
ar
X

iv
:q

ua
nt

-p
h/

02
02

04
4v

3 
 1

 M
ay

 2
00

2

T he entanglem ent ofpuri�cation

Barbara M .Terhal1;2,M icha lHorodecki3,Debbie W .Leung2 and David P.DiVincenzo1;2

1
Institute for Q uantum Inform ation,California Institute ofTechnology,Pasadena,CA 91125,USA

2
IBM T.J.W atson Research Center,P.O .Box 218,Yorktown Heights,NY 10598,USA

3
Institute ofTheoreticalPhysics and Astrophysics,University ofG da�nsk,80{952 G da�nsk,Poland

W eintroducea m easureofboth quantum aswellasclassicalcorrelationsin a quantum state,the

entanglem entofpuri�cation. W e show thatthe (regularized)entanglem entofpuri�cation isequal

to theentanglem entcostofcreating a state� asym ptotically from m axim ally entangled states,with

negligiblecom m unication.W eprovethattheclassicalm utualinform ation and thequantum m utual

inform ation divided by two are lower boundsfor the regularized entanglem entofpuri�cation. W e

presentnum ericalresultsofthe entanglem entofpuri�cation forW ernerstatesin H 2 
 H 2.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

The theory ofquantum entanglem ent aim s at quantifying and characterizing uniquely quantum correlations. It

does so by analyzing how entangled quantum states can be processed and transform ed by quantum operations. A

crucialrole in the theory is played by the class ofLocalO perations and ClassicalCom m unication (LO CC),since

quantum entanglem entisnon-increasing underthese operations. Indeed,by considering this classofoperationswe

are able to neatly distinguish between the quantum entanglem entand the classicalcorrelationsthatare presentin

the quantum state.

G iven the success ofthis theory,we m ay be daring enough to ask whether we can sim ilarly construct a theory

ofpurely classicalcorrelations in quantum states and their behavior under localor nonlocalprocessing. At � rst

sight,such an e� ortseem sdoom ed to failsincem erely localactionscan convertquantum entanglem entinto classical

correlations.Nam ely,Aliceand Bob who possessan entangled statej i=
P

i

p
�ijaii
 jbiiwith Schm idtcoe� cients

�i can,by localm easurem ents,obtain a jointprobability distribution with m utualinform ation equalto H (�).Thus

it does not seem possible to separate the classicalcorrelations from the entanglem ent ifwe try to do this in an

operationalway.Notethatitm ay bepossibleto separatequantum and classicalcorrelationsin a nonoperationalway,

see for exam ple Ref.[1]or[2]. The drawback ofsuch an approach is thatno connection ism ade to the dynam ical

processing ofquantum inform ation,which isprecisely whathasm adethetheory ofquantum entanglem entso elegant

and innovative. An operationalapproach to the quanti� cation ofquantum and classicalcorrelations was recently

form ulated in Ref.[3].

In thispaperweproposetotreatquantum entanglem entand classicalcorrelation in auni� ed fram ework,nam ely we

expressboth correlationsin unitsofentanglem ent.Such a theory of’all’correlationsm ay havepotentialapplications

outside quantum inform ation theory aswell. Researchershave started to look atentanglem entpropertiesofm any-

particlesystem sforexam pleat(quantum )phasetransitions(seeforexam pleRef.[4]and referencestherein).Instead

ofconsidering the entanglem entofform ation in these studies,one m ay chooseto look atthe behaviorofa com plete

correlation m easure.In thispaperweintroducesuch am easure,called theentanglem entofpuri� cation.W ewould like

to em phasize thatourcorrelation m easure isnotan entanglem entm easure,buta m easure ofcorrelationsexpressed

in term softhe entanglem entofa pure state.

Ithasbeen the experience in (quantum )inform ation theory thatquestionsin the asym ptotic approxim ateregim e

are easierto answerthan exactnon-asym ptotic queries. Thuswe ask how to create a bipartite quantum state � in

theasym ptoticregim e,allowing approxim ation,from an initialsupply ofEPR-pairsby m eansoflocaloperationsand

asym ptotically vanishing com m unication. This latter classofoperationswillbe denoted as LO q (LocalO perations

with o(n)com m unication in theasym ptoticregim e)versustheclassLO forstrictly LocalO perations.W ecan properly

de� ne thisform ation costEL O q asfollows:

E L O q(�)= lim
�! 0

inf

n
m

n
j9LL O q; D (LL O q(j	 � ih	 � j


 m );�
 n)� �
	
: (1)

Here j	 � iisthe singletstate in H 2 
 H 2 and LL O q isa localsuperoperatorusing o(n)quantum com m unication.D

isthe Buresdistance D (�;�0)= 2
p
1� F (�;�0)and the square-root-� delity isde� ned asF (�;�0)= Tr(

p
�1=2�0�1=2)

[5].W ecould haveallowed classicalinstead ofquantum com m unication in ourde� nition,{ourresultswillnotdepend

on thischoice{,so we m ay aswellcallallcom m unication quantum com m unication.
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Before we considerthisentanglem entcostform ixed states,we observe thatby allowing asym ptotically vanishing

com m unication,we havepreserved the interconvertibility resultforpure states[6].Thisisdue to the factthatboth

the processofentanglem entdilution aswellasentanglem entconcentration can be accom plished with no m ore than

asym ptotically vanishing am ountofcom m unication,seeRef.[7].

W e see that the cost E L O q(�) ofcreating the state � is de� ned analogously to the entanglem ent cost Ec(�) [8],

[9],with the restriction thatAlice and Bob can only do a negligible am ountofcom m unication.Itisim m ediate that

E L O q(�)willin generalbelargerthan Ec(�).In particular,fora separabledensity m atrix Ec(�)= 0 whereaswewill

show thatforany correlated (i.e. notofthe form �A B = �A 
 �B )density m atrix E L O q(�)> 0. The entanglem ent

costE c wasfound [9]to be equalto

E c(�)= lim
n! 1

E f(�

 n)

n
; (2)

whereE f(�)isthe entanglem entofform ation [8].W e willsim ilarly � nd an expression forEL O q

E L O q = lim
n! 1

E p(�

 n)

n
� E

1
p (�); (3)

whereE p(�)isa new quantity,the entanglem entofpuri� cation of�.

O urpaperisorganized in thefollowing m anner.W estartby de� ning theentanglem entofpuri� cation and deriving

som e basic properties ofthis new function,such as continuity and m onotonicity under localoperations. W e will

relatetheentanglem entofpuri� cation to theproblem ofm inim izing theentropy ofa stateundera localTCP (Trace-

preserving Com pletely Positive)m ap.W ith these toolsin hand,we can proveourm ain result,Theorem 2.Then we

spend som etim eprovingthem utualinform ation lowerboundsforE L O q(�).W ealsocom pareourcorrelation m easure

with theinduced Holevo correlation m easuresCA =B thatwereintroduced in Ref.[1].W eprovethatforBell-diagonal

statesthe correlation m easure CA isequalto the classicalcapacity ofthe related 1-qubitPaulichannel. Atthe end

ofthe paper we presentour num ericalresults for E p(�) where � is a W erner state on H2 
 H 2. The proofsofthe

lem m asand theorem sin thispaperareallfairly straightforward and usem any basicpropertiesofentropy and m utual

inform ation (concavity,subadditivity ofentropy,nonincreaseofm utualinform ation underlocalactionsetc.).

II.EN TA N G LEM EN T O F P U R IFIC A T IO N

W e de� ne the entanglem entofpuri� cation:

D e�nition 1 Let � be a bipartite density m atrix on H A 
 H B . Let j i 2 H A A 0 
 H B B 0. The entanglem ent of

puri�cation E p(�)isde�ned as

E p(�)= m in
 :Tr

A 0B 0j ih j= �
E f(j ih j); (4)

whereE f(j ih j)istheentanglem entofj iwhich isequaltothevon Neum ann entropy S(�B B 0)= � Tr�B B 0 log�B B 0

where�B B 0 = TrA A 0j ih j.Letf�i;j iig betheeigenvaluesand eigenvectorsof�A B .The\standard puri� cation" of

� isde� ned as

j si=
X

i

p
�ij iiA B 
 j0iA 0jiiB 0: (5)

Every puri� cation of� can be written as j i = (IA B 
 UA 0B 0)j si for som e unitary operator UA 0B 0 on A 0 and B 0.

Therefore,Eq.(4)can be rephrased as:

E p(�)= m in
U
A 0B 0

E ((IA B 
 UA 0B 0)j sih sj(IA B 
 UA 0B 0)y): (6)

= m in
U
A 0B 0

S(TrA A 0(IA B 
 UA 0B 0)j sih sj(IA B 
 UA 0B 0)y))

= m in
�
B 0

S((IB 
 �B 0)(�B B 0(�))); (7)

wherewehavetaken the traceoverA and A 0 to obtain Eq.(7),
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�B B 0(�)= TrA A 0j sih sj; (8)

and �B 0(�)� TrA 0UA 0B 0(�B 0 
 j0ih0jA 0)U
y

A 0B 0.The m inim ization in Eq.(7)isoverallpossible TCP m aps�B 0 since

every TCP m ap can be im plem ented by perform ing a unitary transform ation on the system and som e ancilla and

tracingovertheancilla.Notethatthem inim izationsoverUA 0B 0 and �B 0 areequivalent.Equations(6)and (7)provide

two di� erentform ulationsofthesam em inim ization.Conceptually the� rstform ulation isbased on puri� cationsof�

and variation overUA 0B 0. The second form ulation isbased on extensionsof�,�A B B 0,such thatTrB 0�A B B 0 = �A B ,

and variation over�B 0(�).Both form ulationswillbe used throughoutthe paper.

The idea ofbipartite puri� cations was considered in Ref.[10]where the authors proved that every correlated

state has,in our language,a nonzero entanglem ent ofpuri� cation. Ifwe would have included m ixed states in the

m inim ization in Eq. (4) and used the entanglem ent ofform ation as the entanglem ent m easure,then the de� ned

quantity would be equalto the entanglem entofform ation of�,since the optim alextension of� is� itself.

W eputsom esim pleboundson E p(�).Intuitively,‘theam ountofquantum correlation in a stateissm allerthan or

equaltothetotalam ountofcorrelation’,orE f(�)� Ep(�).Toprovethislowerbound,letj �i=
P

i;j
jiiA 0jjiB 0
 j iji

be the puri� cation thatachievesthe m inim um in Eq. (4). Alice and Bob locally m easure the labelsiA 0 and jB 0 of

thestatej �isuch thatthey obtain j ijiwith probability pij = h ijj iji.Sinceentanglem entisnonincreasing under

localoperations,we have

E f(�)�
X

ij

pijE

�
j ijih ijj

pij

�

� E p(�): (9)

Itis im m ediate thatwe have equality between the entanglem entofform ation and the entanglem entofpuri� cation

forpurestates,wherethe optim alpuri� cation ofa purestate isthe purestate itself.

An easy upperbound isE p(�)� E (j sih sj)= S(�A ),where�A = TrB (�)isthereduced density m atrix in A.This

correspondsto UA 0B 0 = IA 0B 0 orequivalently �B 0 = IB 0 in the r.h.s.ofEq.(6)or(7).Applying the sam eargum ent

with AA 0 and B B 0 interchanged,we obtain

E p(�)� m in(S(�A );S(�B )); (10)

wherethe puri� cationscorrespond to eithercom pletely purifying the state on A0 oron B 0.In generalthisisnotthe

optim alpuri� cation,aswe willsee in Section V.

Theentanglem entofpuri� cationisneitherconvexnorconcave,unliketheentanglem entofform ation.Forinstance,a

m ixtureofproductstates,each with zeroentanglem entofpuri� cation,need nothavezeroentanglem entofpuri� cation

(forexam ple,consideran equalm ixture ofj00iand j11i). O n the otherhand,the com pletely m ixed state haszero

entanglem ent ofpuri� cation equalto zero yet it is a m ixture of4 Bellstates,each with 1 ebit ofentanglem ent of

puri� cation.

Before we presentcontinuity boundsforthe entanglem entofpuri� cation,we analyze the optim ization problem of

Eq. (4) in m ore detail. W e can om it doubly stochastic m aps �B 0 in the optim ization in Eq. (7) since they never

decreasetheentropy.Furtherm ore,thevon Neum ann entropy isconcave,so thattheoptim um in Eq.(7)can always

be achieved when �B 0 isan extrem alTCP m ap.An extrem alTCP m ap isa TCP m ap thatcannotbe expressed as

a convex com bination ofotherTCP m aps. Choi[11]hasproved thatan extrem alTCP m ap with inputdim ension

d hasatm ostd operation elem entsin itsoperator-sum representation.Thisresultwillallow usto upperbound the

dim ensionsofthe optim alpurifying Hilbertspaces,asstated in the following Lem m a.

Lem m a 1 Let� acton a Hilbertspace ofdim ension dA B = dA dB .The m inim um ofEq.(4)can always be achieved

by a state  for which the dim ension ofA 0 isdA 0 = dA B and the dim ension ofB 0 is dB 0 = d2A B (or vice versa).

Proof: W e use the form ulation ofthe entanglem entofpuri� cation asan optim ization ofa TCP m ap in Eq. (7).

Sincethedensity m atrix �B B 0(�)ison H dB 
 H dA B
,theoptim alm ap �B 0 m apsH dA B

intoaspaceofsom eunspeci� ed

dim ension. The optim alm ap �B 0 can be assum ed to be extrem al. Theorem 5 ofChoi[11]showsthatan extrem al

TCP m ap � :B (Hd1)! B (H d2)
1 can be written with atm ostd1 operationselem ents,thatis,hasthe form

1
W e have a specialcase when d2 = 1 .The Stinespring theorem [12]im pliesthatwe have an operator-sum representation of

such a m ap.Then Choi’sresultson extrem ality apply,bounding thenum berofoperation elem ents,from which the�nalresult

can be proved.
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� (�)=

d1X

i= 1

Vi�V
y

i : (11)

In ourcase d1 = dA B . Considerim plem enting the TCP m ap by applying a unitary operation U to the inputstate

with an ancilla appended. In our case,this ancilla can be taken as Alice’s purifying system A 0,and U acts on

A 0B 0. The dim ension ofthe ancilla A 0 can alwaysbe taken to be the num berofoperation elem ents. Thuswe have

dA 0 = dA B .The B
0 dim ension isequalto the outputdim ension d2 ofthe optim alm ap � ,which isunconstrained by

the extrem ality condition. However,we note thatthe operator� (�)ofEq.(11)hasa rank ofatm ostd2A B . Thisis

obtained by observing thatthe range ofthis operatorisexactly thatofthe vectorsgiven by allthe colum nsofthe

m atrices Vi for alli(the Vi m atrices have d1 colum ns and d2 rows). Thus,there exists a unitary operatorU that

perm its the construction ofa new m ap �0 = U � whose outputis con� ned to the � rstd21 dim ensionsofthe output

space. The operatorU m ay be obtained explicitly via a G ram -Schm idtprocedure applied to the colum n vectorsof

the Vi m atrices. �
0 is also optim al,since the entropy ofEq. (7) is not changed by a unitary operation. Since the

outputspaceof�0 hasdim ension d21,weconcludethatdB 0 can be taken to be dB 0 = d2A B .2

Itisinteresting to note thata sim ilarm inim ization problem wasencountered in Ref.[13]. There the goalwasto

use a setofnoisy statesforclassicalinform ation transm ission and we wanted to m inim ize the coherentinform ation

divided by the entropy ofa quantum stateunderthe action ofa localm ap.

T heorem 1 (C ontinuity ofthe Entanglem ent ofP uri�cation) Let� and � be two density m atriceson HdA 


H dB with Buresdistance D (�;�)� �.Then

jE p(�)� Ep(�)j� 20D (�;�)logdA B � D (�;�)logD (�;�); (12)

for sm allenough �.

Proof:Letj 0
�iand j 

0
�ibe the puri� cationsof� and � which achievethe m axim um [5]in

F (�;�)= m ax
 � ; �

jh �j �ij: (13)

Let j��i and j��i correspond to the optim alpuri� cations of� and � with respect to Ep. There exists a unitary

transform ation U relating j 0
�i to j��i,i.e. (U 
 1)j 0

�i = j��i. W e de� ne the (non-optim al) puri� cation j �i as

(U 
 1)j 0
�i= j �i.Now wehave

E p(�)� Ep(�)= E (j��ih��j)� E (j��ih��j)� E (j �ih �j)� E (j��ih��j): (14)

W e use continuity ofentanglem ent[14,15],Lem m a 1 (which indicatesthatthe pure state hassupporton a space of

dim ension atm ostd4A B ),and the factthatjh �j��ij= jh 0
�j 

0
�ij= F (�;�)to bound

E p(�)� Ep(�)� 5D (�;�)logd4A B � 2D (�;�)logD (�;�): (15)

for sm allenough D (�;�). W e can obtain the fullbound in Eq. (12) by alternatively relating j 0�i to the optim al

puri� cation j��iby a unitary transform ation U .2

Itisfairly straightforward to prove m onotonicity ofthe entanglem entofpuri� cation from m onotonicity ofentan-

glem ent:

Lem m a 2 (M onotonicity ofthe Entanglem ent ofP uri�cation) The entanglem entofpuri�cation ofa density

m atrix � isnonincreasing understrictly localoperations.LetAlice carry outa localTCP m ap SA on the state �.W e

have

E p((SA 
 1)(�))� Ep(�): (16)

LetAlice carry outa localm easurem enton � through which she obtainsthe state �i with probability pi.W e have

X

i

piE p(�i)� E p(�): (17)

Let LL O q be a localoperation assisted by m qubits ofcom m unication. The entanglem ent ofpuri�cation obeys the

equation

E p(LL O q(�))� Ep(�)+ m : (18)
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Proof: Let j �i be the optim alpuri� cation of �. This optim alpuri� cation is related to som e puri� cation of

(SA 
 1)(�)by aunitary transform ation on Alice’ssystem only.Then Eq.(16)followsfrom thefactthatentanglem ent

isnonincreasing underlocalpartialtraces.Thestatej ii=
A i
 IB j ip

h jA
y

i
A i
 IB j i

whereA i correspondsto a m easurem ent

outcom eofAlice,issom epuri� cation of�i.The entanglem entisnonincreasing underlocaloperationsand thus

E p(�)= E (j �ih �j)�
X

i

piE (j iih ij)�
X

i

piE p(�i): (19)

Forthe lastinequality,letAlice and Bob startwith the entangled state j �iand carry outtheirLO q protocol. By

subadditivityofentropy,theentanglem entofthisstatecanincreasebyatm ostm bitswhen m qubitsofcom m unication

are sent(back and forth). Thusthe entanglem entofthe � nalstate which issom e puri� cation ofLL O q(�)issm aller

than orequalto E p(�)+ m .2

Now weareready to proveourm ain theorem :

T heorem 2 The entanglem entcostof� on H d 
 H d withoutclassicalcom m unication equalsE L O q(�)= E1
p (�).

Proof:Theinequality E L O q(�)� E1
p (�)usesentanglem entdilution.Letk be the num berofcopiesof� forwhich

the regularized entanglem entofpuri� cation E1p isachieved.O neway ofm aking m any (p)copiesof�
 k outofEPR

pairsand o(p)� o(pk)classicalcom m unication,isto � rstperform entanglem entdilution on the EPR pairsso asto

create(an approxim ation to)thepuri� cation j i
 p and then traceovertheadditionalregisterstoget�
 kp.Theother

inequality E 1
p (�) � EL O q(�) can be proved from m onotonicity and continuity ofthe entanglem entofpuri� cation.

W e start with n EPR pairs which have E p equalto n. The LO q process for creating an approxim ation ~�k to �
 k

using o(k) qubits ofcom m unication,increasesthe entanglem entofpuri� cation by atm osto(k) bits,see Lem m a 2,

orE p(~�k)� n + o(k). Using the continuity ofTheorem 1 and dividing the lastinequality by k and taking the lim it

k ! 1 givesE 1
p (�)� EL O q(�).2

III.M U T U A L IN FO R M A T IO N LO W ER B O U N D S

The entanglem ent cost E L O q is a m easure ofthe quantum and classicalcorrelations in a quantum state. The

quantum and classicalm utualinform ation ofa quantum state are sim ilar m easures that capture correlations in a

quantum state. How do these m easures relate to the new correlation m easure? The quantum m utualinform ation

Iq(�A B )isde� ned as

Iq(�A B )= S(�A )+ S(�B )� S(�A B ): (20)

W e de� ne the classicalm utualinform ation ofa quantum stateIc(�A B )as

Ic(�A B )= m ax
M A :pA ;M B :pB

H (pA )+ H (pB )� H (pA B ): (21)

Here localm easurem ents M A and M B give rise to localprobability distributions pA and pB . The classicalm utual

inform ation ofa quantum stateisthem axim um classicalm utualinform ation thatcan beobtained by localm easure-

m entsby Alice and Bob. Both quantum aswellasclassicalm utualinform ation share the im portantproperty that

they are non-increasing under localoperations (LO ) by Alice and Bob. For the classicalm utualinform ation,this

basically follows from the de� nition Eq. (21). The de� nition itselfas a m axim um over localm easurem ents m akes

sensesince the classicalm utualinform ation ofa probability distribution isnon-increasing underlocalm anipulations

ofthe distribution.The proofofthiswellknown factisanalogousto the proofforthe quantum m utualinform ation

which wewillgivehereforcom pleteness.

W e can write the quantum m utualinform ation as

Iq(�A B )= S(�A B jj�A 
 �B ); (22)

whereS(:jj:)isthe relativeentropy.The relativeentropy isnonincreasing underany m ap � (cf.Ref.[16]),i.e.

S(� (�A B )jj� (�A 
 �B ))� S(�A B jj�A 
 �B ): (23)

W hen � isofa localform ,i.e. �A 
 �B ,the l.h.s. ofthis equation equalsthe quantum m utualinform ation ofthe

state(�A 
 �B )(�A B )and thusthe inequality Iq((�A 
 �B )(�A B ))� Iq(�A B )isproved.
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A .P roofofLow er bounds

W e show that the quantities Iq(�)=2 and the regularized classicalinform ation I1c (�)= lim n! 1
Ic(�


 n
)

n
are both

lowerboundsfortheentanglem entcostE L O q.Theargum entissim ilarto theproofoftheE
1
p lowerbound on E L O q

in Theorem 2 (Thereasoning isin facta specialcaseofTheorem 4 in Ref.[17](cf.Ref.[18])applied to theclassLO q

instead ofthe originalLO CC.)

W e start with a num ber,say k,ofEPR pairs which have Iq = 2k and Ic equalto k 2. In the lim it oflarge n ,

theratio k=n istheentanglem entcostE L O q(�).W eapply theLO q m ap L which useso(n)com m unication to obtain

an approxim ation ~�n to �
 n. Since the quantum m utualinform ation and the classicalm utualinform ation can only

increaseby o(n)by the processL applied to the initialEPR pairs,seeLem m a 3,itfollowsthat

Iq(~�n)� o(n)+ 2k; (24)

and sim ilarly

Ic(~�n)� o(n)+ k: (25)

The last step is to relate the m utualinform ations of ~�n to the m utualinform ations of�
 n. For this,we need a

continuity resultofthe form

jIq=c(�)� Iq=c(�)j� C logdjj� � �jj1 + O (1): (26)

for �;� on Hd,jj� � �jj1 su� ciently sm alland C is som e constant 3. Below we willprove these desired continuity

results. W e can divide Eqs. (24)and (25)by n and take the lim itoflarge n. W e use the continuity relation ofEq.

(26)and the factthatin the largen lim it ~�n tendsto �
 n.Thuswehave

lim
n! 1

Iq(�

 n)

n
= Iq(�)� 2EL O q(�); (27)

whereweused thatthe quantum m utualinform ation isadditive,and sim ilarly

I
1
c (�)� EL O q(�): (28)

W hatrem ainsisto provethe continuity relationsand the nonincreasem odulo o(n)underLO q operations.

1. Continuity ofM utualInform ations

The continuity ofthe quantum m utualinform ation Iq(�) can be proved by invoking Fannes’inequality [19]and

Ruskai’sproofofnonincreaseofthetrace-distanceunderTCP m aps[20].Let� and � betwo density m atriceswhich

areclose,i.e.jj� � �jj1 = Trj� � �j� � forsu� ciently sm all�.W e have

jIq(�A B )� Iq(�A B )j� jS(�A )� S(�A )j+ jS(�B )� S(�B )j+ jS(�A B )� S(�A B )j; (29)

which can be bounded as

jIq(�A B )� Iq(�A B )j� 3logdA B jj�A B � �A B jj1 + 3�(jj�A B � �A B jj1); (30)

where�(x)= � xlogx and jj� � �jj1 � 1=3.

Itisnothard to prove the continuity ofthe classicalinform ation ofa quantum state,again using the nonincrease

ofjj:jj1 underTCP m aps. LetM
�

A
and M

�

B
be the optim alm easurem entachieving the classicalm utualinform ation

2O ne can prove thatIc � k by observing thatany localm easurem entthatis notprojecting in the Schm idtbasis is a noisy

version ofthe m easurem entthatdoes projectin the Schm idtbasis. In otherwords,the probability distribution ofany setof

localm easurem entscan be obtained from the probability distribution ofthe Schm idtbasis m easurem ent by localprocessing,

which doesnotincrease the classicalm utualinform ation.
3
W e can alternatively write down a continuity relation using the Buresdistance.Since the trace-distance jj:jj1 and the Bures

distance are equivalentdistances,one continuity relation followsfrom the otherand vice versa.
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Ic(�). Under this m easurem entthe states � and �,which is,say,close to �,go to probability distributions p�(i;j)

and p�(i;j)which arecloseagain,i.e.jjp� � p�jj1 � jj� � �jj1.W e havethat

Ic(�)� Ic(�)� I(p�)� I(p�)� logkjjp� � p
�
jj1 + O (1); (31)

where k isthe num berofjointoutcom esin the optim alm easurem ent(M
�

A
;M

�

B
)and I isthe classicalm utualinfor-

m ation ofa jointprobability distribution.The lastinequality in Eq.(31)could in principlebe derived from Fannes’

inequality,using diagonalm atrices,butitisa standard continuity resultin inform ation theory [21]aswell.To � nish

the argum ent,weshould arguethatk,the num berofjointm easurem entoutcom esisbounded.The classicalm utual

inform ation I is a concave function ofthe jointprobability p(i;j)[21]. Therefore only extrem alm easurem entsM A

and M B need to be considered in the optim ization over m easurem ents. An extrem alm easurem enthas at m ost d2

outcom eswhen acting on a spaceofdim ension d [22]and thusk � d2A B .Thesam eargum ent,interchanging � and �,

can be used to upperbound Ic(�)� Ic(�).

Lem m a 3 (M onotonicity P roperties ofM utualInform ation) LetL consistofa series oflocaloperations as-

sisted by m qubitsof2-way com m unication.The quantum m utualinform ation obeys the inequality

Iq(L(�))� Iq(�)+ 2m ; (32)

for allstates�.For the classicalm utualinform ation we have

Ic(L(j ih j)� Ic(j ih j)+ m ; (33)

for allpure statesj i.

Proof: Let us � rst consider the quantum m utualinform ation. W e can decom pose the 2-way schem e L into a

sequence ofone-way schem es. Itissu� cientto prove forsuch a one-way schem e using m qubitsofcom m unication,

say from Alice to Bob,that

Iq(L(�))� Iq(�)+ 2m : (34)

Alice’slocalaction can consistofadding an ancilla A 0 in som estateand apply a TCP m ap to the system sAA 0 thus

obtaining the state �A A 0:B . Such an action does not increase the quantum nor classicalm utualinform ation as we

showed before.Now Alice sendssystem A 0 to Bob.W e have

Iq(�A B )� Iq(�A A 0:B )= S(AA 0)+ S(B )� S(AA 0
B )�

S(AA 0)� S(A 0)+ S(B A 0)� S(AA 0
B )� S(A)� 2S(A 0)+ S(B A 0)� S(AA 0

B )= Iq(�A :B A 0)� 2S(A 0); (35)

where we used jS(A)� S(B )j� S(AB ) � S(A)+ S(B ). The quantum m utualinform ation ofthe � nalstate is

Iq(�A :B A 0). Since S(A 0)� m ,we obtain the needed inequality. Alice could send only a partofancilla A 0,butthis

doesnotchangethe bound.

Letusnow considertheclassicalm utualinform ation.W em ay converttheentireprocessL into a coherentprocess

L whereallthem easurem entsaredeferred to theend,thisdoesnotchangetheam ountofcom m unication thatAlice

and Bob carry out. Thus,prior to the m easurem ents Alice and Bob have converted the pure state j i into som e

pure state j�iwhoselocalentropy isatm ostE + m where E isthe entanglem entofthe state j i,which isequalto

Ic(j ih j)(seefootnote2).Now Aliceand Bob locally m easureand/ortraceoutsom eregisterswhich areoperations

that do not increase the classicalm utualinform ation. Therefore the � nalstate L(j ih j) has a classicalm utual

inform ation thatisbounded by the initialclassicalm utualinform ation plusm .2.

Rem ark:Note thatEq.(32)forthe quantum m utualinform ation appliesto both pure and m ixed stateswhile we

havefound m ixed statesthatviolateEq.(33)forthe classicalm utualinform ation.

Letusstate the � nalresultoncem ore:

C orollary 1 E L O q(�)� Iq(�)=2 and EL O q � I1c (�):

W ith thisCorollary wecan show thatthe LO q-entanglem entcostofany correlated density m atrix �,isnonzero4.

Indeed,thequantum m utualinform ation Iq(�)ofa correlated density m atrix isstrictly largerthan zero,sinceS(�A B )

isstrictly lessthan S(�A )+ S(�B )(equality isonly obtained when �A B = �A 
 �B )and thereforeE L O q(�)> 0.

W e presenta sim ple exam pleforwhich E L O q(�)= E1
p (�)> Iq(�)=2.

4
Notethatthisdoesnotdirectly follow from theresultin Ref.[10],sincetheentanglem entofpuri�cation m ay benonadditive.
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Exam ple 1 (A llcorrelation is classicalcorrelation) Consider the separable state � =
P

i
pijaiihaij
 jbiihbij

where haijaji= �ij and hbijbji= �ij. In this case Iq(�)=2 = H (p)=2. However we can show thatEp(�)� H (p). W e

have (cf.Eq.(8))�(�)=
P

i
pijbiihbij
 jiihij.Undersom e localTCP m ap � we obtain a state �0=

P

i
pijbiihbij
 �i

where �i are density m atrices. The entropy of�0 equals S(�0) =
P

i
piS(�i)+ H (p) � H (p). The entanglem ent

ofpuri�cation E p(�) m ay be nonadditive,so we have to consider Ep(�

 n). W e have �(�
 n)= �
 n and now �0 =

P

i1;:::;in
pi1 :::pin ji1 :::;inihi1;:::;inj
 �i1;:::;in . Again the von Neum ann entropy of�0 is larger than or equalto

nH (p).Note thatin thisexam ple we do achieve the classicalm utualinform ation lower bound.

Hereisan exam plewherethe upperand lowerbounds� x the (regularized)entanglem entofpuri� cation:

Exam ple 2 Let� be an equalm ixture ofthe state j	0i=
1p
2
(j00i+ j11i)and j	 1i=

1p
2
(j00i� j11i).Alice and Bob

can get1 bitofclassicalm utualinform ation by both m easuring in the f0;1g basis. Thus E L O q(�)� Ic(�)= 1,but

E L O q(�)� S(�A )� 1,Eq.(10).Therefore E L O q = 1.

IV .O T H ER C O R R ELA T IO N M EA SU R ES:T H E LO C A LLY IN D U C ED H O LEV O IN FO R M A T IO N

In Ref.[1]the authorsconsidered the locally induced Holevo inform ation asa m easure ofclassicalcorrelationsin

the state.Itisde� ned eitherwith respectto Alice’sm easurem ent(CA )orBob’sm easurem ent(CB )

CA =B (�)= m ax
M A =M B

S(
X

i

p
B =A

i �
B =A

i )�
X

i

p
B =A

i S(�
B =A

i ); (36)

where M A (M B ) on � gives reduced density m atrices �Bi (�Ai ) with probability pBi (pAi ). The classicalm utual

inform ation I1c (�)willin generalbelessthan thesequantities,sinceto achievetheHolevo inform ation onem ay have

to do coding.In Ref.[1]itwasshown thatCA =B arenonincreasing underlocaloperations.W eleaveitasan exercise

forthe readerto provecontinuity and nonincrease m odulo o(n)underLO q operations(applied to som e pure state),

thusshowing thatthe regularized versionsofthese two quantitiesarealso lowerboundsforE L O q.

A .B ell-diagonalstates

W eshow thatforBell-diagonalstates�B ell thequantity CA (equalto CB by sym m etry oftheBell-diagonalstates)

isequalto the classicalcapacity ofthe corresponding qubitchannels. By the previousargum entsthisgive ussom e

lower bounds on the regularized entanglem ent ofpuri� cation ofthese states. The Bell-diagonalstates are ofthe

following form

�B ell=
X

i

pij	 iih	 ij; (37)

where	 0:::3 arethefourBellstateswherej	 0iis
1p
2
(j00i+ j11i).Thecorrespondingchannel,{thesocalled generalized

depolarizing channel{,orPaulichannel,isofthe form

��(� )=
X

i

pi�i(� )�i; (38)

where �0 = 1,and �1;2;3 are the three Paulim atrices. It is known [23]that alltwo qubit states with m axim ally

m ixed subsystem sareBell-diagonal,up to a unitary transform ation UA 
 UB .From theisom orphism between states

and channels[24,11,8],itfollowsthatallunitalchannelsareofthe form (38)[cf.[25]],up to unitary transform ations

applied before and afterthe action ofthe channel. The classical1-shotcapacity ofthe quantum channel� isgiven

by [26,27]

C1(� )= sup
fqi;�ig

�(f qi;� (�i)g); (39)

where� isthe Holevo function ofthe ensem ble

�(f qi;�ig)= S(
X

i

qi�i)�
X

i

qiS(�i): (40)
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The optim alstates �i that achieve the capacity C1 are alwayspure states,m oreoverit can be shown [25]that the

ensem blefqi;j iig thatachievesC1 forunital1-qubitchannelssatis� es

X

i

qij iih ij=
1

2
1: (41)

LetusarguethatCA (�)= C1(� )foraBell-diagonalstate�B ell = (1A 
 ��)(j	 0ih	 0j).Alice’sPOVM m easurem ent

on thisstatecom m uteswith thechannel��.By doing a m easurem enton j	 0ishecan createany pure-state-ensem ble

on system B ,obeying the relation Eq. (41). Thisensem ble isthen sentthrough the channel��. Ifthe ensem ble is

optim alforC1,then itsHolevo inform ation � equalsC1 and thusCA = C1.

Forunital1-qubitchannelsC1 isgiven by [25,28]

C1(� )= 1� m in
 

S(� (j ih j)): (42)

W e can perform the m inization in the lastinequality and we obtain the following form ula forthe capacity ofa Pauli

channelorthe induced Holevo inform ation ofthe Bell-diagonalstates

CA (�B ell)= C1(��)= 1� H (1� �); (43)

where� isthesum ofthetwo largestprobabilitiespi and H (:)isthebinary entropy function H (x)= � xlogx� (1�

x)log(1� x).Fora two-qubitW ernerstatesofthe form

�W = ej	 0ih	 0j+ (1� e)=3

3X

i= 1

j	 iih	 ij; (44)

weobtain

CA = 1� H

�
1+ 2e

3

�

fore2 [
1

4
;1];

CA = 1� H

�
2� 2e

3

�

fore2 [0;
1

4
]: (45)

Itwasshown by K ing [28]thatthe classicalcapacity ofunital1-qubitchannelsisequalto the one shotcapacity,

orC1 = C 1
1 � lim n! 1

1

n
C1(�


 n).ThereforeCA = C 1
A = C1,which isa lowerbound on E L O q.

V .W ER N ER STA T ES

A num ericalm inim ization based on Eq. (6) was perform ed for the W erner states Eq. (44) for E p. W e plot the

resultsasafunction ofthej	 0ieigenvalueein Fig.1.W eperm itted variousoutputdim ensions;Thetwocurvesshown

have dim (A 0)= dim (B 0)= 2 and dim (A 0)= dim (B 0)= 4. In the � rstcase,the initialvariable ofthe m inim ization

wasdeterm ined by a random 4� 4unitary UA 0B 0 picked accordingto theHaarm easure.In thesecond case,theinitial

point wasdeterm ined by a random 16� 4 isom etry picked according to a param eterization derived from Ref.[29].

W e did notexplore the largestdim ensionsperm itted by Lem m a 1,which would have required an optim ization over

a 64� 4 isom etry.
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FIG .1. Num ericalboundson E p forW ernerstates. In the uppercurve we restrictto dim (A
0
)= dim (B

0
)= 2;forthe next

curve,we perm itdim (A
0
)= dim (B

0
)= 4. The insetshowsthe curiousbehaviorofE p around the pointwhere the eigenvalue

ofj	 0i approaches zero. The dotted curve is the C A lower bound ofSec. IV A. The dashed curve is the entanglem ent of

form ation lowerbound which vanisheswhen the eigenvalue issm allerthan orequalto 1=2.

.

Itisevidentfrom thenum ericspresented in the� gurethattheCA bound ofEq.(45)isnotachieved fortheW erner

states:theCA lowerbound isonly tightatthetrivialpointse= 1=4 and e= 1.O urresultsindicatethatE p isa very

com plex function,neitherconcavenorconvex,with severaldistinctregim es.In fact,we� nd fourdi� erentregim esin

ournum erics:I)In thisregim ethestandard puri� cation ofEq.(5)appearsto beoptim al,so theU ofEq.(6)isthe

identity,and thepurifying dim ensionsaredim (A 0)= 1 and dim (B 0)= 4.Thisregim eonly extendsovera tiny range,

approxim ately 0� e� 0:005.II)In the range0:005� e� 0:25 we� nd an optim alpuri� cation ofthe form

p
ej	 0iA B j	 0iA 0B 0 +

r
1� e

3
(j	 1iA B j	 1iA 0B 0 + j	 2iA B j	 2iA 0B 0 + j	 3iA B j	 3iA 0B 0): (46)

In thisregion theE p curveisgiven by E p = � xlogx� (1� x)log((1� x)=3),with x = (1+ 2e� 2
p
3
p
e(1� e))=12.

Herethepurifying dim ensionsaredim (A 0)= 2 and dim (B 0)= 2.O fcourseE p dropsto zeroforthecom pletely m ixed

state ate= 1=4.III)In the range 0:25 � e � 0:69 we also � nd purifying dim ensionsdim (A0)= 2 and dim (B 0)= 2,

butwe were unable to determ ine the analyticalform ofthe purifying state orofE p. IV)In the range 0:69 � e � 1

the purifying dim ensions were dim (A 0) = 2 and dim (B 0) = 3. Again,we were unable to com e to any analytical

understanding oftheresult.O fcourse,E p = 1 fore= 1,corresponding to the pure m axim ally entangled state.

V I.C O N C LU SIO N

W e haveshown thatthe entanglem entcostE L O q(�)isequalto the regularized entanglem entofpuri� cation.Itis

an open question whetherthe entanglem entofpuri� cation isadditive:

E p(� 
 �)
?
= E p(�)+ Ep(�): (47)

In the alternativeform ulation using the state�(�)the additivity question isthe following.Isthe m inim um in

m in
� C D

S((IA B 
 �C D )(�A C 
 �B D ); (48)

achieved by a TCP m ap �C D = S 
 S? Thisproblem issim ilaragain to the additivity question encountered in Ref.

[13]where a localm ap could possibly lowerthe ratio ofthe coherentinform ation and the entropy ofm any copiesof

a state together.

It is interesting not only to ask the form ation question with respect to this class LO q,but also consider ‘the

distillation’question.O ne can considerdi� erentversions.Forexam ple,how m uch entanglem entcan we distillfrom

� using o(n) com m unication? O ne would expectthatthis quantity DL O q(�)isalwayszero forstatesforwhich the
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entanglem entcostE c (using LO C C ) is lowerthan the distillable entanglem entD . W e do nothave a proofofthis

statem ent,relating irreversibility to a need forclassicalcom m unication.

Instead oftrying to convertthecorrelationsin � back to entanglem ent,wem ay ask whatclassicalcorrelationsAlice

and Bob can establish using �. W e could allow Alice and Bob to perform an asym ptotically vanishing am ount of

com m unication in thisextraction process.A littlebitofcom m unication could potentially increasetheclassicalm utual

inform ation in a quantum stateby a largeam ount(when theclassicalcorrelation isinitially ’hidden’),thusthism ay

not be the best problem to pose. Researchers [30][31]have investigated the possibly m ore interesting problem of

thesecretkey K thatAliceand Bob can establish given � whereoneallowsarbitrary publicclassicalcom m unication

between theparties.Thereisagain m orethan oneversion ofthisproblem ,onein which Evepossessesthepuri� cation

ofthe density m atrix [30]and a situation in which Eveisinitially uncorrelated with the density m atrix.In Ref.[32]

a generalfram ework isdeveloped to addressthese issuesalso in the m ultipartite setting.

Q uiterecently,entanglem entpropertiesofbipartitedensity m atriceswerestudied by lookingatm ixed extensionsof

thedensity m atrix[33].Itwould beinterestingtoexploretheconnection between ourresultshereon theentanglem ent

ofpuri� cation and thisotherapproach.
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