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Entanglem ent assisted alignm ent of reference fram es using a dense covariant coding
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W e present a procedure ingpired by dense coding, which enables a highly e cient tranan ission of
Inform ation of a continuous nature. T he procedure requires the sender and the recipient to share
a m axin ally entangled state. W e deal w ith the concrete problem of aligning reference fram es or

trihedra by m eans of a quantum system . W e

nd the optin al covariant m easurem ent and com pute

the corresponding average error, which has a rem arkably sin ple close form . T he connection of this
procedure w ith that of estim ating uniary transform ations on qubits isbrie y discussed.

PACS numbers: 03.67Hk, 03.65.Ta, 03.65Fd

Entanglem ent has long been recognized as a powerfiil
resource In quantum comm unication. Teleportation [1]
and dense coding 2], for lnstance, would not be possible
w ithout entanglem ent. Even when entanglem ent is not
strictly necessary, one frequently runs across situations
for which the use of entangled states, instead of plain
product states, provides a signi cant im provem ent. E x—
am ples of this can be easily found in the literature. This
lktter provides yet another interesting instance, which
one could refer to as dense covariant coding.

Two Interesting problem s in quantum com m unication
In which entanglem ent playsa fiindam entalrole are those
of sending the inform ation that goeci es (i) a direction in
space, ie., a unit vectorn;, or (ii) three orthogonalones
(@ trhhedron) n= fn;;n;,;839. W hereas (i) hasbeen ex—
tensively discussed in the literature [3,14,18], only recently
signi cant attention [4,!7,l8]1hasbeen paid to (ii). It has
been shown that quantum states can indeed be used to
establish a com m on reference fram e between tw o parties
(A lice and Bob). Thus, for instance, atom s or a num —
ber of spins (throughout this letter we use the word spin
as synonym of spin 1/2 particke) can encode the relative
ordientation oftwo trihedra. The delity (oralematively,
the m ean square error per axis) of the optim al covariant
com m unication protocol where covariance refers to the
set of signal states being the orbit ofa group; SU () or
the problem at hand) is now known for both, nite and
asym ptotically largenum berN ofcopiesofthem essenger
state.

In this ltter we show that the Intensive use of en—
tanglem ent yields a rem arkable Im provem ent over the
approaches Por aligning spatial fram es discussed above.
M ore speci cally, suppose A lice and Bob share a m axi-
m ally entangled state. Then, we will show that using a
covariant protocol it is possble to establish a comm on
reference fram e w ith a m ean square error per axis given
by [ cos2 =@ + 3)E3,which behavesas 2 ?=(@3N ?).
T his protocolbears a great sin flarity w ith dense coding
as far as the use i m akes of entanglem ent and the re-
m arkable In provem ent i provides in the tranam ission of
Inform ation [@]. D ense coding hasm ainly been discussed
for discrete signals. H ow ever, the inform ation we are at—
tem pting to tranam it has an intrinsically continuous na—
ture: it refers to the relative orientation ofA lice and B ob

and, In som e situations [4,14,15,14,14,110,111,112], such in—
form ation cannot be codi ed by a serdes ofbits. Indeed,
a digital representation of an orjentation has no m ean—
Ing unless it is referred to a comm on reference fram e.
No such fram e willbe assum ed to be known to both A -
ice and Bob unless otherw ise stated, though we willuse
Bob’sto sim plify them athem atics. H ence, them essenger
w il have to be a quantum system w ith Intrinsic orienta-—
tion. M ore speci cally, in this letter we w ill consider a
system of soins. (See [L3] for another protocolof sending
Inform ation w ithout a shared reference fram e.) T he sub—
Ect of this letter is also related to the im portant issue
ofestimn ating a unitary operation on qubits [14]. W e w 111
com e back to this point in the conclusions.

Suppose A lice and Bob have each of them a system
of N spins and ket uscallH p and Hp their respective
Hibert spaces (throughout this letter subscripts A and
B willalways refer to A lice and Bob). Before they start
their intergalactic pumeys, they prepare the state
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where j runs from zero to N=2 forN even (1=2 to N =2
forN odd),d; = 2j+ 3 is the dim ension of the represen—
tation jofSU 2),and &% = 1. Al before departure,
they lock the ordentation of their system s of N spins to
that of their respective spacecrafts. W hen they are far
apart, they need to get aligned. U nfortunately, their clas-
sical com puters crashed and they cannot retrieve the in—
form ation about the change of their relative ordentation.
At thispoint in tim g, the state of A lice’s and Bob’s spins
is still given by [) but m i and jm iz are now re—
ferred to A lice’s and B ob’s reference fram es respectively
(In this presentation the words spacecraft and reference
fram e are synonym s). Relative to B ob’s reference fram e
this state can be w ritten as

J@i U@ Lis @)

where U, (g) belongs to the direct sum of irreducible rep—
resentations of SU (2) and g stands for the three Euler
angles of the spacial rotation that takes B ob’s reference
fram e Into A lice’s. W ith no other resource available, A -
ice sends herN spins to Bob, w ith the hope that he w il
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retrieve from them the Infom ation they need. To do
50, he is allowed to perform generalized collective m ea—
surem ents on both A lice’s and his own spins, nam ely, on
the state [). Note that ji and j ()i are m axin ally
entangled in each J. Note also that in [Il) allofthese rep-—
resentations appear only once, despite of the fact that
in the C lbsch-G ordan decom position of (1=2) ¥ they
m ay show up severaltin es. W e w ill show that j i is op—
tin al for the problem at hand provided a suiable choice
ofa; > 0 ismade (sce Eq.[Abelow).
The quality of the communication strategy can be
quanti ed by the averaged H olevo’s error [19]
X Z
thi= dg h @ig:)p (cH); Q)
r

0 P s . 0y 2 -
where h(g;g®) = 1 Ra@  ma@)F; n@ =
fr1 @);r2 @);73 @)g de nes the fram e A lice is tranan it—
ting to Bob; n(gy) = fr1 @:)in2 @r)inz @r)g de nes the
fram e Bob guesses from the outcom e r of his m easure-
ment; and dg is the Invariant Haar m easure of SU (2).
Each one of these trihedra are labelled w ith the param —
eters g of the rotation that brings ny = £fx;y;2g9 (the
unit vectors along Bob’s axes) into the desired ordienta—
tion. p (rP) is the conditional probability of Bob ocbtain—
ing the outcom e r ifA lice sends n (g) . Note that h (g;g%
is related to the character i of the representation 1 of
SU (2) through h(g;g%) = 6 2 1(@9° '). Hence, we just
need to compute h ;i. From this, the square error per
axis, to which we referred above, is 3 h 11i)=6. Quan-—
tum M echanics tells us that the conditional probability
ispkew) = h @D J )i, where £0 :g is a complkte
set of positive operators such that O, = I, namely,
the elem ents of a positive operator valued m easurem ent
POVM ) in the whole subspace of Hy  Hjy where the
signal statesbelong. Recalling the invariance ofthe H aar
m easure, dg = d(gg®), we can w rite

X

hi= dg 1 @h @I -if; @)

w here
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Thisde nition in plicitly assum es that optin alPOVM ’s
can alwaysbe chosen to have rank one elem ents [L6]. W e
clain that (a) the states of the ©om [I) are optin al if
the positive coe cients a j are properly chosen. (o) For
the optin alPOVM one has
X X , X
joei= jJi= ced i &, =d: (6
j j r
To prove (@) we borrow from [14] som e results con—
ceming the estin ation of a SU () transform ation, in
partjc%,]ar, that the optin al state can be chosen to be

ji=  ja33 Yi,wih
1 Xj X3
jli= p—— Im; ia Pm; ds @

instead of [I). Here labels the di erent ny occur—
rences of j in the Clbsch-Gordan decom position of
(1=2) ¥ . W e next show that, as far as the evaluation

ofthe maxinalh ;i (m inin al error) is concemed, we

need to consider each jonly once. Let us de ne V(S),

lasthe sstofny(my 1) complex num -
bers which wem ay regard as the com ponents ofny 1

orth%gonal unit vectors) such that

and v(S) = 0 (ie. orthogonalto the nj-din ensional

. W e note that the states j ¢ i =
() . . . - . .
voigm; o ifm; isatisy h 9P @ L smi=

v(S)Drngn (@)= djny= 0,forallg,sandm ,wherewe

(r) (s) _
v v = rs

have used that D ) ,(g) = hjm ; 7 @m % i. Hence,
j Jie ectively lives n only one of the irreducible repre—
sentations j and it can be chosen as in [l) without any
loss of generality

To prove clain (o) we rewrite M) as
Z

dg 1@h I"'PU @73 171 ®)

X X
h 1i= asay
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where j I~4 = § Ji 7!, the state i is obtained
by applying to j 'itin e reversalonly in Ha (analogous

de nitionshod forj J~1i),andU=Uy Ux L Ts.
By Schur'skmma, @) is
1X X )
h,i= 3 ajartr (2 ~); 9)
r Jl

where we have de ned ] = trg (§ Jih 39, ~ =

trg (371ih™19 and trp (try) stands for the partial trace

over Hy (over the representation 1 invariant subspace,
1

ie,tr;0 = _ _ ;hlm P jm i). Using the Schwarz in-
equality we obtain the bound
r
- i3 I
tri(] ) ot 2 Lot I A

(10)
where I () is the identity restricted to the represen-—
tation j (1) subspace. The equality holds if j Ji =
cjrj 71 since this chgice inplies ) = ¢ try (5 Yih 73 =
¢ Ij=d;. Toobtain | &, = & one just hasto trace [B)
on each irreducible representation subspace

W ith this inform ation we can go back to [@) and cast

it as

7 2
. X X ajor
h,i dg 1@) @) (11)
. dy
r j
where we have used that h 79} L jIi= ;@=d;.
To get rid ofthe coe cients c 5., note that
" S g5 g
CirCir 2, 2 = dyd: a2
r r r



T he equality holds i

Cyr=dy Cri 13)
where ¢ = l.Hence
Z X 2
h i dg 1@ aj; 5@ (14)
j
T he group Integral can be easily perform ed by recalling
the C Ebsch-G ordan serles 5 (@) 1(@Q) = 121; 5 x @)

gnd the orthogonality of the characters [I7], nam ely,
dg ;@) 1@ = 4. The result can be conveniently

w ritten as

1+ a™ a:

h i 1s)

Herea® = (ay—pjay-2 178y-2 2;:::) isthe transpose of

a, and M is the tridiagonalm atrix

1
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M =§ 0 1 g ; 16)
@ O 1 0 1A
1
where = 1 ( = 0) orN even (odd). One could

also obtain [[H) directly from [d) by sin ply noticing that
try (y L)=3ifj+1 1 J Ijand i vanishesoth-
erw ise. The m axin alvalie of the quadratic orm in [3)
is given by the largest elgenvalue ofM . Its characteristic
polynom alisP, ( ) = det™ + 2 I), where n is the di-
mension ofM ,namely,n= N=2+ 1 (n = N=2+ 1=2) for
N even (odd). N ote that we have de ned the eigenvalues
ofM as 2 g,where 4,s= 1;2:::;n, are the zeroes of
P, ( ). The characteristic ponnom ials obey the simple
recurrence relation
Py()=2 Py a7

10) Pn o 2();

which is that of the T chebychev polynom ials [L€], and
the initial conditions Po( ) = 1, P () = 2 +
Hence, the solution isP, ( )= U, ( )+ U, 1( ), where
Uy (cos )= sih[n+ 1) Esih arethe T chebychev poly—
nom ials of the second kind. It is now straightforward to
com pute the largest eigenvaluie of M . Ik can be w ritten
as2cosR =N + 3)]and, hence,

2
1+ 2cos
N

- 3: 18)

h 1dpax =

O ne can also verify that the corresponding eigenvector is

2 . @3+ 1)

19)
N + 3 N + 3

aj=p

Eq. [[8) gives an upper bound of the actualh iy ax -
W eneed to show that thisbound is indeed saturated by a

covariantm easurem ent. To do this, we just trace the con—
ditionsunderwhich allthe (Schwarz) nequalitiesused in
the proof are saturated. Substituting in [@) the relation

j ri= "o dyj i, which Plows from [@) and [3), we
get
r=GUx@) LkJjihivu @) I; (20)
P P
where ji= 3m dyJjm ip Jjym iz . But for a rescal-

Ing factor ¢, we see that the positive operators O, are
all obtained by rotating a x reference state ji. This
exhibits the covariance of the scheme. An inm ediate
choice that saturates the bound [[8) is provided by the
continuous POVM

(21)

0@=Ua@ L Jjihivu )@ L:

Using Schur’s lemma, we get Rng Q) = F inIé ,
w here I; (Ié ) is the dentity in A lice’s Bob’s) repre—
sentation jsubspace. This is the identity in the H ibert
subspace to which all signalstates j (g)ibelong. Hence,
the In nite set fO (g)g isaPOVM for these signalstates.

A continuous POVM , such as [ZIl), wih i niely
m any outcom es is not physically realizable. Hence, i
is in portant to show that optinalPOVM swith a nie
num ber of outcom es do exist. T he m ost straightforward
way ofobtaininga nite (though notnecessarilym inim al)
POVM isby ndinga nie st fg,.g,r= 1;
elem ents of SU (2) and positive weights £2g such that
the orthogonality relation

(J) .
1
*ap o @ T mnmoe

S D o@D ho @)= Cys 25+ 1 @2)

r=1

holds fr all ;1 = N=2+ 1,where Cy = F 2D,
T his discrete version of the standard orthogonaliy re—
lations of SU (2) is only valid up to a maxin alvalue J.
The larger J is, the larger the n (J) that must be cho-
sen. There are m any solutions to these equations and
we refer the reader to [I] Por details. Once fg,g and
fcgg have been com puted, we sin ply de ne ¢, = cg=CJ
and obtain the desired nji:e POVM elam ents by substi-
tuting these values in . Eq.2A ensures that Schur’s
%an maw Jll}w ork ﬁor the mte set fg,;cg, thus obtaining

,O0r= IJIB as it should be.

Let us oonc]ude by sum m arizing and com m enting our
results. W e present a covariant (@and, hence, very natu-
ral) schem e for tranan iting continuous nform ation ef-

ciently through a quantum channel (the ordentation of
A lice’s reference fram e relative to Bob’s). It requires A 1-
ice and Bob to share an entangled state of the orm [I).
T his state can be prepared w ith, eg., a num ber of spins
ortwo hydrogen atom s. W e determ ine the coe cients |
given n [[@)| which enable A lice to comm unicate w ith
the sn allest error. T he procedure is as sin ple as A lice
locking her part of the system to her fram e and sending
i to Bob, who perform s a generalized covariant m ea—
surem ent on the whole H ibert space. T he error, de ned

n J), of



in [, is given by

2
i,z =4 1 cos ; 23
Im in N 13 @3)
which follows from the relation hhi = 6 2h ;i. The

corresponding asym ptotic behavior is bhip ;n = 8 2=N 2.
T hisisan striking in provem ent overany otherpreviously
known schem e. W e also prove that the optin alm easure-
m ents are covariant PO VM ’s, which one can choose to be
either continuous, Eq. [ZIl), orto have a nite num ber of
outcom es.

Our work bears a strong connection with [14], where
the estin ation of a uniary transform ation on qubits is
studied. This problem and that of aligning reference
fram es are form ally the sam e. To be m ore concrete, et
us assum e A lice is given a black-box that perfom s an
unknown unitary operation on qubits (they not need to
be spins In this case) and she isasked to identify it. If she
is allowed to apply the unknown operation N tim es, the
best she can do isthe ollow ing [14]: (a) prepare the 2N —
qubit state [ () apply u(@) 2 1=2 overN qubitswhich
results in the state ) (c) perform the POVM whose el
em ents are given n [2Jl). Note that now all the states
are referred to a unigque reference fram e: that of A lice
(B ob doesnot play any role In this case). W em ust stress
that this task cannot be perform unlessboth j iand the
POVM elam ents can be referred to the sam e reference
fram e, which requires that the person who perfom s the
m easurem ent, if not A lice herself, m ust share a reference

fram e w ith her.

Another (m inor) di erence w ith respect to the align—
ment of frames concems the gure of merit used
in [14], which is the delity F = Friu@u¥(@)1f=4 =

2, (gg, 1)=4. Our results can be straightforwardly ap-
plied in this context because of the sinple relation

2,9 =1+ 1(@). Hence, for nstance, (@ imples
that the optim alm ean delity is

1
F=1'Fi=§ 1+ cos ; (24)

N + 3
whereas or large N one hasF = 1 2N 2+ :::. This
extends the results of [14] to arbitrary N .

Finally, we would like to point out that our approach
resem bles the so called continuous dense coding intro-
duced in [L9], where the com m unication ofa single phase
| U @) group| was discussed. They found that dense
coding can in prove the channel capacity, but not always
does. This is an indication that the absolite optim al
schem e for a phase [L(] does not require bipartite entan—
glem ent, contrasting w ith our approach for SU 2), which
always In proves the e ciency ofthe com m unication.
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