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Low er bounds on entanglem ent ofform ation for generalG aussian states
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W e derive two lower bounds on entanglem ent ofform ation for arbitrary m ixed G aussian states

by two distinct m ethods. To achieve the �rst one we use a local m easurem ent procedure that

sym m etrizes a generalG aussian state and the fact that entanglem ent cannot increase under local

operationsand classicalcom m unications.The second one isobtained via a generalization to m ixed

states ofan interesting result already known for pure states,which says that squeezed states are

thosethat,fora �xed am ountofentanglem ent,m axim izeEinstein-Podolsky-Rosen-likecorrelations.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The quanti�cation ofthe am ount ofentanglem ent a

quantum system possesses is still an open problem in

Q uantum Inform ation Theory.Restricting ourattention

to bipartitesystem s,i.e.,system scom posed oftwo sub-

system s,wehaveonem easureofentanglem ent,entangle-

m entofform ation (EoF)[1],which hasa clearphysical

m eaning. G iven an entangled state �,the EoF for this

stateexpressesthenum berofm axim allyentangled states

weneed to create� [2].Theform alde�nition oftheEoF

is:

E f(�)= inf
X

j

pjE ( j); (1)

wherewetakethe in�m um overallpure-statedecom po-

sitions of� =
P

j
pjj jih jj,

P

j
pj = 1 and E ( j) is

the von Neum ann entropy ofthe purestate j.

The analyticalm inim ization ofEq.(1)isnotan easy

task.Dealingwith two-qubitsystem s,which arethesim -

plestentangled bipartite system s,W ootters[3]obtained

an analyticalexpression fortheEoF and G iedkeetal[4]

derived an analyticalexpression fortheEoF forsym m et-

ricG aussian states.

G aussian statesarevery usefulin quantum -opticalim -

plem entation ofseveralquantum inform ation protocols.

(Q uantum cryptography [5]is an im portant exam ple.)

Hence,a com plete characterization ofthe am ountofen-

tanglem entofG aussian statesisdesirable. The natural

next step is the search for an analyticalexpression for

the EoF forarbitrary G aussian states.

In thisarticle we give two analyticalexpressionsthat

furnish lower bounds for the EoF for G aussian states.

W e em ploy two di�erent m ethods to derive such lower

bounds. The �rst lower bound is obtained using a lo-

calm easurem ent procedure derived by G iedke etal [6]
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which sym m etrizesa generalG aussian stateand thefact

thatentanglem entcannotincreaseunderlocaloperations

and classicalcom m unications (LO CC).The second one

isderived viaageneralization tom ixed statesofan inter-

esting resultderived by G iedke etal[4],who show that

squeezed statesarethosethat,fora �xed am ountofen-

tanglem ent,m axim izeEinstein-Podolsky-Rosen-likecor-

relations.Theselowerboundsarealso usefulto ruleout

severalpossible candidatesforthe analyticalexpression

oftheEoF forarbitrary G aussian states,asweillustrate

in thisarticle.

II. FIR ST LO W ER B O U N D

Let us begin setting the notation used in this article

and som e properties ofG aussian states. Consider a bi-

partite G aussian system � of two m odes described by

the annihilation operators aj = (X j + iPj)=
p
2,where

j = 1;2 and [X j;Pj0]= i�jj0. Thissystem can be alter-

natively described by itscharacteristicfunction [6]:

�(r)= tr[�D (r)]; (2)

wherer= (x1;p1;x2;p2)
T isa colum n realvectorand

D (r)= e
� i(x1X 1+ p1P1+ x2X 2+ p2P2): (3)

Eq.(2)uniquely de�nesa state� and forG aussian states

itcan alwaysbe putin the following form :

�(r)= e
�

1

4
r
T
r� id

T
r
; (4)

whereT m eanstransposition, isa4� 4m atrix which is

called correlation m atrix (CM )and d isa 4� dim ensional

realvector.The �rstm om entsofa G aussian state hX ji

and hPjican alwaysbesettozerousinglocalunitary op-

erations,which im pliesthatwecan work with zero m ean

G aussian stateswhen studying entanglem entproperties

ofsuch system s.Them atrix elem entsij oftheCM can

be calculated directly from the density m atrix � by the

following form ula:

ij = tr[(R iR j + R jR i)�]� 2tr[Ri�]tr[Rj�]; (5)
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where R = (X 1;P1;X 2;P2)
T . A m atrix  represents a

realizable physicalstate i� it is strictly positive, real,

sym m etricand satis�es[6]:

 � J
T

� 1
J; (6)

where J =
L 2

k= 1
J1 is a 4 � 4 m atrix with J1 =

�
0 � 1

1 0

�

.

A G aussian system can also be represented by its

W ignerdistribution W (r). Assum ing thatwe are work-

ing with a zero m ean G aussian state wehave[7]:

W (r)=
1

�2

1
p
detW

e
� r

T
W r

: (7)

TheCM ’s and W arerelated by thefollowingrelation:

W = J
T

� 1
J: (8)

Thesetwo CM ’scan bebroughtto thefollowing stan-

dard form by suitable localsym plectic transform ations

[6]:

 =

�
A C

C T B

�

; (9)

where

A =

�
n 0

0 n

�

; B =

�
m 0

0 m

�

; C =

�
kx 0

0 kp

�

:

(10)

The sam esetofequationsapply to W :

W =

�
A W CW

C T
W B W

�

; (11)

where

A W =

�
N 0

0 N

�

; B W =

�
M 0

0 M

�

; (12)

CW =

�
K x 0

0 K p

�

: (13)

The fourrealparam eters(n;m ;kx;kp)com pletely char-

acterizea two m odeG aussian stateand they arerelated

to the fourlocalsym plectictransform ation invariantsas

follows[8]:

I1 = n =
p
detA; (14a)

I2 = m =
p
detB ; (14b)

I3 = kxkp = detC; (14c)

I4 = nm (k
2

x + k
2

p)= tr
�
AJT1 C J

T
1 B J

T
1 C

T J1
�
:(14d)

Alternatively the four real param eters (N ;M ;K x;K p)

also com pletely specify a two m ode G aussian system .

They can be also obtained by local sym plectic trans-

form ation invariants. These invariants, which we call

W 1;W 2;W 3 and W 4,satisfy Eq.(14),where we change

A;B and C by A W ;B W and CW and (n;m ;kx;kp) by

(N ;M ;K x;K p).

W enow passtothederivation ofthe�rstlowerbound.

A sym m etric G aussian entangled state � is com pletely

speci�ed by its CM (see Eq.(9)),where n = m = ~n.

(From now on,every param eterassociated with a sym -

m etric G aussian state willbe represented by a tilde on

top of it.) Let us assum e, without loss of generality,

~kx > 0 and ~kp < 0 [8].TheEoF forthissym m etricstate

is[4]:

E f(�)= f

�q

(~n � j~kxj)(~n � j~kpj)

�

; (15)

where,

f(�)= c+ (�)log2[c+ (�)]� c� (�)log2[c� (�)]: (16)

Herec� = (�� 1=2� �1=2)2=4.UsingEq.(14)wecan write

the EoF given by Eq.(15)in term sofinvariants:

E f(�)= f

"r

~I1 � ~I3 �

q

~I4 � 2~I1~I3

#

: (17)

Using Eqs.(8)and (14)weobtain thefollowing relations

am ong the invariantsofthe  and W m atrices:

I1 =
W 2

W 5

;I2 =
W 1

W 5

;I3 =
W 3

W 5

;I4 =
W 4

W 2
5

;I5 =
1

W 5

;

(18)

whereW 5 = detW and I5 = det.

Therefore,due to Eq.(18)the EoF foroursym m etric

G aussian state,Eq.(17),can be expressed as:

E f(�)= f

2

4

s
~W 1 � ~W 3 �

p
~W 4 � 2 ~W 1

~W 3

~W 5

3

5 : (19)

ButG iedkeetal[6]haveshown thata generalbipartite

G aussian system � can betransform ed to a sym m etrical

bipartite G aussian system � using LO CC.This im plies

thatE f(�)� Ef(�).Schem atically wehave:

�
L O C C
�! � =) Ef(�)� Ef(�): (20)

O uronly task now isto rewrite Eq.(19)in term softhe

invariantsofthe  m atrix of�.Itisin thisstep thatwe

useG iedke’ssym m etrization procedure.

G iven a generalbipartite G aussian system � and its

W m atrix,where we assum e,withoutlossofgenerality

thatN > M ,wecan achieveby m eansoflocaloperations

a sym m etricstate with the following ~W m atrix [6]:

W =

�
A W CW

C T
W B W

�

;
L O C C
�! ~W =

�
~A W

~CW

~C T
W

~B W

�

; (21)
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where

~A W =

 
N cos

2
�+ (N M � K

2

x
)sin

2
�

cos2 �+ M sin2 �
0

0 N cos
2
�+ N M sin

2
�

cos2 �+ M sin2 �

!

;

(22)

~B W =

�
M

cos2 �+ M sin2 �
0

0 sin
2
� + M cos2 �

�

; (23)

~CW =

�
K x cos�

cos2 �+ M sin2 �
0

0 K p cos�

�

; (24)

tan
2
� =

N 2 � M 2

M � N (N M � K 2
x)
: (25)

Eq.(25)guaranteesthatdet~A W = det~B W . Thiscondi-

tion isthe statem entthatthe G aussian system with the

~W aboveissym m etrical[6].

Using Eqs.(14,22-24)and theassum ption thatjK xj�

jK pj[9]wecan write Eq.(19)asfollows:

E f(�)= f

"r
� �

p
�

�

#

; (26)

where

� = W 2 � W 3 +
p
W 2 tan

2
�; (27)

� = W5 +
p
W 1(

p
W 1W 2 � K

2

x)tan
2
�; (28)

� = W 4 � 2W 2W 3 + tan
2
�

h

(W 4 � 2W 3 � W
2

3)
p
W 2

+ (1� W 2)K
2

x

p
W 1

i

; (29)

tan
2
� =

W 1 � W 2
p
W 2 �

p
W 1(

p
W 1W 2 � K 2

x)
; (30)

K
2

x =
W 4 +

p
W 2

4
� 4W 1W 2W

2
3

2
p
W 1W 2

: (31)

Now Using Eq.(18)we can putEq.(26)in term softhe

invariantsofthe  m atrix. Hence,ifwe work with  in

its standard form given by Eq.(9),where we assum e,

without loss ofgenerality,that jkxj� jkpj,Eq.(26) is

rewritten after a tedious but straightforward algebraic

m anipulation as[10]:

E f(�)= f

2

4

s

nm h(n;m )� kxkph(m ;n)+ jm kx � nkpj
p
h(n;m )h(m ;n)

g(n;m )

3

5 ; (32)

where

h(n;m ) = n � m (nm � k
2

p) (33a)

g(n;m ) = m (1� m
2
)+ nk

2

p: (33b)

Eq.(32) is our �rst lower bound for the EoF for gen-

eralG aussian states.Itisworthy noting thatthislower

bound reducesto theEoF forsym m etricG aussian states

whenevern = m .

III. SEC O N D LO W ER B O U N D

A two-m odesqueezed state[4]isasym m etricG aussian

purestatethatbelongstotheHilbertspaceH = H 1
 H 2

and isdescribed by the following vector:

j	 s(r)i=
1

cosh(r)

1X

n= 0

tanh
n
(r)jni

1

 jni

2
; (34)

where jni
j
is the n-th Fock state,that is,a

y

jajjnij =

njni
j
,j= 1,2 and r2 (0;1 )isthe squeezing param eter.

There existsan interesting relation between squeezed

states and EPR-correlations, which G iedke etal [4]

proved in their proposition 1: G iven a squeezed state

j	 s(r)i and an arbitrary pure two-m ode state j ithen,

iftheyhavethesam eEPR-correlation,thesqueezedstate

istheleastentangled.In otherwords,ifwecall�(	 s(r))

and �( ) the EPR-correlations for the two m entioned

statesand if�(	 s(r))= �( )then,E ( )� E (	 s(r)).
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The EPR-correlation isde�ned as[4]:

�( )= m in

�

1;
1

2

�
�
2
 (X 1 � X 2)+ �

2
 (P1 + P2)

�
�

;

(35)

where � 2
 (R j)=



R 2
j

�

 
� hR ji

2

 
isthe dispersion ofthe

observableR j.Theaboveexpressionm easuresthedegree

ofnon-localcorrelations,and iszerofortheoriginalEPR-

state[4,11].Thism eansthatthe m orea system isnon-

localthe m ore Eq.(35)approacheszero. W e say thata

system with the m inim al�( ) has the m axim alEPR-

correlation.Foroursqueezed state the EPR-correlation

is[4]:

�[	 s(r)]= e
� 2r

: (36)

TheEoF,which isequalto thevon Neum ann entropy,

forthe squeezed state is[4]:

E [	 s(r)] = cosh
2
(r)log2[cosh

2
(r)]

� sinh
2
(r)log2[sinh

2
(r)]: (37)

And itisshown that[4]:

E [	 s(r)]= f(�[	 s(r)]): (38)

G iedke etal[4]have shown thatf :(0;1]! [0;1 )isa

convex and decreasing function ofitsargum ent. Hence,

asEq.(36)can haveany valuebetween zeroand one,the

EoF fora squeezed state can assum e any value between

zero and in�nity.Thisproperty ofthe EoF forsqueezed

states,i.e.,thatthey can assum eany value,isan essen-

tialingredientin ourgeneralization ofG iedke’setal[4]

proposition 1. Letusnow state and then prove the fol-

lowing theorem which isa generalization to m ixed states

ofG iedke’setal[4]proposition 1.

T heorem 1 For all bipartite Gaussian system s � we

have E f(�) � Ef(�),if�(�) = �(�) and � is a sym -

m etric Gaussian m ixed state.

Here�(�)isanalogously de�ned asin Eq.(35).

Proof: Applying a suitable sym plectic localtransform a-

tion in thestandard form ofthe m atrix of� [4,12]we

seethattheEPR-correlation forthistransform ed m atrix

is �(�) =

r �

~n � j~kxj

� �

~n � j~kpj

�

. But the am ount of

entanglem ent is invariant by localsym plectic transfor-

m ations. Thism eansthatE f(�)= f[�(�)]= f[�(�)].

Letuswrite � as

� =
X

j

pjj’jih’jj; (39)

wheretheabovedecom position istheonethatfurnishes

the EoF of�,i.e.,

E f(�)=
X

j

pjE (’j): (40)

Using the aboveexpansion of� we havethat

E f(�) = f

2

4�

0

@
X

j

pjj’jih’jj

1

A

3

5

� f

2

4
X

j

pj�(’ j)

3

5

�
X

j

pjf[�(’ j)]: (41)

The �rstinequality isa consequence ofthe concavity of

�(�)(see Appendix)and the factthatf isa decreasing

function ofits argum ent [4]. The second inequality is

due to the convexity off [4]. W e now use the factthat

a squeezed state can assum e any value ofentanglem ent.

Foreach pure state in the decom position of� above we

associate a squeezed state with the sam e am ountofen-

tanglem ent: E (’j)= E [	 s(rj)]. Therefore we have the

following relation forthe EoF of�:

E f(�) =
X

j

pjE (’j)=
X

j

pjE [	 s(rj)]

=
X

j

pjf[�[	 s(rj)]]: (42)

Now due to the proposition 1 of G iedke et al [4] we

know that �(’ j) � �[	 s(rj)]. Hence,using this fact

in Eq.(41) and that f is a decreasing function of its

argum entwe have:

E f(�)�
X

j

pjf[�(’ j)]�
X

j

pjf[�[	 s(rj)]]: (43)

Com bining Eqs.(42)and (43)weseethat

E f(�)� Ef(�):� (44)

The above theorem tells us that for m ixed states the

sym m etricstatesarethosewith lessEoF given an EPR-

correlation. It is interesting to note that � can be any

sym m etric state,including sym m etric states written as

superpositionsofsqueezed states.

The previous theorem autom atically gives us a lower

bound for the EoF for generalG aussian states. Using

Eq.(44)weget:

E f(�)� Ef(�)= f[�(�)]: (45)

W e now im plem enta localsym plectic transform ation in

the  m atrix of�,Eq.(9),before calculating the EPR-

correlation. (It does not alter the am ount ofentangle-

m ent,sinceitisequivalentto a unitary localtransform a-

tion in the density m atrix �.) This transform ation can

be viewed asan extension to non-sym m etricalG aussian

statesofthe transform ation introduced by G iedke etal

[4]forsym m etric states. Thistransform ation m ultiplies

X j by [(n + m )=2 � jkpj]=[(n + m )=2 � jkxj]
1=4. Pj is

divided by the sam e quantity. Now calculating �(�)we

getthe following expression foroursecond lowerbound:
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E f(�)� f

"

m in

(

1;

s �
n + m

2
� jkxj

� �
n + m

2
� jkpj

�) #

: (46)

Again we see thatthis lowerbound reducesto the EoF

forsym m etricsystem swhenevern = m .Itisim portant

to note thatwhen

q �
n+ m

2
� jkxj

� �
n+ m

2
� jkpj

�
> 1 we

have �(�) = 1. For such cases this lower bound is not

usefulsinceitsim ply showsthatE f(�)� 0.

IV . D ISC U SSIO N A N D EX A M P LES

W e now em ploy the two lower bounds derived previ-

ously,Eqs.(32)and (46),toseetheirusefulnessin analyz-

ing som e G aussian states. Forcom pletenesswe present

in term s ofthe invariants (n;m ;kx;kp) three inequali-

ties they m ustsatisfy to be considered param etersthat

describe physically realizable entangled G aussian states

[6]. W e willassum e,without loss ofgenerality m � n

and jkxj� jkpj.

det + 1 � n
2
+ m

2
+ 2kxkp (47a)

nm � k
2

x � 1 (47b)

det + 1 < n
2
+ m

2
� 2kxkp: (47c)

The last inequality is the restriction a  m atrix m ust

satisfy to representan entangled G aussian system .

The table below shows six entangled G aussian sys-

tem sand thevaluesoftheirtwo lowerbounds(LB1 and

LB2). These six G aussian system s are very representa-

TABLE I: The �rst colum n shows the param eters ofthe 

m atrix when written in its standard form . The second and

third colum n representthe two lowerboundsforthe EoF for

m ixed G aussian states. Lower bound 1 is given by Eq.(32)

and lowerbound 2 isgiven by Eq.(46).

n;m ;kx;kp LB1 LB2

1.5,2,1.2,-1 0.14635 0.28919

1.5,2,1,-1 0.08687 0.14672

2,3,1.8,-1.2 0.02448 0.00681

1.7,2.6,1.3,-0.9 0.00549 0

2,3,1.7,-1.2 0.00725 0.00142

2,2.5,1.3,-1.2 0.00173 0.00001

tive.Looking attheirlowerboundsweseethatdepend-

ing on the param etersofthe system LB1 orLB2 isthe

strongestlowerbound.Forexam ple,the �rsttwo G aus-

sian system shaveLB2 asthestrongestlowerbound but

thefourlastG aussian system shaveLB1 asthestrongest

one. LB1 and LB2 are also usefulfor discarding possi-

ble candidatesforthe EoF ofa generalm ixed G aussian

state.Consider,justforillustration,thefunctions

f1 = f

�q �p
nm � jkxj

� �p
nm � jkpj

�
�

; (48)

f2 = f

2

4

v
u
u
t

 r
n2 + m 2

2
� jkxj

!  r
n2 + m 2

2
� jkpj

! 3

5 :

(49)

Both f1 and f2 reduce to the EoF forsym m etric states

when n = m .FortheG aussian stateswith (n;m ;kx;kp)

= (2;2:5;1:3;� 1:2) we have LB1 = 0:00173 > f1 =

0:00091 and for (n;m ;kx;kp) = (1:5;2;1:1;� 1) we get

LB2 = 0:208853 > f2 = 0:18621. These results show

thatf1 and f2 cannotbe proved to be the EoF forgen-

eralG aussian system ssincewehavelowerboundsforthe

EoF thataregreaterthan f1 and f2.

V . C O N C LU SIO N

W e presented in thisarticle two lowerboundsforthe

EoF ofgeneralG aussian two-m ode system s. They were

obtained by two distinctm ethods.

The �rstlowerbound,Eq.(32),wasderived using an

interesting procedure derived by G iedke et al [6]that

sym m etrizes by localoperations a G aussian state and

thewellknown factthatentanglem entdoesnotincrease

underLO CC.

The second lower bound, Eq.(46), is a corollary of

theorem 1,which can be interpreted as an extension of

a previousresultobtained by G iedkeetal[4]:given two

pure bipartite system s with the sam e am ountofentan-

glem ent,thesqueezed statesarethosewith them axim al

EPR-correlation. O ur theorem generalizes this fact to

m ixed statesin thesensethatsym m etricG aussian states

areshown tobestateswith m axim alEPR-correlation for

a �xed am ountofentanglem ent.
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A P P EN D IX :P R O O F O F C O N C AV IT Y O F �(�)

W e need to prove that �(�) �
P

j
pj�(� j), where

� =
P

j
pjj�jih�jj. Applying the de�nition of�(�)we

obtain forthe given expansion of� and for
P

j
pj�(� j)

the following expressions:

�(�)= m in

8
><

>:
1;
1

2

2

6
4

X

j

pj

�

X

2
�

�j
+


P
2
�

�j

�

�

0

@
X

j

pjhX i
�j

1

A

2

�

0

@
X

j

pjhP i�j

1

A

2
3

7
5

9
>=

>;
; (A.1)

X

j
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where X = X 1 � X 2 and P = P1 + P2. The inequality

is a consequence ofthe fact that we m ay have at least

one


X 2

�

�j
+


P 2

�

�j
� hX i

2

�j
� hP i

2

�j
> 2. Looking at

Eq.(A.2)we see that itis notgreaterthan 1. Thus,if

Eq.(A.1)isequalto 1 we see that�(�)�
P

j
pj�(� j).

Butifitislessthan 1,�(�)�
P

j
pj�(� j)ifthefollow-

ing inequality issatis�ed:
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Applying the Cauchy-Schwarzinequality [13]foran ob-

servableR weget
P

j
pjhRi

2

�j
�

�P

j
pjhRi�j

�2
.Hence,

Eq.(A.4)isalwayssatis�ed.�
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