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Abstract

Follow ing the recent work of C aves, Fuchs, and Rungta Found. of Phys.
Lett. 14 (2001) 199], we discuss som e entanglem ent properties of two-rebits
systam s. W e pay particular attention to the relationship between entangle-
m ent and puriy. In particular, we determ ine (i) the probability densities for

nding pure and m ixed states w ith a given am ount of entanglem ent, and (i)
the m ean entanglem ent of tw o—rebits states as a function of the participation

ratio.
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I. NTRODUCTION

Tt has been recently pointed out by Caves, Fuchs, and Rungta ] that real quantum
m echanics (that is, quantum m echanics de ned over real vector spaces P{f]) provides an
Interesting foil theory whose study m ay shed som e light on which aspects of quantum en—
tanglem ent are unique to standard quantum theory, and which ones are m ore generic over
other physical theories endowed w ith the phenom enon of entanglem ent.

N ow adays there is general consensus on the fact that the phenom enon of entanglem ent
is one of the m ost fiindam ental and non-classical features exhibited by quantum system s
[6]. Quantum entanglem ent is the basic resource required to in plem ent several of the m ost
in portant processes studied by quantum inform ation theory [§{[L1], such asquantum telepor-
tation [[J], and superdense coding [[3]. A state of a com posite quantum system constituted
by subsystem s A and B is called \entangled" if it can not be represented as a convex lin-—
ear com bination of product states. In other words, the density m atrix #® represents an

entangled state if it can not be expressed as

X A B
= Px x K 7 @)
k

P
wih O Px 1and ,px = 1. On the contrary, states of the form ({]) are called

AB

separable. The above de nition is physically m eaningfiil because entangled states (unlke
separable states) cannot be prepared locally by acting on each subsystem individually [14].
T he entanglem ent of formm ation provides a natural quantitative m easure of entanglem ent
w ith a clear physicalm otivation [L3[14].

In standard quantum m echanics the sin plest system s exhibiting the phenom enon of
entanglem ent are tw o-qubits system s. T hey play a fundam entalrole In Q uantum Infom ation
Theory. Tt should be stressed that the conocom iant space of (m ixed) two-qubits states is
15-din ensionaland itsproperties are not trivial. A n explicit expression forthe entanglem ent
of form ation ofa two-qubits state hasbeen found by W ootters [L§]. W ootters’ celbrated
form ula has allowed for a systam atic survey of the entanglem ent properties of the space of

two-qubits states [L7{R4].



W ithin quantum m echanics de ned over real vector spaces, the m ost basic kind of com —
posite system s are two—rebits systam s. Rebits are system swhose (poure) states are described

by nom alized vectors In a two din ensional real vector space. A rbit m ay be regarded as

the sin plest possbl quantum objct [{]. An explicit expression for the entanglkm ent of
form ation of arbitrary states of two-rebits has been obtained by C aves, Fuchs and Rungta
{.

The ain of the present work is to explore num erically the entanglem ent properties of
tworebits system s. W e pay particular attention to the relationship between entanglem ent
and purity.

T he paper is organized as follows. In section ITwe review the CFR expression for the
entanglem ent of form ation of arbitrary two-—rebits states, and discuss som e of its inm ediate
consequences. The relationships, for tworebits system s, between the am ount of entangle—
m ent and the degree of m ixture are investigated in sections III. F nally, som e conclusions

are drawn in section IV .

II.THE CFR FORMULA AND SOME OF ITSCONSEQUENCES

Caves, Fudhs, and Rungta formula for the entanglem ent of formm ation of a two-rebits

state reads [}]

1+ 1 cC?2
E[]l=h —— @)
2
where
h) = xlg,x 1 x)log, T x); 3)
and the concurrence C is given by
Cl]l=Jtr( )= e y )3 @)

T he above expression has to be evaluated by recourse to them atrix elem entsof  com puted

w ith resgpect to the product basis, ji; ji= jiijji; ;= 0;1.



W e are also going to need a quantitative m easure of m ixedness. T here are severalm ea—
sures of the degree of m xture that can be useful within the present context. The von

N eum ann m easure
S= Tr( h ); ©)

is in portant because of its relationship wih the them odynam ic entropy. On the other
hand, the so called participation ratio,

R()= ;;
Tr(?)
is particularly convenient for calculations [L7/L91.

A rem arkable property of tw o—xebits states, which transpires inm ediately from the CFR
expressions (@), is that their square concurrence (and, consequently, their entanglem ent
of form ation) are com pletely detem ined by the expectation value of one single cbservable,
namely, y - On the contrary, it has been recently proved that there is no cbservable
(not even for pure states) whose solke expectation value constitutes enough inform ation to
determ ine the entanglkm ent ofa two-qubits state P3]. The operator y has eigenvalues
land 1, both two—fold degenerated. Let usdenote by j 1,1 the pair of elgenvectors w ith
elgenvalue 1, and j ;3,1 the eigenvectors w th elgenvalnue 1, so that

X2 x4
y oy = J sih 5] J sih 5 J: (7)
=1 =3
A notabl consequence of the CFR expressions @) is that there are m ixed states of two
rebits wih maxinum entanglem ent (that is, with C? = 1). For hstance all states of the

form
=pjiih1J+ @ pP)J 2dih 2 JF 8)

wih O P 1, are m axin ally entangled. Hence, for any participation rate w ithin the
range 1 R 2 there exist two—rebits states with maxinum entanglement. W e shall
retum to this point later, when we discuss the distrdbution of general two-rebits states in

the R ;C?)plane.



IIT.ENTANGLEM ENT VS.PURITY FOR ARBITRARY TW OREBITS STATES.
A .M easure on the Two-Rebits State Space

In order to explore num erically the properties ofarbitrary two-rebits states, it isnecessary
to introduce an appropriate m easure on the space Sy of general tw o—rebits states. Such a
m easure isneeded to com pute volum esw ithin the space Sg , aswellasto detem Inewhat isto
be understood by a uniform distriboution of stateson Sy . In orderto nd a naturalm easure
on S we are going to follow a line of reasoning akin to the one pursued by Zyczkow skiet al
L7191 in the case of twoqubits states.

An arbirary (ure and m ixed) state of a (ral) quantum system describbed by an

N -dim ensional real H ibbert space can always be expressed as the product of three m atrices,
= RD [f ,gR": €)

HereR isan N N orthogonalm atrix and D [f jg] isan N N diagonalm atrix whose
P
diagonalelementsaref ;;:::; yg,wihl ; 0,and ; ;= 1.Thegroup oforthogonal

matrices O N ) is endowed w ith a unique, uniform m easure ]. On the other hand, the

™ 1)-din ensional hyperplane of R . Consequently, the standard nom alized Lebesgue
measureLy ; on RY ! providesa naturalm easure or . The aforem entioned m easures on
O N ) and IJad then to a naturmlmeasure on the sst S g of all the states of our (real)

quantum system , nam ely,
= Ly 1 10)

W e are golng to consider the set of states of a two—rebits system . Consequently, our
system willhave N = 4. A1l our present considerations are based on the assum ption that
the uniform distriboution of states ofa two-rebit system isthe one detem ined by them easure
@d). Thus, In our num erical com putations we are going to random ly generate states of a

tw o-qubits system according to the m easure (LJ).



B .Entanglem ent and D egree of M ixture.

T he relationship between the am ount of entanglem ent and the purity of quantum states
of com posite system s has been recently discussed i the literature [[1{R0]. The am ount
of entanglem ent and the purity of quantum states of com posite system s exhibit a dualistic
relationship. A s the degree of m xture Increases, quantum states tend to have a an aller
am ount of entanglem ent. In the case of twoqubits systam s, states wih a large enough
degree ofm ixture are always separable [[7]. To study the relationship between entanglem ent
and m xture we need quantitative m easures for these two quantities. A s already m entioned,
the entanglem ent of form ation provides a naturalquantitative m easure ofentanglem ent w ith
a clear physicalm otivation [[3/4].

T he continuous line in F ig. 1 depicts the behavior ofthem ean entanglem ent of form ation
IE i of realdensity m atrices, as given by the CFR form ula, as a function ofthe participation
ratio R. The dashed line in Fig. 1 corresponds to the m ean entanglem ent of the same
m atrices, as given by W ootters’ formula. In other words, In Fig. 1 the continuous line
describes the m ean entanglem ent of form ation of the realdensity m atrices when regarded as
de ned on a realvector space, w hike the dashed line describes the entanglem ent of form ation
of these sam e m atrices when they are considered in the context of the standard com plex
vector space. W e see that the CFR formula always gives, for the m ean entanglem ent of
fom ation, a value larger than the one obtained by recourse of the W ootters’ expression. In
this regpect, our num erical results are fully consistent w ith the general argum ents provided
n 1.

The continuous lne n Fig. 2 illustrates the behavior of the m ean entanglem ent of
form ation HE i of real density m atrices (given by the CFR expression) as a function of the
participation ratioR . Thedashed line in F ig. 2 show sthebehavior ofthem ean entanglem ent
of form ation hE i of com plex density m atrices (given by W ootters’ form ula) as a function of
the participation ratio R .

The largest eigenvalie , of the density m atrix constitutes a legitin ate m easure of



m xture, in the sense that states with larger values of , can be regarded as less m ixed.
Tts extram e values corresoond to (i) pure states wWih , = 1) and (il the density m atrix
%f Wih , = 1=4). In Fig. 3 we depict the m ean entanglm ent hE i of all the two—rebits
statesw ith a given value oftheirm axin um eigenvalue . ,asa function ofthis last quantity.
T he upper line corresponds to the CFR expression and the lower line to W ootters form ula.
N otice that, In the case ofW ootters form ula, the m ean entanglem ent vanishes or 1=3.

W e have also com puted num erically the probability P & ) of nding a two—rebits state
endowed with an am ount of entanglement E . In Fig. 4 we com pare (i) the distrdbutions
associated w ith two—rebits statesw ith (i) the distrdbutions associated w ith tw oqubits states
which were recently obtained by Zyczkow ski et al. [123]. Fig. 4a depicts the probability
P E ) of ndihg two-qubits states endowed w ith a given entanglem ent E (as com puted w ith
W ootters’ expression). The solid line correspond to arbitrary states and the dashed line to
pure states. In a sin iflarway, F ig. 4b exhiis a plot of the probability P E ) of nding two—
rebits states endowed with a given entangkment E (as com puted w ith the CFR formula).
T he solid line correspond to arbitrary states and the dashed line to pure states. C om paring
Figs4a and 4b we nd that the distrdbutionsP € ) describbing arbitrary states (that is, both
pure and m ixed states) exhibit the sam e qualitative shape for both two-qubits and two—
rebits states: In the two cases the distrbution P (£ ) is a decreasing function of E . On the
contrary, the distribution P E ) corresponding to pure two-—rebits states di ers considerably
from the one associated w ith pure two-qubits states. T he probability distrdbution P E ) for
pure states of two—rebits reaches itsm axin um value for ssparable states E = 0),and it isa
m onotonous decreasing function of the entanglem ent of fom ation E . O n the contrary, the
distribution corresponding to pure states of tw o—qubits is an increasing function ofE for low
values of the entanglem ent, and decreasesw ith E  for Jarge enough values ofthis variabl. It
adopts tsm axinum value for an intem ediate value of E . The general conclusion that we
may draw from Fig. 4 is that the two curves representing the distributionsP £ ) associated
with (i) pure statesand (i) arbirary states do not di er, in the case of two—rebits states, as

much as they do In the case of two—qubits states.



The distrbution P € ) for pure two—rebits states can be obtained analytically. Let us

w rite a pure two-rebis state In the fom
ji= G J i 11)
where
=1, c2R: 12)

The states (J ;i; i= 1;:::;4) are the eigenstates ofthe operator y» I the sam e order
as in equation (). The our realnum bers ¢; constitute the coordinates ofa point lying in the
three din ensional unitary hyper-sphere S; (which is embedded in R *). W e now introduce

on S3 three angular coordinates, ;, ,,and ,de ned by

C = COS oS 15
o = o0s sin ;

G = sin oS ,;

sn sinh ,; O <—=;0 15 2< 2 : @3)

C4 2

In tem s of the above angular coordinates, the concurrence of the pure state j i is given by

C =y yiJ= joos2 J: 14)
T he elem ent of volum e on the three dim ensional hypersphere issih ©oos d d;d ;. Thus,
the totalvolum e associated w ith a an all intervald is

dv=4 ?sn cos d : (15)

Inspection ofequations {[4) and {I3) allow s one to deduce that the probability density P (C )

of nding a pure two-rebits state w th concurrence C is

= 1: 16)

1

ks
&) e

The concom itant probability density P (E ) of nding a pure state with entanglm ent of

form ation E is then equalto



PE)= — a7

where dE =dC is to be com puted from expressions {@) and (3). It can be veri ed from
equation {L7) that the lim it value of P € ) associated w ith states ofm axinum entanglem ent

isP € = 1) = In2. This value corresoonds to the horizontal Iine in F igure 4b.

C .M aximum Entanglem ent C om patible w ith a G iven D egree of M ixture.

W e are now going to detemm ine which is the m axinum entanglement E, that a two—
rebits state w ith a given participation radio R m ay have. Since E is a m onotonic Increasing
function of the concurrence C, we shall nd the maxinum value of C com patble with a
given valie of R. In order to solve the concom itant varational problem (and bearing In
mind that C =jh, ,ij), Bt us rst nd the state that extrem izes Tr( *) under the
constraints associated with a given value ofh y1, and the nom alization of . This

variational problm can be cast as
Tr(®*)+ h, ,i Tr() = 0; (18)

where and are appropriate Lagrange m ultipliers. T he solution of the above variational
equation is given by the density m atrix

1h i
=2 I (, (19)

The value of the Lagrange multiplier is Inm ediately detem ined by the nomm alization

requirem ent,

Tr()=1 =) = —: 20)

NI

C onsequently, those tworebits states yielding the extremum valies of Tr( ?) (and also the
extremum valies of R = 1=Tr( ?)) com patdble both with nom alization and a given value

ofh y1 are described by the density m atrix



1
m = ZI (y y); (21)
w ith the Lagrange m ultiplier lying in the Interval
11

2 —;= 22
2i5 @2)

D ensity m atrices of the form 1)), corresponding to negative values of , have been consid-
ered in f]], although not in connection w ith the variational problem that we are discussing
here.

In temm s of the param eter , the expectation value h y1, the concurrence squared

C 2, and the participation ratio of the statistical operator , are given by

_ . 23
1+ 4 2’ @)

Hence, them axinum valie of R com patible with a given value of C 2 is given by
Rn C?) = (24)

1+ CZ:
R, (C?) is a monotonic decreasing finction of C? and adopts its values in the interval
2 R 4. This in plies that, within this range of R values, the m axinum value of C 2

com patible with a given value of R is the one obtained when solving Eq. £4) for C?,
nam ely,

c?= — 1: @5)

On the otherhand, forl R 2 there always exist density m atrices of m axin um entan—
glem ent (that is, with C2 = 1). A's a consequence, the m axinum value of C? com patble

w ith a given value ofR is given by
(

c? = ©26)

m

Bl
'_l
~e .
N
)
D

In Fig. 5 we plt (h the R ;C?)-plane) one m illion num erically generated random two—
rebits states. The solid line corresponds to the m aximum concurrence squared C2, for a

given valie of the participation radio R, as given by Eq. {24).
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IV.CONCLUSIONS

W e have explored num erically the entanglem ent properties of two—rebits systam s. W e
paid particular attention to the relationship between entanglem ent and purity. W e have
com puted num erically the m ean entanglem ent of fom ation of two—rebits systam s (@s de-
term ined by the CFR fomula @) as a function of the participation ratio R. W e have
also determ ned num erically the probability densities P E ) of nding (i) pure two-rebits
states and (ii) adbitrary two—rebits states, endowed w ith a given am ount ofentanglem ent E .
Furthem ore, we surveyed the distrbution of general two-rebits states in the R ;C ?)-plane.
In particular, we detem Ined analytically the m aximum possibl value of the concurrence
squared C 2 of two-rebits states com patible w ith a given value of the participation ratio. An
Interesting feature that deserves specialm ention is that, w ith regards to the probability of

nding statesw ith a given am ount of entanglem ent, the di erence between m ixed states and
pure states ismuch larger for qubits than for rebits.

Tt would be interesting to perform , for quatemionic quantum m echanics P4], an analysis

sin ilar as the one done here.
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FIGURE CAPTIONS

Fig. 1-M ean entanglem ent of form ation HE i of real density m atrices as a function of the
participation ratio R . T he continuous line corresponds to the CFR form ula. T he dashed line

corresoonds to the m ean entanglem ent of the sam e m atrices, as given by W ootters’ form ula.

F ig. 2—The continuous line show s the behavior of the m ean entanglem ent of fom ation hE i
of real density m atrices (given by the CFR expression) as a function of the participation
ratio R . The dashed line show s the behavior of the m ean entanglem ent of form ation hE i
of com plex density m atrices (given by W ootters form ula) as a function of the participation

ratbR .

Fig. 3-Mean entanglkment IE i of all the two-rebits states wih a given value of their
maximum eigenvalie ,, as a function of this last quantity. The upper line corresponds
to the CFR expression and the lower line to W ootters form ula. Notice that, In the case of

W ootters form ula, the m ean entanglem ent vanishes for 1=3.

Fig. 4a— P ot of the probability P (£ ) of nding two-qubits states endowed w ih a given
entanglem ent E . The solid line correspond to arbitrary states and the dashed line to pure

states.

Fig. 4b—P ot of the probability P E ) of nding twoxbits states endowed with a given
entanglem ent E . The solid line correspond to arbitrary states and the dashed line to pure
states. T he horizontal line corresponds to the lim it valueP E = 1) = In 2 ofthe probability

density associated w ith pure two-—rebis states.

Fig. 5-P ot of n the R ;E )plane of one m illion random num erically generated two-—rebits
states. The solid line corresponds to the m aximum entanglem ent E, , for a given value of

the participation radio R .
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fig. 2
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