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Entanglem ent assisted alignm ent ofreference fram es using a dense covariant coding
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W epresenta procedureinspired by densecoding,which enablesa highly e� cienttransm ission of

inform ation ofa continuous nature. The procedure requires the sender and the recipient to share

a m axim ally entangled state. W e dealwith the concrete problem ofaligning reference fram es or

trihedra by m eansofa quantum system .W e� nd the optim alcovariantm easurem entand com pute

the corresponding average error,which hasa rem arkably sim ple close form .The connection ofthis

procedure with thatofestim ating unitary transform ationson qubitsisbrie y discussed.

PACS num bers:03.67.H k,03.65.Ta,03.65.Fd

Entanglem enthaslong been recognized asa powerful
resource in quantum com m unication. Teleportation [1]
and densecoding [2],forinstance,would notbepossible
without entanglem ent. Even when entanglem ent is not
strictly necessary,one frequently runs across situations
for which the use ofentangled states,instead ofplain
productstates,providesa signi�cantim provem ent. Ex-
am plesofthiscan beeasily found in theliterature.This
letter provides yet another interesting instance, which
onecould referto asdensecovariantcoding.
Two interesting problem sin quantum com m unication

in which entanglem entplaysafundam entalrolearethose
ofsendingtheinform ation thatspeci�es(i)adirection in
space,i.e.,a unitvector~n1,or(ii)threeorthogonalones
(a trihedron)n = f~n1;~n2;~n3g.W hereas(i)hasbeen ex-
tensivelydiscussed in theliterature[3,4,5],onlyrecently
signi�cantattention [6,7,8]hasbeen paid to (ii).Ithas
been shown thatquantum states can indeed be used to
establish a com m on referencefram ebetween two parties
(Alice and Bob). Thus,for instance,atom s or a num -
berofspins(throughoutthisletterweusetheword spin
assynonym ofspin 1/2 particle)can encode the relative
orientation oftwotrihedra.The�delity (oralternatively,
them ean squareerrorperaxis)ofthe optim alcovariant
com m unication protocol(where covariance refersto the
setofsignalstatesbeing the orbitofa group;SU(2)for
the problem athand)isnow known forboth,�nite and
asym ptoticallylargenum berN ofcopiesofthem essenger
state.
In this letter we show that the intensive use of en-

tanglem ent yields a rem arkable im provem ent over the
approaches for aligning spatialfram es discussed above.
M ore speci�cally,suppose Alice and Bob share a m axi-
m ally entangled state. Then,we willshow thatusing a
covariant protocolit is possible to establish a com m on
reference fram e with a m ean square errorperaxisgiven
by [1� cos2�=(N + 3)]=3,which behavesas2�2=(3N 2).
Thisprotocolbearsa greatsim ilarity with dense coding
as far as the use it m akes ofentanglem ent and the re-
m arkableim provem entitprovidesin thetransm ission of
inform ation [9].Densecoding hasm ainly been discussed
fordiscretesignals.However,the inform ation weareat-
tem pting to transm ithasan intrinsically continuousna-
ture:itreferstotherelativeorientation ofAliceand Bob

and,in som esituations[3,4,5,6,7,10,11,12],such in-
form ation cannotbe codi�ed by a seriesofbits.Indeed,
a digitalrepresentation ofan orientation has no m ean-
ing unless it is referred to a com m on reference fram e.
No such fram e willbe assum ed to be known to both Al-
ice and Bob unlessotherwise stated,though we willuse
Bob’stosim plify them athem atics.Hence,them essenger
willhaveto bea quantum system with intrinsicorienta-
tion. M ore speci�cally,in this letter we willconsider a
system ofspins.(See[13]foranotherprotocolofsending
inform ation withouta shared referencefram e.) Thesub-
ject ofthis letter is also related to the im portant issue
ofestim ating a unitary operation on qubits[14].W ewill
com eback to thispointin the conclusions.
Suppose Alice and Bob have each ofthem a system

ofN spins and let us callH A and H B their respective
Hilbert spaces (throughout this letter subscripts A and
B willalwaysreferto Alice and Bob).Before they start
theirintergalacticjourneys,they preparethe state

j�i=
X

j

ajj�
j
i=

X

j

aj
p
dj

jX

m = � j

jjm iA jjm iB ; (1)

where j runsfrom zero to N =2 forN even (1=2 to N =2
forN odd),dj = 2j+ 1 isthedim ension oftherepresen-
tation jofSU(2),and

P

j
a2j = 1.Also beforedeparture,

they lock the orientation oftheirsystem sofN spinsto
that oftheir respective spacecrafts. W hen they are far
apart,theyneed togetaligned.Unfortunately,theirclas-
sicalcom puterscrashed and they cannotretrievethein-
form ation aboutthe changeoftheirrelativeorientation.
Atthispointin tim e,thestateofAlice’sand Bob’sspins
is stillgiven by (1) but jjm iA and jjm iB are now re-
ferred to Alice’sand Bob’sreferencefram esrespectively
(in this presentation the wordsspacecraftand reference
fram e are synonym s).Relative to Bob’sreference fram e
thisstatecan be written as

j�(g)i� U A (g)
 IB j�i; (2)

whereUA (g)belongsto thedirectsum ofirreduciblerep-
resentations ofSU(2) and g stands for the three Euler
anglesofthe spacialrotation thattakesBob’sreference
fram einto Alice’s.W ith no otherresourceavailable,Al-
icesendsherN spinsto Bob,with thehopethathewill
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retrieve from them the inform ation they need. To do
so,he is allowed to perform generalized collective m ea-
surem entson both Alice’sand hisown spins,nam ely,on
the state (2). Note that j�i and j�(g)i are m axim ally
entangled in each j.Notealsothatin (1)alloftheserep-
resentations appear only once,despite ofthe fact that
in the Clebsch-G ordan decom position of(1=2)
 N they
m ay show up severaltim es.W ewillshow thatj�iisop-
tim alfortheproblem athand provided a suitablechoice
ofaj > 0 ism ade(see Eq.19 below).
The quality of the com m unication strategy can be

quanti�ed by the averaged Holevo’serror[15]

hhi=
X

r

Z

dg h(g;gr)p(rjg); (3)

where h(g;g0) =
P 3

a= 1
j~na(g) � ~na(g0)j2; n(g) =

f~n1(g);~n2(g);~n3(g)g de�nesthe fram eAliceistransm it-
ting to Bob;n(gr)= f~n1(gr);~n2(gr);~n3(gr)g de�nesthe
fram e Bob guesses from the outcom e r ofhis m easure-
m ent; and dg is the invariant Haar m easure ofSU(2).
Each one ofthese trihedra are labelled with the param -
eters g of the rotation that brings n0 = f~x;~y;~zg (the
unit vectors along Bob’s axes)into the desired orienta-
tion.p(rjg)istheconditionalprobability ofBob obtain-
ing the outcom e r ifAlice sendsn(g).Note thath(g;g0)
isrelated to the character�1 ofthe representation 1 of
SU(2)through h(g;g0)= 6� 2�1(gg0� 1).Hence,wejust
need to com pute h�1i. From this,the square errorper
axis,to which we referred above,is(3� h�1i)=6.Q uan-
tum M echanics tells us that the conditionalprobability
is p(rjg) = h�(g)jO rj�(g)i, where fO rg is a com plete
set ofpositive operators such that

P

r
O r = I,nam ely,

the elem entsofa positive operatorvalued m easurem ent
(POVM )in the whole subspace ofH A 
 H B where the
signalstatesbelong.RecallingtheinvarianceoftheHaar
m easure,dg = d(gg0),wecan write

h�1i=
X

r

Z

dg �1(g)jh�(g)j	 rij
2
; (4)

where

j	 rih	 rj� U
y

A
(gr)
 IB O r UA (gr)
 IB : (5)

Thisde�nition im plicitly assum esthatoptim alPOVM ’s
can alwaysbechosen to haverank oneelem ents[16].W e
claim that (a) the states ofthe form (1) are optim alif
the positive coe�cientsa j are properly chosen. (b) For
the optim alPOVM onehas

j	 ri=
X

j

j	 j
ri=

X

j

cjrj�
j
i;

X

r

c
2

jr = d
2

j: (6)

To prove (a) we borrow from [14]som e results con-
cerning the estim ation of a SU(2) transform ation, in
particular,that the optim alstate can be chosen to be
j�i=

P

j
ajj
ji,with

j
j
i=

1
p
djnj

jX

m = � j

njX

�= 1

jjm ;�iA jjm ;�iB (7)

instead of (1). Here � labels the di�erent nj occur-
rences of j in the Clebsch-G ordan decom position of
(1=2)
 N . W e next show that,as far as the evaluation
of the m axim alh�1i (m inim alerror) is concerned, we

need to consider each j only once. Let us de�ne v
(s)
� ,

s = 1;:::;nj � 1 asthe setofnj(nj � 1)com plex num -
bers(which we m ay regard asthe com ponentsofnj � 1

orthogonalunit vectors) such that
P

�
v
(r)�
� v

(s)
� = �rs

and
P

�
v
(s)
� = 0 (i.e.,orthogonalto the nj-dim ensional

vector (1;1;:::;1)). W e note that the states j
s;m i =
P

�
v
(s)
� jjm ;�ijjm ;�i satisfy h
 jjUA (g)
 IB j
s;m i =

P

�
v
(s)
� D

(j)
m m (g)=

p
djnj = 0,forallg,sand m ,wherewe

have used thatD (j)

m m 0(g)= hjm ;�jU (g)jjm 0;�i. Hence,
j
jie�ectively livesin only oneofthe irreduciblerepre-
sentationsjand itcan be chosen asin (1) withoutany
lossofgenerality �
To proveclaim (b) werewrite(4)as

h�1i=
X

r

X

jl

ajal

Z

dg�1(g)h�
j~�l

jU(g)j	 j
r
~	 l
ri; (8)

where j�j~�li = j�ji
 j~�li,the state j~�li is obtained
by applying to j�litim e reversalonly in H A (analogous
de�nitionshold forj	 j

r
~	 l
ri),and U = UA 
 UA 
 IB 
 IB .

By Schur’slem m a,(8)is

h�1i=
1

3

X

r

X

jl

ajaltr1(�
j
r 
 ~�lr); (9)

where we have de�ned �jr = trB (j	 j
rih�

jj), ~�lr =
trB (j~	 l

rih
~�lj)and trB (tr1)standsforthe partialtrace

over H B (over the representation 1 invariant subspace,
i.e.,tr1O =

P 1

m = � 1
h1m jO j1m i).Using the Schwarzin-

equality weobtain the bound

tr1(�
j
r 
 ~�lr)�

r

tr1
�

�
j
r�

jy
r 
 Il

�

tr1
�

Ij 
 ~�lr~�
ly
r

�

;

(10)
where Ij (Il) is the identity restricted to the represen-
tation j (l) subspace. The equality holds if j	 j

ri =
cjrj�jisincethischoiceim plies�jr = cjrtrB (j�jih�jj)=
cjrIj=dj.To obtain

P

r
c2jr = d2j onejusthasto trace(5)

on each irreduciblerepresentation subspace�
W ith thisinform ation we can go back to (4)and cast

itas

h�1i�
X

r

Z

dg�1(g)

�
�
�
�
�

X

j

ajcjr

dj
�j(g)

�
�
�
�
�

2

; (11)

where we have used that h�jjU
y

A

 IB j�ji = �j(g)=dj.

To getrid ofthe coe�cientsc jr,notethat

X

r

cjrclr �

s
X

r

c2jr

s
X

r

c2
lr

= djdl: (12)
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The equality holdsi�

cjr = dj
p
cr; (13)

where
P

r
cr = 1.Hence

h�1i�

Z

dg�1(g)

�
�
�
�
�

X

j

aj�j(g)

�
�
�
�
�

2

: (14)

The group integralcan be easily perform ed by recalling
the Clebsch-G ordan series �j(g)�l(g) =

P j+ l

k= jj� lj
�k(g)

and the orthogonality of the characters [17], nam ely,R
dg�j(g)�l(g) = �jl. The result can be conveniently

written as

h�1i� 1+ a
t
M a: (15)

Here at = (aN =2;aN =2� 1;aN =2� 2;:::)isthe transpose of
a,and M isthe tridiagonalm atrix

M =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
@

0 1

1
...

...
0

... 0 1

1 0 1
0

1 �

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
A

; (16)

where � = � 1 (� = 0) for N even (odd). O ne could
alsoobtain (15)directly from (9)by sim ply noticing that
tr1(Ij 
 Il)= 3 ifj+ l� 1 � jj� ljand itvanishesoth-
erwise.Them axim alvalueofthequadraticform in (15)
isgiven by thelargesteigenvalueofM .Itscharacteristic
polynom ialisPn(�)= det(M + 2�I),where n isthe di-
m ension ofM ,nam ely,n = N =2+ 1 (n = N =2+ 1=2)for
N even (odd).Notethatwehavede�ned theeigenvalues
ofM as� 2�s,where �s,s= 1;2:::;n,arethe zeroesof
Pn(�). The characteristic polynom ials obey the sim ple
recurrencerelation

Pn(�)= 2�Pn� 1(�)� Pn� 2(�); (17)

which is that ofthe Tchebychev polynom ials [18],and
the initial conditions P0(�) = 1, P1(�) = 2� + �.
Hence,thesolution isPn(�)= Un(�)+ �Un� 1(�),where
Un(cos�)= sin[(n + 1)�]=sin� aretheTchebychev poly-
nom ialsofthe second kind.Itisnow straightforward to
com pute the largesteigenvalue ofM . Itcan be written
as2cos[2�=(N + 3)]and,hence,

h�1im ax = 1+ 2cos
2�

N + 3
: (18)

O necan also verify thatthecorrespondingeigenvectoris

aj =
2

p
N + 3

sin
(2j+ 1)�

N + 3
: (19)

Eq.(18)givesan upperbound ofthe actualh�1im ax.
W eneed toshow thatthisbound isindeed saturated by a

covariantm easurem ent.Todothis,wejusttracethecon-
ditionsunderwhich allthe(Schwarz)inequalitiesused in
the proofare saturated.Substituting in (5)the relation
j	 ri=

p
cr djj�ji,which followsfrom (6)and (13),we

get

O r = cr UA (gr)
 IB j	ih	jU y

A
(gr)
 IB ; (20)

where j	i=
P

j;m

p
djjj;m iA jj;m iB . Butfora rescal-

ing factor cr,we see that the positive operatorsO r are
allobtained by rotating a �x reference state j	i. This
exhibits the covariance of the schem e. An im m ediate
choice thatsaturatesthe bound (18)isprovided by the
continuousPOVM

O (g)= UA (g)
 IB j	ih	jU y

A
(g)
 IB : (21)

Using Schur’s lem m a, we get
R
dgO (g) =

P

j
I
j

A
I
j

B
,

where I
j

A
(Ij
B
) is the identity in Alice’s (Bob’s) repre-

sentation jsubspace. Thisisthe identity in the Hilbert
subspaceto which allsignalstatesj�(g)ibelong.Hence,
thein�nitesetfO (g)g isa POVM forthesesignalstates.
A continuous POVM , such as (21), with in�nitely

m any outcom es is not physically realizable. Hence, it
isim portantto show thatoptim alPOVM swith a �nite
num berofoutcom esdo exist.The m oststraightforward
wayofobtaininga�nite(thoughnotnecessarilym inim al)
POVM isby �nding a �nite setfgrg,r = 1;� � � n(J),of
elem ents ofSU(2) and positive weights fc0rg such that
the orthogonality relation

n(J)X

r= 1

c
0
r D

(j)

m m 0(gr)D
(l)�

nn0(gr)= CJ

�jl�m n�m 0n0

2j+ 1
(22)

holdsfor allj;l� J = N =2+ 1,where CJ =
P n(J)

r= 1
c0r.

This discrete version ofthe standard orthogonality re-
lationsofSU(2) is only valid up to a m axim alvalue J.
The larger J is,the larger the n(J) that m ust be cho-
sen. There are m any solutions to these equations and
we refer the reader to [7]for details. O nce fgrg and
fc0rg have been com puted,we sim ply de�ne cr = c0r=CJ

and obtain the desired �nite POVM elem entsby substi-
tuting these valuesin (20). Eq.22 ensuresthatSchur’s
lem m a willwork forthe�nitesetfgr;crg,thusobtaining
P

r
O r =

P

j
I
j

A
I
j

B
,asitshould be.

Letusconclude by sum m arizing and com m enting our
results. W e presenta covariant(and,hence,very natu-
ral) schem e for transm itting continuous inform ation ef-
�ciently through a quantum channel(the orientation of
Alice’sreferencefram erelativeto Bob’s).ItrequiresAl-
ice and Bob to sharean entangled state ofthe form (1).
Thisstatecan be prepared with,e.g.,a num berofspins
ortwo hydrogen atom s.W edeterm inethecoe�cients|
given in (19)| which enableAliceto com m unicatewith
the sm allest error. The procedure is as sim ple as Alice
locking herpartofthe system to herfram e and sending
it to Bob, who perform s a generalized covariant m ea-
surem enton thewholeHilbertspace.Theerror,de�ned
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in (3),isgiven by

hhim in = 4

�

1� cos
2�

N + 3

�

; (23)

which follows from the relation hhi = 6 � 2h�1i. The
corresponding asym ptotic behaviorishhim in = 8�2=N 2.
Thisisan strikingim provem entoveranyotherpreviously
known schem e.W ealso provethattheoptim alm easure-
m entsarecovariantPOVM ’s,which onecan choosetobe
eithercontinuous,Eq.(21),orto havea �nitenum berof
outcom es.
O ur work bears a strong connection with [14],where

the estim ation ofa unitary transform ation on qubits is
studied. This problem and that of aligning reference
fram esare form ally the sam e. To be m ore concrete,let
us assum e Alice is given a black-box that perform s an
unknown unitary operation on qubits(they notneed to
bespinsin thiscase)and sheisasked toidentify it.Ifshe
isallowed to apply the unknown operation N tim es,the
bestshecan do isthefollowing [14]:(a)preparethe2N -
qubitstate(1)(b)apply u(g)2 1=2 overN qubitswhich
resultsin thestate(2)(c)perform thePOVM whoseel-
em ents are given in (21). Note that now allthe states
are referred to a unique reference fram e: that ofAlice
(Bob doesnotplay any rolein thiscase).W em uststress
thatthistask cannotbeperform unlessboth j�iand the
POVM elem ents can be referred to the sam e reference
fram e,which requiresthatthe person who perform sthe
m easurem ent,ifnotAliceherself,m ustsharea reference

fram ewith her.
Another (m inor) di�erence with respectto the align-

m ent of fram es concerns the �gure of m erit used
in [14],which is the �delity F = jtr[u(g)uy(gr)]j2=4 =
�2
1=2

(gg� 1r )=4. O urresults can be straightforwardly ap-
plied in this context because of the sim ple relation
�2
1=2

(g) = 1 + �1(g). Hence,for instance,(18) im plies
thatthe optim alm ean �delity is

�F = hF i=
1

2

�

1+ cos
2�

N + 3

�

; (24)

whereasforlargeN one has �F = 1� �2=N 2 + :::.This
extendsthe resultsof[14]to arbitrary N .
Finally,we would like to pointoutthatourapproach

resem bles the so called continuous dense coding intro-
duced in [19],wherethecom m unication ofa singlephase
| U(1) group| was discussed. They found that dense
coding can im provethechannelcapacity,butnotalways
does. This is an indication that the absolute optim al
schem efora phase[10]doesnotrequirebipartiteentan-
glem ent,contrastingwith ourapproach forSU(2),which
alwaysim provesthe e�ciency ofthe com m unication.
W e are grateful to A. Ac��n and E. Jan�e for help-

ful conversations. W e acknowledge �nancial sup-
port from Spanish M inistry of Science and Technol-
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