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W e consider a single copy of a m ixed state of two qubits and derive the optin al tracepreserving
Jocal operations assisted by classical com m unication (LOCC) such as to m axin ize the delity of
teleportation that can be achieved with this state. T hese optin al local operations tum out to be
In plem entable by one-way comm unication, and always yields a teleportation delity larger than
2=3 if the original state is entangled. Thism axin al achievable delity is an entanglem ent m easure
and tums out to quantify the m Inin alam ount of m ixing required to destroy the entanglem ent in a

quantum state.

T hebasic resource In quantum inform ation theory con—
sists of m axin ally entangled qubits or Bell states. This
stem s from the fact that the additional resource of entan—
glem ent enables to in plem ent all possible global quan—
tum operations locally by m aking use of the concept of
quantum teleportation [ll]. Perfect teleportation is only
possble when m axin ally entangled states are available.
In practical situations however, we have to deal w ith
m ixed states due to the undesired coupling of the quan-
tum states w ith the environm ent. In this letter we ad—
dress the follow Ing basic question: given a m ixed state
oftwo qubits, what is the m axin alteleportation delity
that can be obtained w ith this state allow ing all possi-
bl tracepreserving local operations assisted by classi-
cal communication LOCC) or all possble Itering op—
erations (SLOCC)? W e give a com plete answer to those
questions.

If only localunitary operations are allowed, then the
Horodeckis 2] proved that the optim alteleportation -
delity f isa linear function £ = (2F + 1)=3 ofthem axin al
singlet fraction or delity F 3], which is de ned as the
m axin al overlap of a state with a m axim ally entangled
state:

F ()= maxh jji:
j i=ME

T herefore the problem of m axin izing the teleportation

delity is equivalent to m axim izing the m axin al singlet
fraction of a m ixed state oftwo qubits. This problem is
also of great interest in the context of distillation pro-
tocols [, 14, |3, 14], as the distillation of barely entan-—
gled states occurs through the use of recurrence schem es
w hich gradually enhance the delity under the condition
that the Initial delity F exceeds 1=2. Themaxinal -
delity for separable states is indeed given by F = 1=2.
Surprisingly, there exist entangled stateswhose delity is
lower than this value [1], but the H orodeckis [B] proved
that local ltering operations can alwaysbe chosen such
that, wih a nie probability, a state with delity ex—
ceeding 1=2 is obtained if the original state was entan—
gled. In this ketter we w ill prove the stronger result that
a m ixed state of two qubits is entangled if and only if

there exist tracepreserving LO CC operations such that

the delity F ofthe LO CC -processed state exoceeds 1=2.

This answers the follow Ing question raised by Badziag

and Horodecki @] in the case of two qubits: "Can any

entangled state provide better than classical deliy of
teleportation?”

The present work also sheds new light on the open
problem of characterizing the class of local operations
that can physically be In plem ented on a system . F inding
a param etrization ofthe class of LO CC operations tums
outtobevery di cul. The classofPP T -operations [L(]
how ever, related to the conospt of partial transposition
[11,114], is very easy to characterize, but contains opera—
tions that cannot be im plem ented locally. In this lktter,
we will consider the problem ofm axin izing the delity
under the action of all PP T -operations. Surprisingly, it
will tum out that the optim al PP T -protocol is always
physically in plem entable: this is supporting evidence for
the fact that the class of PP T -operations yields a good
approxin ation of the class of LOCC operations.

In a rst part, the optinal Iocal Itering operations
[13] such asto m axin ize the delity ofthe Iltered state
are derived. The optinal lter is the one that trans—
form s the state into a unigue Bell diagonal form . This
provides a quantitative way of characterizing the quali-
tative result of the work of H orodecki H]. T he drawback
of ltering operations is the fact that these operations
can only be in plem ented w ith a certain probability. It is
therefore an Interesting question whether trace preserv—
ing local operations can also enhance the delity. In a
surprising paper of Badziag et al. [9], it was shown that
there exist m ixed statesw ith delity an allerthan 1=2, for
which local tracepreserving protocols exist that trans-
form this state Into a state wih delity larger than 1=2
w ithout the help of classical com m unication. M otivated
by this exam ple, we looked for the optin alLO CC proto—
cols such asto transform an entangled state into one w ith

delity as large as possble allow ng classical com m uni-
cation. W e prove that the optin al trace-preserving pro—
tocol orm axim izing the delity of a given state always
belongs to a very sinple class of 1-LOCC operations,
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and provide a constructive way of obtaining this opti-
mal (statedependent) LOCC operation. W e conclude
by giving a geom etrical Interpretation of the m axin um
achievable delity by LOCC, revealing an interesting con—
nection w ith the robustness of entanglem ent [14].

Let usnow state the rst theorem ofthis letter:

Theorem 1 The bipartite ocal Yering operations prob—
abilistically bringing an entanglkd m ixed state of two
qubits to a state with the highest possble delity are
given by the Iering operations bringing the state into
its unigque Belldiagonal nom al form [18], yieding a -
delity larger than 1=2.

Proof: In [19] i wasproven that the local Ytering opera—
tionsm axin izing the concurrence [L€] ofa state are given
by the local operationsbringing the state into its unique
Belldiagonalnom al form , and that a state is entangled
if and only if its nom al form is entangled. The delity
of a state isbounded above by F ( ) @+ C ())=21U]
wih C ( ) the concurrence, and for Bell diagonal states
the equality holds. It is m oreover trivial to check that
the delity of an entangled Bell diagonal state exceeds
1=2, which ends the proof. O

N ext we want to investigate ifthere alw ays exist trace—
preserving local operations such that the delity of the
obtained state exceeds 1=2 if the original state is entan—
gled. The crucial point is to ncorporate the previously
descrbbed  Itering operation as part ofa trace preserving
LOCC operation. The idea is that it is always possi-
ble to m ake a tracepressrving LOCC operation out of
a SLOCC  Ytering operation by m aking a pure separa—
bl state if the state did not pass the lter. Then wih
a certain probability a Belldiagonal state ¢ arisesw ith

delity exceeding 1=2, and w ith the com plem entary prob—
ability a pure sgparable state j i can be created having

delity equalto 1=2 (note that j imust be chosen such
that h j if = 1=2 wih j i the maxin ally entangled
state obeying F ( ¢) = h j¢j i). This proves that for
each entangled m ixed state of two qubits there exists a
tracepreserving 1-L.O C C protocolthat transform s it into
a statewih delity Jarger than 1=2.

Let us now try to optim ize the tracepreserving op-—
eration used in the protocol just described such as to
m axin ize the delity ofa given state. N ote that in gen-
eral the optinal lter of theorem [ w ill not be optin al
In the tracepreserving setting as In that case the proba-
bility of obtaining the state was not taken into account.
The setting is now as ollows: we want to nd the I
ter, such that the probability of successpa s ofthe lter
multiplied by the delity F of the state com ing out of
this Ier, plus (I g ) tinesthe delity of the pure
separable state given by 1=2, ism axim al. Forgiven ler

I A;B I, the cost-function K 5 g is therefore given
by

1 pas

Kas = pasF (£)+ >

w here

Tr A By
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Now some tricks will be applied. Due to the presence
of A;B,wecan replace F (¢) by h jfjiwith ji=
(P0i+ J1i)= 2, and we use the fact that the trace of
the product of two m atrices is equal to the trace of the
product of the partial transpose of two m atrices. This
Jeads to the ollow ing expression (see also the proof of
theorem 1 in [1]):

h jCc 1)

Kap = 2
whereC = BY A and is the shortcut notation for
the partial transpose w ith respect to the system B . This
cost-fiinction has to bem axim ized overallcomplex 2 2
matrices I A;B I, and this leadsto a lJowerbound
on them axim um achievabl delity by LO CC operations.
N ote that the considered operations can alwaysbe m ple—
m ented using one-way com m unication (1-LOCC),asone
can always choose B = I wihout lossof delity.

An upper bound can be obtained by using the tech-
niques developed by Rains [L(]. Indeed, ifwe enlarge the
class of allow ed operations from tracepreserving LOCC
operations to tracepreserving PP T -operations, a sin ple
optim ization problem arises. A quantum operation is
PPT if and only if the dual state associated to this
operation [Z,110,119,120,121] is PP T . The dual state
corresponding to amap on two qubits isde ned in a
2 2 2 2 Hibert space and the follow Ing relation
holds:

AAOBBO(

 ( )ioBo= 4T B as Iaogo)

An upper bound on F can now be obtained by consid-
ering the follow Ing optin zation problem : m axin ize

ATr ( j ih 3J)
under the constraints
0
Tggo 0
4Trmogo( ) = Ins

and wih j i amaxinally entangld state. Here the no—
tation Te=:° denotes the partial transpose with respect
to the systems B and B?. This is a sem ide nite pro—
gram and can easily be solved num erically w th guaran—
teed convergence 24]. E xploiting sym m etries how ever, it
is possible to reduce the com plexity drastically. Indeed,
J i rem ains invariant under a tw irl operation and this
tw irlcan be applied to , leading to a state ofthe fom :

1
= I T In+ @X TIz) @jih j I4)):



HereX ,a 4 4 matrix, is sub Fct to convex constraints
I=6 X I=2 and O X I=3. Doing the sub-
stitution X ! (I X )=3, this optim ization problem

reduces to the follow ing sem ide nite program (see also
Rains [10]) : m axin ize

1=2 Tr X 2)

under the constraints

0

Loy Lk

2
Note that the constraint % X  w illautom atically be
satis ed if the other three constraints are satis ed: this
follow s from the fact that X has at m ost one negative
elgenvalue and that 7 j max( & )) R3l. Sup-
pose now that X fl Ils the constraints and has rank
larger than one. Then X has a separable state S In
is support, as each two-din ensional subspace contains
at least one separable state 24]. Consider now y? the
largest real positive scalar such that X  y?S 0. It is
easy to verify that thematrix Y = X  y°S also ful Is
the Pur constraints, as S is positive due to is sepa—
rability. M oreover the value Tr S = Tr S w ith
S separable and entangled is assured to be positive.
T herefore the m atrix ¥ will yield a larger value of the
cost-function. This argum ent in plies that the m axin al
valie of the cost-fiinction will be obtained for X rank
one. X can therefore be w ritten in the fom :

X =@ I)ji e’ L);

and the constraintsbecome I, A I.

But then the variational characterization of the upper
bound [) becom es exactly equalto the variational char-
acterization ofthe lowerbound [)! This is very surpris—
ng as it in plies that the proposed 1-1.O CC protocolused
In deriving the lowerbound was actually optin aloverall
possibl LOCC protocols. W e have therefore proven:

Theorem 2 The optim al tracepreserving LO CC proto—
ool m axim izing the delity of a given state consists
of a 1-LOCC protocol where one party applies a state—
dependent Yer. In case of success, the other party does
nothing, and in case of ailure, both parties m ake a pure
separablke state. The optimal Yer and deliy F can be
found by solving the following convex sem ide nite pro—
gram : m axin ize

F = Tr X

N

under the constraints:

NE o
Is

F > 1=2 if is entangkd and the optim al X ,x willbe
ofrank 1, and the Xter A can ke obtained by m aking the
identi cation

)i ih j&Y Ip)

with § i= (P0i+ 3111)=p§.

Xopt= @

T his theorem gives us the optin alway of usihg a m ixed
state of two qubits for teleportation: the m axin alpossi-
bl delity willbe obtained when the state is st sub-—
“cted to the optin alLO CC protocol.

The given sam ide nite program can be solved exactly
if hassome symmetry. Indeed, if rem ains nvariant
under certain symm etry operations, the optinalX can
always be chosen such that it has the sam e symm etry
(this follow s from a sin ilar argum ent as the one used
during the tw irling step in the proof). A s an exam ple,
wewillcalculate ¥ for the fam ily of states

F)=Fjih j+ @ F)PLiO1] 3)
wihF 1=3 the delity ofthe state (these are precisely
the stateswihm Inin al delity orgiven concurrencell]).
T he sym m etries under transposition and under the local
operations , , and diag[l;i] diagl[l;i] nply thatX
w illbe realand ofthe form

0 1
x1 0 0 O

0 X2 X3 0 8 .
0 X3 Xy 0 A -
0 0 0 x5

bed
|
@

M oreover x; and xs willbe equalto zero in the case of
an optim al X as otherw ise X cannot be rank 1, and a

sim ple optin ization problem rem ains. The optinal Ier
is readily cbtained asA = dagF=2 (@ F));1], and the

maxin alachievable delity F becom es equalto:

2

F (@)D= 35 1+ 057

F (EF)= F

(if1=3 F 2=3)

(ifF  2=3)

N ote that for F 2=3, no LOCC protocol exists that
can increase the delity for this class of states. This is
true In general: for high delities, the delity is very
close to 1+ N )=2 wih N the negativity [I] which is
an entanglem ent m onotone [1L8] and can therefore not be
Increased by LO CC operations.

A quantum state used for telportation is a special
kind of unital or bistochastic quantum channel (see eg.
[4,129]) . A unitalquantum channelis com pletely charac—
terized by looking at the in age ofthe B loch sphere under
the action of the channelRd]. In gurdll, we depict the
In ages of the B Ioch sphere under the action of the tele—
portation channel obtained by the states ) ofeq.d
wih F = 04 when the ollow Ing preprocessing was done:
1. optim al LU “preprocessing (in plem entation of the op—
tin al localunitaries such as to m axin ize singlet fraction



FIG .1: The in age of the B loch sphere nduced by the tele-
portation channelw ith the state (04) (eq.[d) under optim al
LU (keft), LOCC (right) and SLOCC (m iddl) local prepro—
cessing.

Z2]) ; 2. optin altracepreserving LO CC transfom ations
(theorem 2); 3. optimal ltering operations (theorem 1).
T his gives a nice illustration of the obtained results.

For general states, no analyticalm ethod for obtaining
an expression ofFF  isknown,and a (sin plk) sam ide nie
program hasto be solved. It ishowevereasy to obtain an
explicit lower bound on the optin alF in temm s of the
negativity and the concurrence ofthe originalstate. T his
lower bound is obtained by choosing X to be a constant
tin es the subspace spanned by the negative eigenvector
v of . This constant has to be chosen such that the
largest eigenvalie of X does not exceed 1=2, and it can
be showil that this in plies that this constant is equalto
1=1+ 1 Cc2)wihCcC,
U sing the variational characterization ofthe concurrence
of a m ixed state [19,127], it is furtherm ore easy to prove
that C,, N ( )=C ( ). Putting all the pieces together,
we arrive at the follow ing lower bound for the m axin um
achievable delity F for an arbitrary state

the concurrence of v v* .

0 1

1B N () g 1

‘B 1 )

“R1+ § F () SQrN():
1+ 1 YO

T he upperbound follow s from the fact that the delity
isbounded aboveby (1 + N )=2 [I]which is an entangle-
m ent m onotone and can therefore not be Increased by
LO CC operations.

Before concluding, we w ill show that the m axin um
achievable delity F belongs to the class of entangle-
m entm easuresm easuring the robustness ofentanglem ent
[14,117]. To that purpose, we use the fact that to each
form ulation ofa sem ide nite program , there existsa dual

form ulation 24]that yieldsexactly the sam e value for the
extremum . The dualof [) can be shown to reduce to:
m inin ize
1 1
G==+-Tr@@)
2 2
sub ct to the constraints

Z 0
(+2) 0:

De ningthe state ; = Z=Tr (Z ), thisproblem isequiv—
alent to: m inin ize

overall0 p< 1 and over all states
constraint that the state °

z » Sub ct to the

=@ p) +pe
is separable. The m Inimum valie obtained is the m axi-
mum achievable deliyF .Asl=(l p) ism onotonously
ncreasingover0 p< 1,thisproblem amountsto nd-
Ing the state ; such that the weight in the m ixture of
this state w ith the origihalstate ism inin al, under the
constraint that this m xture is separable. The m axin al
achievable delity F ( ) is therefore a m easure of the
m nin al am ount of m xing required of wih another
state such that a separable state is obtained.

In summ ary, we have shown that the delity orm ax—
In al singlet fraction is not an entanglem ent m onotone,
but can bem ade oneby de ninganew delity F asthe
m axin alachievable one by tracepreserving LO CC oper-
ations. T hese optin al operations were com pletely deter—
m ined, and thism axin alachievable delity F quanti es
the m iInim al am ount of m ixing required for a quantum
state to destroy is entanglem ent. The optin al achiev—
ablk teleportation delity isgiven by £ = QF + 1)=3.
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