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A bstract

W ithout additional resources, it is often in possible to transform one entangled
quantum state Into another w ith local quantum operations and classical com m unica—
tion. Jonathan and P lenio P hys. Rev. Lett. 83, 3566 (1999) ] presented an interesting
exam ple show ing that the presence of another state, called a catalyst, enables such a
transform ation w ithout changing the catalyst. They also pointed out that in general
it is very hard to nd an analytical condition under which a catalyst exists. In this
paper we study the existence of catalysts for two incom parable quantum states. For
the sin plest case 0f2 2 catalysts for transform ations from one 4 4 state to another,
a necessary and su cient condition for existence is found. For the general case, we
give an e cient polynom ialtim e algorithm to decide whethera k  k catalyst exists
fortwon n Incom parable states, where k is treated as a constant.

Index Tem s | Quantum inform ation, entanglem ent states, entanglem ent trans-
form ation, entanglem ent catalysts.

1 Introduction

Entanglem ent is a fundam ental quantum m echanical resource that can be shared am ong
spatially separated parties. T he possbility ofhaving entanglem ent is a distinguishing fea—
ture ofquantum m echanics that doesnot exist In classicalm echanics. Ttplaysa centralrolke
In som e striking applications of quantum com putation and quantum inform ation such as
quantum teleportation [[], quantum superdense coding [l] and quantum cryptography L1].
A s a resul, entanglem ent hasbeen recognized as a usefulphysical resource [[1]. H ow ever,
m any fundam ental problem s conceming quantum entanglem ent are still unsolved. An
In portant such problem concems the existence of entanglem ent transform ation. Suppose
that A lice and Bob each have one part of a bipartite state. T he question then is what
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other states can they transform the entangled state into? Since an entangled state is
separated spatially, it is natural to require that A lice and Bob can only m ake use of lTocal
operations and classical com m unication (LOCC).Signi cant progress In the study of en—
tanglem ent was m ade by Bennett, Bemstein, Popescu and Schum acher [[]] n 1996. They
proposed an entanglem ent concentration protocol which solved the entanglem ent trans-
form ation problem in the asym ptotic case. In 1993, N ielsen [[]] m ade another In portant
advance. Suppose there isa bipartite state j 11= I;lp_ijijﬂjijg shared between A lice

and Bob, w ith ordered Schm idt coe cients (O SC s for short) 1 p2 p_ n 0, and
they want to transform j 11 into another bipartite state j ,i= L ; i jiis with
OSCs 1 2 n 0. Xxwasproved that j 1i! J ,1iispossbleunder LOCC if
and only if | ,rwhere | and , are the vectors of ordered Schm idt coe clents,
ie. = (17225 n)r ,= (15:::5; n), denotesthemaprization relation [1, 1], ie.
forl 1 n;

X1 X1

=1 =1

w ith equality when 1= n. This findam ental contribution by N ielsen provides us w ith an
extrem ely usefilm atheam atical tool for studying entanglem ent transform ation. A sinple
butsigni cant fact in plied by N felsen’stheoram isthat there exist incom parable states 711
and j ,iw ih both transform ations j 11! jsiand j 21! Jj 1iinpossble. Shortly after
N ielsen’s work, a quite surprising phenom enon of entanglem ent, nam ely, entanglem ent
catalysis, was discovered by Jonathan and P lenio [[]. They gave an exam pl show ing
that onem ay use another entangled state i, known as a catalyst, to m ake an in possible
transform ation j i ! Jj i possble. Furthem ore, the transform ation is In fact one of
Ji Fi! ji T, so that the catalyst i isnotmodi ed In the process.

Entanglem ent catalysis is another usefiil protocol that quantum m echanics provides.
T herefore to exploi the full power of quantum inform ation processing, we st have to
solve the follow ing basic problm : given a pair of incom parable states j 1iand j ,iwih
J11 6 Jriand joi 6 j1i, determn ine whether there exists a catalyst i such that
Ji1i Fi! joi  Fi. According to Nielsen’s theoram , solving the problm requires
determm ining w hether there is a state i forwhich them aprization relation | . , ©
holds. A spointed out by Jonathan and P lenio ], it isvery di cul to nd an analytical
and both necessary and su cient condition for the existence of a catalyst. The di culty
ismanhly due to Jack of suitable m atham atical tools to dealw ith m a prization of tensor
product states, and especially the exible ordering of the O SC s of tensor products. In
. ], Jonathan and P knio only gave som e sin ple necessary conditions for the existence
of catalysts, but no su cient condition was found. Those necessary conditions enabled
them to show that entanglem ent catalysis can happen In the transform ation between
twon n stateswih n 4. One of the main ain s of the present paper is to give
a necessary and su cient condition for entanglem ent catalysis In the sin plest case of
entanglem ent transform ation between 4 4 stateswih a 2 2 catalyst. For generalcase,
the fact that an analytical condition under which incom parable states are catalyzable
is not easy to nd Jads us naturally to an altemative approach; that is, to seek som e
e clent algorithm to decide catalyzability of entanglem ent transform ation. Indeed, an



algorithm to decide the existence of catalysts was already presented by Bandyopadhyay
and Roychow dhury []. Unfortunately, ortwon n incom parable states, to determ ine
w hether there exists a k  k catalyst for them , their algorithm runs In exponential tin e
w ith com plexity O ([(nk)!]z), and so it is Intractable in practice. The intractability of
Bandyopadhyay and Roydhow dhury’s algorithm stinulated us to nd a more e cient
algorithm for the sam e purpose, and this is exactly the second ain of the present paper.
T his paper is organized as ollow s. In the second section we dealw ith entanglem ent

catalysis In the sinplest case ofn = 4 and k = 2. A necessary and su cient condition
underwhich a2 2 catalyst exists foran entanglem ent transform ation between 4 4 states
is presented. This condition is analytically expressed In termm s of the O SC s of the states
Involved in the transform ation, and thus it is easily checkable. A Iso, som e interesting
exam pls are given to illustrate the use of this condition. The third section considers
the general case. W e propose a polynom ial tin e algorithm to decide the existence of
catalysts. Suppose j 1iand j ;i aretwo given n  n ncom parable states, and k is any

xed natural number. W ih the aid of our algorithm , one can quickly nd allk k
catalysts for the transfom ation j 11! J »1 usihg only O 0?** 3®) tine. Com parhg to
the tim e com plexity O ([(nk) !]2) ofthe algorithm given in |/], for constant k, our algorithm
In proves the com plexiy from superexponential to polynom ial. W e m ake conclusions in
section 4, and som e open problem are also discussed.

To sin plify the presentation, in the rest of the paper, we dentify the state j i =
I.l;lp_ijijiwjth the vector of its Schm idt coe cients ( 1; 2;7:::; ), themeaningwill
be clear from the context.

P

2 A necessary and su cient condition ofentanglem ent catal-
ysis in the sim plest case (n = 4;k = 2)

Jonathan and P lenio 9] has shown that entanglem ent catalysis only occurs In transfor-
m ations between n n states with n 4. In this section, we consider the simplest
case that a transform ation from one 4 4 state to another possesses a 2 2 catalyst.
Assume jai= (1j 27 3jpa) and Joi= (1 27 37 4) aretwo 4 4 gtates, where

1 2 3 4 0, Ail=1 i= 1, 1 2 3 4 0, and ;1:1 i= 1.
T he potential catalyst is supposed tobea 2 2 state, denoted by 7 i= (1 <), where
c2 05511,

Twasproved In []thatifj 116 j.i,butji Jji! Ji Jithen

1 17 1t 2> 1+ 2; 1+ 2+ 3 1+ 2+ 3 1)
or equivalently,

2t 3t 4 2t 3t 4; 3t 4 < 3t 45 g a4t @)
Note that £ ;g and £ ;g are arranged In decreasing order, so we have

1 1 2> 2 3> 3 4 4 3)



T hese inequalities are m erely necessary conditions for the existence of catalyst j i, and i
is easy to see that they are not su cient. In the follow ing theoram we give a condition
which isboth necessary and su cient.

Theorem 2.1 There exists a catalysts j 1 for two states (j 114;J 21) with j 116 7j i, if
and only if

m ax ;1 m In ; ;1 4)

m ax ;1 c min ; ;1

ji= (1 o isacalystbr (1177 21).

Proof: Assume j 116 jributji Jji! joi JiunderLOCC.From Eqg. 8) In 1]
we know Eqg. ) hods. SoEqg. ) and Eq. ll) hod too.
A routine calculation show s that the Schm idt coe cientsof j 1ij i and j ,ij i are

A=1f 1 2¢ 3¢ 4 101 <9; 20 o; 31 9; 40 ©og

and
B=1£f1¢ 26 36 46 101 <©); 2@ ©; 3@ ©; 40 9g;

respectively. Sort the elem ents In A and B in decreasing order and denote the resulted

sequencesby a®)  a®@ ®amndp®  p@ @ pisclearthata® = ¢,
a®= ,a0 o,bY= 1candb® = ,1 ©.Sheejii Fi! Jj,i Ji, Nilsen’s
theoram tells us that
X1 X1
a® b¥ 81 1 8)
=1 i=1

Since £ ig isordered, and ¢ 035, thus
1C 2C 3C ac; 11 0 2@ < 3@ o 4@ o; ic i@ o ©)
Now we are going to dem onstrate that
1C 11 o> ,c 3¢> L0 o©) 301 <c > 4c 41 ©o): (6)

and consequently x the ordering ofB . The key idea is: the sum of the biggest 1 num bers
In a set is greater than or equalthe sum ofany lnumbers in this set.

First, by de nition of fa?g we have a® + a® 1c+ ,c. So Nielsen’s theorem
kadsto b® + b a4+ @ 1ct+ sc.From mnequaliy W), 1+ 2> 1+ 2,0
b+ b® > jc+ Lo ie.b® > ,c. Combining thiswith mequality M), we see that the
only case ispb@ = 1@ c),b(3) = ,cand 11 o> sc.



Sin ilarly, we have

4)

a® + a@ 4 2@ 4 4 1c+ 2c+ 11 o+ 20 o= 1+ 2=
So it holds that

b + b® + PP+ @ AW+ a@ 4 a® 4 @ 1+ 2> 1+ 2
Thismmpliesb® > ,(1 ¢ :Then itmustbethatb® = 5c,and 3¢> .1 o).

Now what rem ains is to determ ine the order between b® and b . W e consider b
rst. Nilsen’s theorem yields K + b® a” + a®, By de nition, we know that

a4+ a® 50 o+ 4@ ©).Therbre,
7+ 0% 5@ o+ 40 9= (3+ A A< (3+ HA O;
the last nequality isdueto ). Shheeb® = ;1 o), & Plowsthat b? < 51 o).
Furthem ore, we cbtain b” = ,cb® = 31 o,and 51 o) > .c.
Finally, only ,(1 c) kaves, sob® = , (@1 c¢).Combiing the above argum ents, we

nish the proof of nequaliy ).
C Jkarly, inequality M) inplies that

2 << RPN )

2t 3 1+ 2 3t g4

T his is needed in the ram ainder of the proof.
R em em bering the order of B has been found out, it en s us to calculate easily
1 b freach 1. The only rest problem ishow to calulate ; ,a®. Tothisend, we

need the follow ing smpl lemm a:

Lemma 2.1 AssumeA = fa;;:::;a,9,B = ;:::;bhg. Sort B in decreasing order and
denote the resulted sequence by b®) p@ ®) Then A B if and onlk if for
1 1 n,
X xt
m ax ai o (8)

A0 A;A0E1
2 a;2A0 i=1

with equality when 1= n.
Proofof Lemm a: The \if' part is cbvious. For the \only if " part, we sort A in decreasing

order and denote the resulted sequence by a®?  a® ®a ThenA B ifand
only fforl 1 n,

Xl 1
a(l) b(l)
=1 =1
Xt X
It is easy to see that a® = m ax ai, so the lemm a holds.
1 RO AR 2n0
= i



Proof of Theorem 2.1 (continued): Now the above lemm a guarantees a quite easy way to
dealwith 1+ ,a®:enumerating sin ply all the possble cases. For exampk, a®™ + a® =

1c+ 1(1 chor ict+ g ie. a® + a® = maxf ¢+ 1@ ©); ic+ ,ay. The
treatm ents for izla(i);:::; ila(i) aﬁ):ethesame. W hat we still need to do now is to
solve system atically the inequalities of i=1 a® le(i) @ 1 8). Weput this

daunting but routine part in the A ppendix.

T he above theoram presents a necessary and su cient condition when a 2 2 catalyst
exists for a transfomm ation from one 4 4 state to another. M oreover, it is also worth
noting that the theoram is indeed constructive. The second part of it gives all 2 2
catalysts (ifany) for such a transform ation. To illustrate the utility of the above theorem ,
Jet us see som e sin ple exam ples.

Exam ple 2.1 Thisexam plk is exactly the original exam pl that Jonathan and P lenio []
used to dem onstrate entanglem ent catalysis. Let j 11 = (04;04;01;0:1) and J ,1i =
(0:5;025;025;0). Then

+
max — =2 1.0 % % _ paxf0s;1 2=3g= 0%;
2t 3 3 3
m in 1,1l % _ minf5=8;2=3;1 Og= 0:625:
1t 2 2 2 3t 4

Since 0:6 < 0625, Theoram 2.1 gives us a continuous spectrum j i= (c;1 c¢) ofcatalysts
for j 11 and j ,1i, where c ranges over the interval [0:6;0:625]. E specially, when choosing
c= 0:6,weget the catalyst j i= (0%6;0:4), which is the one given In ].

Exam ple 2.2 W e also consider the example In []. Let j 11= (04;0:36;0:14;0:1) and
Joi= (05;025;025;0). The catalyst for j 11 and j i given there is = (0:65;035).
N ote that

m ax ;1 4 = maxf0:52;1 10=11lg= 0:52;

m in ; ;1 = m inf25=38;10=11;1 Og= 25=38;
1+ 2 2 2 3t 2
and 0:52 < 065 < 25=38, Theoram 2.1 guarantees that j i is really a catalyst; and i
allowsusto ndmuchmorecatalysts ji= (c;1 <) with c2 [052;25=38].

3 An e cient algorithm for deciding existence of catalysts

In the last section, we was abl to give a necessary and su  cient condition under which a
2 2 catalyst exists for an transform ation between 4 4 states. T he key idea enabling us
to obtain such a condition is that the order am ong the Schm idt coe cients of the tensor
product of the catalyst and the target state In the transform ation is uniquely determ ined
by N ielsen’s T heorem . H owever, the sam e idea does not work when we dealw ith higher



din ensional states, and it seem s very hard to nd an analytical condition for existence
of catalyst n the case of higher dim ension. On the other hand, existence of catalysts
is a dom nant problem in exploiting the power of entanglem ent catalysis in quantum
Inform ation processing. Such a dilemm a forces us to explore altematively the possibility
of nding an e cient algorithm for deciding existence of catalysts. The m ain purpose is
to give a polynom ial tin e algorithm to decide whether there isa k  k catalyst fortwo
Incomparablen n states j 1i;j 2i,wherek 2 isa xed naturalnumber.

To explain the ntuition behind our algorithm m ore clearly, we rst copew ith the case
ofk= 2.Assume j1i= ( 17:::; n)yand joi= (1;:::; p) aretwon n states, and
assum e that the potential catalyst forthem isa 2 2state = ;1 x).The Schm idt
coe cientsof j1ij iand j »,ij 1 are then given as

Ay =1 1x%; 2%;:::; p%x; 11 x);:::; o (1 Xx)g
and
By=f 1x; 2%;:::; nx; 10 X);::5; o1 x)g;

respectively. Sort them in decreasing order and denote the resulting sequencesby a) (x)
a® (x) @rd k) and b x) Db? ) @r) (k). By N ilsen’s theorem we
know that a necessary and su cient condition for j 1ij i! J,ijiis

=1 =1

Now the di culty arises from the fact that we do not know the exact order of elem ents
In A and B . Let us now consider this problem In a di erent way. Ifwe x X to some
constant xg, we can calculate the elements In A, B and sort them . Then if we m oves x
slightly from xp to xg + , the order ofthe elem ents In A (or B ) does not change, except

the case that x goes through apoint x wih (1 x )= 3x (©r ;@ x)= 3x),1ie.

X = —*— (esp.x = ——) Prsome i< j. This cbservation lads us to the llow ing
i J 1 J

algorithm :



A lgorithm 1

. [ S i . ] :
1. 35 T e ;1 i< jJ n

2. 8Sort f i59[ f 339 In nondecreasing order, the resulted sequence is denoted by ()
@) @* n)

3. @ os; @ nrD g

4.Fori= 0Oton® ndo

@y G+ 1)

5. e} 5
6. D etermm Ine the order of elem ents in A . and B ., respoectively
7. Solve the system of inequalities:
P ) P .
2% L. b® &) @1= 1;:::;2n)

% (i+ 1)

8.0UTPUT :Catalysts do not exist, if oralli?2 £0;1;:::;n? ng, the solution set
of the above Inequalities is em pty; catalyst x;1 x), if for som e i the inequalities
has solution.

It is easy to see that this algorithm runsin O @m3) tine. I | ], an algorithm for the
sam e purpose was also given, but i runsin O (n!) tim e.
By generalizing the idea explained above to the case ofk  k catalyst, we obtain:

pokmnom ial tim e albout n. Further m ore, if there exists a k k catalyst, our algorithm can
nd allthe catalysts in 0 M%** 3®) tme.

P roof. The algorithm is sim ilar to the one forthecasek = 2. Now the Schm idt coe cients
ofjiijiand j,ij iare

...............

Ay

Il
Hh
=
b
ia
o]
b
ia
~e
=
b
[\S]
o]
b
[\S]
~
o]
el
o
Q

and

Bx= £ 1X17::5; nX1j 1X2jii% nXpjiii) nXkg:
Ifwemove x n thek din ensional space R¥, the order ofthe elements n A, (0rBy) will
change ifand only ifx goesthrough ahyperplane ;xj, = %3, ( 41 X3, = 4 X3,) orsome
i < 1 and i > p. (Indeed, tli,e area that x ranges over should be k 1) dimensional
because we have a constrain of ]j<_=lxi= 1) So rstwe can write down all the equations
of these hyperplanes

=fyxy = 31X, < Rile> gl £ 4x, = 31X, 00 < 317 > 2os



where § j= 2]; 2 = 0 M?). In the k din ensional space R¥, these O (n?) hyperplanes
can at m ost divide the whole space Into O © (nz)k) =0 (nZk) di erent parts. Note the
num ber of parts generated by these hyperplanes is a polynom ialofn. Now we enum erate
all these possiblk parts. In each part, fordi erent x, the elem ents in Ay (or B ) has the

sam e order. T hen we can solve the inequalities

Xt Xt
a® x) b x) @ 1 nk)

=1 =1

and check the order constrains by lnear program m ing. Follow ing the wellkknown result
that lhear programm Ing is solvable in O n39) tin e, our algorithm runs in O 2kt 33)
tim e, it is a polynom ialtin e of n whenever k is a given constant.

Indeed, Theorem 3.1 is constructive too, and its proofgives an algorithm which isable
not only to decide whether a catalyst of a given din ension exists but also to nd all such
catalysts when they do exist. The algorithm before this theoram is just a m ore explicit
presentation of the proof for the case ofk = 2.

4 Conclusion and discussion

In thispaper, we Investigate theproblem conceming existence of catalysts forentanglem ent
transform ations. It is solved forthe sin plest case In an analyticalway. W e give a necessary
and su cient condition for the existence ofa 2 2 catalyst for a pair of two Incom parable
4 4 states. Forthegeneralcase (k k catalysts forn n states), although we failto give
an analytical condition, an e cient polynom ialtin e algorithm is found when k is treated
as a constant. However, ifk is a variable, ranging over all positive Integers, the problem
of determ Ining the existence of catalysts still ram ains open. W e believe it is NP -hard,
since the set Ay = £ (X171 nX1; 1X27:::; nXpjiii; nXxg In the proof of T heoram
3.1 potentially has exponential kind of di erent orders.
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5 Appendix: P roof of T heorem Il

Broof of Th@orem 21 (ram aining part): W e need to solve the system of nequalities
1

.a% le(i) (I 1 8).Thisis carrded out by the follow Ing item s:

(1) First, we have:
a® p® () 1C 1ic () 1 1t )
@) The nequality a® + a®  b% + b@® may be rew ritten as

maxf jc+ 10 ¢©); 1ct 209 ict 1@ o () (10)

c — 1 1: (11)

@) Wenow considera® + a® + a®  pL + b@ + O | It is equivalent to

maxf jc+ 11 <o+ 20 1ct ct 309 1c+ 1@ o+ »c ()
c 1 ; 1 1 12)
1+ 2+ 3 2 2 2

10



(4) It holds that
a® 4 2@ 4 20 4 4@ O 4 @) L B L @ ()

maxf jc+ 11 <o+ ,c+ 2@ <©); 1ct Lct+ 3¢+ 11 Q)

1C+ ZC+ 3C+ 409 1C+ l(l C)+ 2C+ 3C ( )

1t 2 LI 1 . 1 1 1
4
2t 3 1 2 3 2t 3 2 3

©)
a® 4 a@ 4 2@ 4 3@ 4 36 PO L@ L p® 4 @ L O ()
a® 1 aM 4 a6 pE LD L pe ()

minf ,1 o+ 30 o+ Q0 ¢c; 3@ o+ sc+ 401 O9Og
3@ 9o+ 4c+ 4@ 9O ()

1 424 o1 4
3 3 2t 3t 4 3
(6)
P .
16:1 at 16:1b(l) ()
mihf 31 o+ 40 9); sct 40 Og sct+t 40 o ()
c 1 —=i 4 4
(7) W e have
X7 X’
a(l) b(l) ( ) a(g) b(g) ( ) 4 4
=1 =1

1 3 1 1 1 1 1
C 14 14 14 14 14
1+ 2 3+ 4 1+ 2 1+ 2+ 3 2 2 2 1 2 3
1 1 4 4
11 ;1
2t 3 2 3 2t 3+ 4 3 3t 4
and
1t 2 1 4 4
c ;1
2t 3 3 3
Since
1 1 2> 2 3> 3 4 4; 1t 2> 1+ 2;
Vif o+ 3 2 3 0, thistem isuseless.

11

14)

15)

16)



it follow s that

1 1 .
1t 2 1+ 2
3 4 4
=1 > 1 ;
3t 4 3t 4 3t 4
1 < 1 .
1t 2 1+ 2+ (3 2)
1 < 1 1 1
1+ 2 1+ 2 1+ 4 1 2 3
4 4
1 > 1 ;
2t 3t 4 3 3t 2
and
1 1 1 1
2t 3 2 3 2 2

T his indicates that there are six useless term s in Eq. M), so we can om it them . Now we
get

m ax ;1 c min ; il

Therefore, Eq. ) is a necessary condition for the existence of catalyst.

On the other hand, we clain that Eq. ll) and Eq. W) are the su cient conditions.
Indeed, if we choose a cPsath es Eq. ), then c satis esEq. ) and ). From
Eq. M) we know that™ £ a® %, ie §1iji! §,ij iunder LOCC.This
com pletes the proof.
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