 The entangkementcostof on Hy Hg4 without classical comm unication equals Eroq( ) = E; ().

P roof: The nequality Eroq( ) E; () uses entanglem ent dilution. Let k be the num ber of copies of forwhich
the regularized entanglem ent of puri cation Ej is achieved. O ne way ofm akingmany () copiesof * out of EPR
pairsand o) ofpk) classical comm unication, isto st perform entanglem ent dilution on the EPR pairs so as to
create (an approxin ation to) the puri cation j iP and then trace overthe additionalregistersto get  *P. T he other
nequality E; () Eroq( ) can be proved from m onotonicity and continuity of the entanglem ent of purdi cation.
W e start with n EPR pairs which have E, equalto n. The LO g process for creating an approxin ation ~ to k
using o (k) qubits of com m unication, increases the entanglem ent of puri cation by at most ok) bits, see Lemm a-'_b,
orEp, () n+ ok). Using the continuity of T heorem :!: and dividing the last nequality by k and taking the lin it
k! 1 givesE] () Epoq().2

IIT.MUTUAL INFORMATION LOW ER BOUND S

The entanglem ent cost Er o4 i a m easure of the quantum and classical correlations in a quantum state. The
quantum and classical m utual Infom ation of a quantum state are sim ilar m easures that capture correlations n a
quantum state. How do these m easures relate to the new correlation m easure? The quantum mutual inform ation
I;(as) isde nedas

Li(a)=8S(a)+ S(s) S(as): (20)
W e de ne the classicalm utual nform ation ofa quantum state I( a5 ) as

L(as)= max H@Ea)+H @Es) H fEas): (21)
Ma paiMsp Ps
Here ocalmeasuraments M , and M 5 give rise to local probability distrbutions pa and ps . The classicalm utual
Inform ation ofa quantum state is them axinum classicalm utual infom ation that can be obtained by localm easure—
m ents by A lice and Bob. Both quantum as well as classicalm utual Informm ation share the in portant property that
they are non-increasing under local operations (LO ) by A lice and Bob. For the classical m utual inform ation, this
basically ollow s from the de nition Eq. :52_‘1) . The de nition itself asa maximum over localm easurem ents m akes
sense since the classicalm utual nform ation of a probability distribution is non-increasing under localm anipulations
of the distrbution. T he proof of thiswellknown fact is analogous to the proof for the quantum m utual inform ation
which we will give here for com pleteness.
W e can w rite the quantum m utual nfom ation as

Iq(AB):S(ABjjA B)j (22)
where S (7)) is the relative entropy. T he relative entropy is nonincreasing under any m ap (cf. Ref. :Li;é]),i.e.
S( (as)d (a 8)) S(asJTa B): 23)

W hen isofa local form, ie. 3, B , the lh . of this equation equals the quantum m utual inform ation of the
state ( a 5 ) ( ap) and thus the nequality Iy (( a 8)(as)) Ig(as) isproved.



A .ProofofLower bounds

W e show that the quantities I; ( )=2 and the regularized classical inform ation ]’C = lin,, 1 = (n - are both
lower bounds for the entanglem ent cost E 1, q. T he argum ent is sin ilar to the proofoftheE ! Jowerbound on Erog
In Theorem .2 (T he reasoning is in fact a specialcase of Theorem 4 n Ref. @ﬁ (cf. Ref. [;Lé]) apphedtothe classLO g
instead of the orignalLOCC .)

W e start with a number, say k, of EPR pairs which have I; = 2k and I. equalto k 5 In the Im it of large n ,
the ratio k=n isthe entanglem ent cost E1o4( ). W e apply the LOgm ap L which useso(n) com m unication to obtain
an approxin ation ~, to " . Since the quantum mutual nfom ation and the classicalm utual informm ation can only
Increase by o) by the process L applied to the initialEPR pairs, seeLemmaEZ{, it ollow s that

Ig(w)  om)+ 2k; @4)
and sin ilarly
L(w) om)+ k: 25)

The last step is to relate the mutual nform ations of ~, to the mutual inform ations of . For this, we need a
continuity result of the form

T () I ()] C ogdj I+ 0 @): (26)

for ; on Hg, J f su ciently asnalland C is som e oonstant.- Below we will prove these desired continuity
results. W e can divide Egs. {24) and C25 ) by n and take the Ilin i of large n. W e use the continuity relation ofEq.
d26 and the fact that In the lJargen lim i ~, tendsto . Thuswe have

n:l‘jml %: I, () 2ELOq( )i @27)

w here we used that the quantum m utual nform ation is additive, and sin ilarly
L () Exoq(): 28)

W hat rem ains is to prove the continuity relations and the nonincrease m odulo o (n) under LO g operations.

1. Continuity of M utual Inform ations

The continuity of the quantum mutual inform ation Iy ( ) can be proved by invoking Fannes’ inequality Ilé and
Ruskais proof of nonincrease of the trace-distance under T C P m aps fZ()] Let and betwo density m atriceswhich
are close, ie. Jj H=Tr]j j forsu ciently snall .W e have

Jg(as) Ly(as)) PB(a) S(aljr B(s) S(e)i+t B(as) S(as)F 29)

which can be bounded as

dg(as) Ig(as)] 3logdae Jas a1t 3 (Das as J1); (30)

where &)= xlgx and Jj I 1=3.
Tt is not hard to prove the continuiy of the classical nform ation of a quantum state, again using the nonincrease
of J37j under TCP maps. Let M , and M , be the optin alm easurem ent achieving the classicalm utual inform ation

20 ne can prove that I. k by observing that any localm easurem ent that is not procting in the Schm idt basis is a noisy
version of the m easurem ent that does profct In the Schm idt basis. In other words, the probability distrbution of any set of
Jocalm easurem ents can be obtained from the probability distribution of the Schm idt basis m easurem ent by local processing,
which does not increase the classical m utual inform ation.

W e can altematively w rite down a continuity relation using the Bures distance. Since the trace-distance Jj:Jj and the Bures
distance are equivalent distances, one continuity relation follow s from the other and vice versa.




I. ( ). Under this m easurem ent the states and , which is, say, close to , go to probability distrbutions p (i; J)

and p (i;j) which are close again, ie. Jp pnd I H.W e have that
L() () IP) I) bgkijp p 3j{+0Q); (31)
where k is the num ber of pint outcom es in the optin alm easurem ent (M M ;) and T is the classicalm utual infor-

m ation ofa pint probability distrdbbution. The last nequality in Eq. G]J) oou]d In principle be derived from Fannes'
nequality, using diagonalm atrices, but it is a standard continuiy result in nform ation theory [21] aswell. To nish
the argum ent, we should argue that k, the num ber of pint m easurem ent outcom es is bounded. T he classicalm utual
Inform ation I is a concave function of the pint probability p (i; Jj) f_Zl:] T herefore only extrem alm easurem ents M p
and M g need to be considered in the optin ization over m easurem ents. An extrem alm easurem ent has at m ost d?
outcom es when acting on a space of dim ension d !_22'] and thus k diB . The sam e argum ent, nterchanging and ,
can be used to upperbound I.( ) L. ().

Lemm a 3 M onotonicity P roperties of M utual Inform ation) Let L. consist of a series of local operations as—
sisted by m qubits of 2-way com m unication. The quantum m utual inform ation okeys the inequality

LL()) Ig()+ 2m; 32)
for all states . For the classicalm utual inform ation we have
IL.@t@ih ) IL.@Gih J+m; 33)
for allpure states j i.

Proof: Let us rst consider the quantum mutual inform ation. W e can decom pose the 2-way scheme L into a
sequence of oneway schem es. It is su cient to prove for such a oneway schem e using m qubits of com m unication,
say from A lice to Bob, that

IL,@L()) T,()+2m: (34)

A lice’s Jocalaction can consist of adding an ancilla A° in som e state and apply a TCP m ap to the system s AA° thus
obtaining the state aao0s . Such an action does not increase the quantum nor classicalm utual nform ation as we
showed before. Now A lice sends system A%to Bob. W e have

L(as) I (anes)=S@AD+sS@®) S@A®B)
s@anr% sa%+s@ear% s@aa®®) s@) 2s@%+S®AY S@AB)=I,(asa0) 25@Y; 35)

where weused $ @A) S@®B)] SE@AB) S@A)+ SB). The quantum mutual inform ation of the nal state is
I;(asa0). Shees@% m,we obtain the needed inequality. A lice could send only a part of ancilla A Y, but this
does not change the bound.

Let usnow consider the classicalm utual nform ation. W em ay convert the entire process L Into a coherent process
L where all the m easuram ents are deferred to the end, this does not change the am ount of com m unication that A lice
and Bob carry out. Thus, prior to the m easurem ents A lice and Bob have converted the pure state j i Into some
pure state j i whose Iocalentropy isatmost E + m where E is the entanglem ent of the state j i, which isequalto
.3 ih I (see ﬁjotnote-'_i) .Now A lice and Bob locally m easure and/or trace out som e registers which are operations
that do not increase the classical m utual inform ation. Therefore the nalstate L (j ih J has a classical mutual
Inform ation that isbounded by the niial classicalm utual Infom ation plusm . 2 .

Rem ark: Note that Eq. {32 for the quantum m utual nform ation applies to both pure and m ixed states whilke we
have found m ixed states that violate Eq. C33) for the classicalm utual inform ation.

Let us state the nalresul oncem ore:

Corollary 1 Eroq( ) L ()=2andEroq I ():

W ih this Corollary we can show that the LO g-entanglem ent cost of any correlated densiy m atrix ,jsnonzero.‘f:.
Indeed, the quantum mutualinfom ation I; ( ) ofa correlated density m atrix is strictly Jarger than zero, since S (a3 )
isstrictly lessthan S (o )+ S () (equality isonly obtalned when .5 = a 5 ) and thereforeE o4 ( ) > 0.

W e present a sinple example orwhich Eroq( )= B () > L ( )=2

N ote that this does not directly follow from the result in Ref. ELC:!], since the entanglem ent of puri cation m ay be nonadditive.



P
Exam ple 1 (A 1l correlation is classical correlation) Consider the separabke state = ;Pipiia;] opihos g

where ha;pji= 55 and Hgphsi= 4. Inthiscase I ( )=2= H (p)=2. However we can show thatEp( ) H ). We
have (cf. Eq. (@’)) ()= ;pikuilyj Jiihij Under some balTCR map we obtain a state °= ;Padyitoi )
where ; are density matrices. The entropy of ‘equals S( % = ,piS(3i)+ H () H (o). The entangkment
?fpur_i. cation E; ( ) may be nonadditive, so we have to consider E,( "). W ehave ( ") = " and now °=

5 e, Pu 21iP4 Jg osrc;dpdhdggeec;in g i 5051, + Again the von Neum ann entropy of 0 is lrger than or equal to
nH (). Note that in this exam pk we do achieve the classical m utual inform ation lower bound.

Here is an exam ple w here the upper and lowerbounds x the (regularized) entanglem ent of puri cation:

Exam ple 2 Let be an equalm ixture of the state j ¢gi= p%(j)Oi+ J1i) and j 1i= pl—g(j)Oi J1i). A loe and Bob
can get 1 bit ofc]assjcalmuq.llaljnﬁ)nn ation by both m easuring in the £0;1g kasis. Thus Eroq( ) ()= 1, but
Erog() S(a) 1,Eq. (l0). Thereore Epoq= 1.

IvV.OTHER CORRELATION M EASURES:THE LOCALLY INDUCED HOLEVO INFORM ATION

In Ref. @}] the authors considered the locally induced Holevo inform ation as a m easure of classical correlations in
the state. Tt isde ned either w ith respect to A lice’sm easurem ent (G, ) orBob’sm easurem ent Cg )
X B=A B=A X B =A B=A
Ca=p ()= max S( p; ;) Py S(; )i (36)

Ma=Mg3 X X
1 1

where M, M) on  gives reduced density matrices ® (1) wih probabilty pf (). The classical mutual
nform ation Ié () willin generalbe less than these quantities, since to achieve the H olevo nform ation onem ay have
to do coding. In Ref. b:] it was shown that C, g are nonincreasing under localoperations. W e leave it as an exercise
for the reader to prove continuity and nonincrease m odulo o (n) under LO g operations (applied to som e pure state),

thus show ing that the regqularized versions of these tw o quantities are also Iowerbounds orE ¢ 4.

A . Bell-diagonal states

W e show that for Belldiagonalstates pn the quantity Ca (equalto Cy by symm etry ofthe B elldiagonal states)
is equal to the classical capacity of the corresponding qubit channels. By the previous argum ents this give us som e
Iower bounds on the regularized entanglem ent of puri cation of these states. The Bellkdiagonal states are of the
ollow ing form

X
Bell = piJ iih iF 37)

i

where j..3 arethe fourBellstateswhere j giis 191—E (POit+ JL1i). T he corresponding channel, {the so called generalized
depolarizing channel{, or Pauli channel, is of the form
X
()= pi i )i; (38)

i

where ( = 1, and 1;2;3 are the three Paulim atrices. It is known I_Z-;’:] that all two qubit states w ith m axin ally
m ixed subsystam s are Bellkdiagonal, up to a unitary transform ation Uy Uy . From the isom orphisn between states
and channels Q-é_l',:_l-]_},:_d], it ollow s that allunital channels are of the form {_§§‘) [cf. f_Z-E_;]], up to unitary transfomm ations
applied before and after the action of the channel. T he classical 1-shot capacity of the quantum channel  is given
by Pe5H)

Ci( )= sup (Ea@; (1)9); 39)

fai; i9

where isthe Holevo fiinction ofthe ensemble

X X
Ea@i i9)=S( & i) %S (1): (40)



The optim al states ; that achieve the capacity C; are always pure states, m oreover i can be shown [_2-5l that the
ensam ble fqg;;j ;ig that achieves C; forunital 1-qubit channels satis es

X 1
aJ iih i3= 511 “1)
i
LetusarguethatC, ( )= C1 ( ) PraBelldiagonalstate gen = (1a ) oih 0).Alice’'sPOVM measuram ent

on this state com m utes w ith the channel _ . By doingameasurementon j oi she can create any purestateensemble
on system B, obeying the relation Eq. ('_414') . This ensamble is then sent through the channel . Ifthe ensamble is
optin al for C,, then is Holevo inform ation equalsC; and thusCy = Cy.

For unital 1-qubit channels C; is given by R328]

Ci()=1 mis( G ih J): 42)

W e can perform the m inization in the last inequality and we obtain the follow Ing form ula for the capacity ofa Pauli
channel or the induced H olevo inform ation of the Bellkdiagonal states

Ca(gen)=Ci( )=1 HA(A )i 43)
where isthe sum ofthe two largest probabilitiesp; and H (i) is the binary entropy fiinction H k)= xlogx (1
x)log(l x).Fora two-qubi W emer states of the form
X3
w = €J oih oJ+ @ e)=3 J iih iF (44)
=1
we obtain
c 1 1+ 2e Bre? [1 1
= re2 ;1]
. 3 4
2 2e 1
Ca=1 H 3 fore2 [O;Z]: 45)

Tt was shown by K ing t_2-§'] that the classical capaciy of unial 1-qubi channels is equal to the one shot capacity,
orC; = Cj lng ; %Cl( "). ThereforeC, = C} = C1,which isa owerbound on E1,0 4.

V.W ERNER STATES

A num ericalm inin ization based on Eq. (6) was perform ed for the W emer states Eg. d44 ) orE,. W e plot the
resultsasa function ofthe j gieigenvaliee n Fig. -L W e pem itted variousoutput din ensions; T he tw o curves show n
havedin @% = din 8% = 2 and din 2% = din B% = 4. In the rst case, the nitial variable of the m inin ization
wasdeterm ined by a random 4 4 unitary Upogo pjcked according to the Haarm easure. In the second case, the initial
point was determ ined by a random 16 4 isom etry picked according to a param eterization derived from Ref. {_Z-S_i]
W e did not explore the largest din ensions pem ited by Lemm a :_1:, w hich would have required an optim ization over
a 64 4 isom etry.
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FIG .1l. Numericalbounds on E, for W emer states. In the upper curve we restrict to dim A% = dim B°% = 2; r the next
curve, we pem i dim @ % = din B°% = 4. The inset show s the curious behavior of E, around the point where the eigenvalue
of j o1 approaches zero. The dotted curve is the Ca lower bound of Sec. :_IV_@: T he dashed curve is the entanglem ent of
form ation lower bound which vanishes when the eigenvalue is sm aller than or equalto 1=2.

Tt isevident from the num erics presented in the gurethat the G bound ofEq. @5) isnot achieved forthe W emer
states: the C, lowerbound is only tight at the trdvialpointse= 1=4 and e= 1. O ur resuls indicate thatE, isa very
com plex function, neither concave nor convex, w ith severaldistinct regim es. In fact, we nd urdi erent regines in
our num erics: I) In this regin e the standard puri cation ofEq. :_(5) appears to be optin al, so the U ofEq. -'_(’6) is the
identity, and the purifying dim ensionsaredin A% = 1 and din B % = 4. This regin e only extends over a tihy range,
approxinately 0 e 0:005.I0) In the range 0005 e 025we nd an optinalpuri cation ofthe form

r

pP—. . . . 1 e . . .

€] odag J odaogot 3 (G 1das J 1dacgot+ J 2dap J 2dacgot J 3lap J 3dacgo): (4e)

. . o . PP —
In thisregion theEp, curveisgiven by Ep, = xlogx (1 x)og(l x)=3),withx= (1+2e 2 3 el e))=12.
H ere the purifying din ensionsaredin 3% = 2and din 8% = 2. 0 foourseE, drops to zero for the com plktely m ixed
state at e= 1=4. I1I) In the range 025 e 069 wealso nd purifying din ensions din ®% = 2and din B9 = 2,
but we were unable to detemm ine the analytical form ofthe purifying state orofE,. IV) In the range 069 e 1
the purifying din ensions were din A% = 2 and din 8% = 3. Agai, we were unablk to com e to any analytical

understanding of the result. O fcourse, E, = 1 fore= 1, corresponding to the pure m axin ally entangled state.

VI.CONCLUSION

W e have shown that the entanglem ent cost E1,o 4 ( ) is equalto the regularized entanglem ent of purdi cation. It is
an open question whether the entanglem ent of puri cation is additive:

Ep( )= Ep( )+ Ep(): 7
In the altemative form ulation using the state ( ) the additivity question is the ©llow ing. Isthem Inmum in
minS ((Ias co)(ac BD )i 48)

CcD

achieved by a TCP map c¢p = S S? Thisproblem is sin ilar again to the additivity question encountered in Ref.
I_lj] where a Jocalm ap could possbly lower the ratio of the coherent inform ation and the entropy ofm any copies of
a state together.
Tt is Interesting not only to ask the form ation question w ith respect to this class LO g, but also consider the
distillation’ question. O ne can consider di erent versions. For exam ple, how m uch entanglem ent can we distill from
using o) comm unication? One would expect that this quantity Do 4 ( ) is always zero for states for which the

10



entanglem ent cost E. (usihg LOCC ) is lower than the distillable entanglem ent D . W e do not have a proof of this
statem ent, relating irreversibility to a need for classical com m unication.

Instead oftrying to convert the correlationsin back to entanglem ent, wem ay ask what classical correlations A lice
and Bob can establish using . W e could allow A lice and Bob to perform an asym ptotically vanishing am ount of
com m unication in this extraction process. A little bit of com m unication could potentially increase the classicalm utual
nform ation In a quantum state by a lJarge am ount (when the classical correlation is initially 'hidden’), thus thism ay
not be the best problem to pose. Researchers [_5(_5] [_3-14'] have Investigated the possbly m ore Interesting problem of
the secret key K that A lice and Bob can establish given where one allow s arbitrary public classical com m unication
betw een the parties. T here is again m ore than one version ofthis problem , one in w hich Eve possesses the puri cation
of the density m atrix B@] and a situation in which Eve is initially uncorrelated w ith the density m atrix. In Ref. [_3;3]
a general fram ew ork is developed to address these issues also in the m ultipartie setting.

Q uite recently, entanglem ent properties ofbipartite density m atrices w ere studied by looking at m ixed extensions of
the density m atrix Egé] Tt would be interesting to explore the connection betw een our results here on the entanglem ent
ofpuri cation and this other approach.
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