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A bstract

W ithout additionalresources,it is often im possible to transform one entangled
quantum state into anotherwith localquantum operationsand classicalcom m unica-
tion.Jonathan and Plenio [Phys.Rev.Lett.83,3566(1999)]presented an interesting
exam pleshowing thatthe presenceofanotherstate,called a catalyst,enablessuch a
transform ation withoutchanging the catalyst.They also pointed outthatin general
itisvery hard to � nd an analyticalcondition underwhich a catalystexists. In this
paperwe study the existence ofcatalystsfortwo incom parable quantum states. For
thesim plestcaseof2� 2 catalystsfortransform ationsfrom one4� 4statetoanother,
a necessary and su� cient condition for existence is found. For the generalcase,we
give an e� cientpolynom ialtim e algorithm to decide whethera k � k catalystexists
fortwo n � n incom parablestates,wherek istreated asa constant.

Index Term s | Q uantum inform ation,entanglem entstates,entanglem enttrans-
form ation,entanglem entcatalysts.

1 Introduction

Entanglem entisa fundam entalquantum m echanicalresource thatcan be shared am ong
spatially separated parties.Thepossibility ofhaving entanglem entisa distinguishing fea-
tureofquantum m echanicsthatdoesnotexistin classicalm echanics.Itplaysacentralrole
in som e striking applicationsofquantum com putation and quantum inform ation such as
quantum teleportation [1],quantum superdensecoding [2]and quantum cryptography [3].
Asa result,entanglem enthasbeen recognized asa usefulphysicalresource [4].However,
m any fundam entalproblem s concerning quantum entanglem ent are stillunsolved. An
im portantsuch problem concernstheexistence ofentanglem enttransform ation.Suppose
that Alice and Bob each have one partofa bi-partite state. The question then is what

�
Thiswork waspartly supported by theNationalFoundation ofNaturalSciencesofChina (G rantNos:

60223004,60496321,60321002,and 60305005).
y
Em ail:sun xm 97@ m ails.tsinghua.edu.cn

z
Em ail:dry02@ m ails.tsinghua.edu.cn

x
Em ail:yingm sh@ m ail.tsinghua.edu.cn

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0311133v2


other states can they transform the entangled state into? Since an entangled state is
separated spatially,itisnaturalto requirethatAlice and Bob can only m akeuseoflocal
operationsand classicalcom m unication (LO CC).Signi� cantprogressin the study ofen-
tanglem entwasm adeby Bennett,Bernstein,Popescu and Schum acher[5]in 1996.They
proposed an entanglem ent concentration protocolwhich solved the entanglem ent trans-
form ation problem in the asym ptotic case. In 1999,Nielsen [6]m ade anotherim portant
advance.Supposethereisabi-partitestatej 1i=

P n

i= 1

p
�ijiiA jiiB shared between Alice

and Bob,with ordered Schm idtcoe� cients(O SCsforshort)�1 � �2 � � � � � �n � 0,and
they want to transform j 1i into another bi-partite state j 2i =

P
n

i= 1

p
�ijiiA jiiB with

O SCs�1 � �2 � � � � � �n � 0.Itwasproved thatj 1i! j 2iispossible underLO CC if
and only if� 1 � � 2,where� 1 and � 2 arethevectorsofordered Schm idtcoe� cients,
i.e.� 1 = (�1;:::;�n),� 2 = (�1;:::;�n),� denotesthem ajorization relation [7,8],i.e.
for1� l� n;

l
X

i= 1

�i�

l
X

i= 1

�i;

with equality when l= n.Thisfundam entalcontribution by Nielsen providesuswith an
extrem ely usefulm athem aticaltoolforstudying entanglem enttransform ation. A sim ple
butsigni� cantfactim plied byNielsen’stheorem isthatthereexistincom parablestatesj 1i
and j 2iwith both transform ationsj 1i! j 2iand j 2i! j 1iim possible.Shortly after
Nielsen’s work,a quite surprising phenom enon ofentanglem ent, nam ely,entanglem ent
catalysis, was discovered by Jonathan and Plenio [9]. They gave an exam ple showing
thatonem ay useanotherentangled statejci,known asa catalyst,to m akean im possible
transform ation j i ! j�i possible. Furtherm ore, the transform ation is in fact one of
j i
 jci! j�i
 jci,so thatthe catalystjciisnotm odi� ed in theprocess.

Entanglem ent catalysis is another usefulprotocolthat quantum m echanics provides.
Therefore to exploit the fullpower ofquantum inform ation processing,we � rst have to
solve the following basic problem :given a pairofincom parable statesj 1iand j 2iwith
j 1i 6! j 2i and j 2i 6! j 1i,determ ine whether there exists a catalyst jci such that
j 1i
 jci ! j 2i
 jci. According to Nielsen’s theorem ,solving the problem requires
determ ining whetherthereisa statejciforwhich them ajorization relation � 1
 c � � 2
 c

holds.Aspointed outby Jonathan and Plenio [9],itisvery di� cultto � nd an analytical
and both necessary and su� cientcondition forthe existence ofa catalyst. The di� culty
is m ainly due to lack ofsuitable m athem aticaltools to dealwith m ajorization oftensor
product states,and especially the 
 exible ordering ofthe O SCs oftensor products. In
[9],Jonathan and Plenio only gave som e sim ple necessary conditions for the existence
ofcatalysts,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
two n � n states with n � 4. O ne of the m ain aim s of the present paper is to give
a necessary and su� cient condition for entanglem ent catalysis in the sim plest case of
entanglem enttransform ation between 4� 4 stateswith a 2� 2 catalyst.Forgeneralcase,
the fact that an analyticalcondition under which incom parable states are catalyzable
is not easy to � nd leads us naturally to an alternative approach;that is,to seek som e
e� cient algorithm to decide catalyzability ofentanglem ent transform ation. Indeed,an
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algorithm to decide the existence ofcatalysts was already presented by Bandyopadhyay
and Roychowdhury [10]. Unfortunately,fortwo n � n incom parable states,to determ ine
whetherthere existsa k � k catalyst forthem ,theiralgorithm runsin exponentialtim e
with com plexity O ([(nk)!]2),and so it is intractable in practice. The intractability of
Bandyopadhyay and Roychowdhury’s algorithm stim ulated us to � nd a m ore e� cient
algorithm forthe sam epurpose,and thisisexactly thesecond aim ofthe presentpaper.

Thispaperisorganized as follows. In the second section we dealwith entanglem ent
catalysis in the sim plest case ofn = 4 and k = 2. A necessary and su� cient condition
underwhich a2� 2catalystexistsforan entanglem enttransform ation between 4� 4states
ispresented. Thiscondition isanalytically expressed in term softhe O SCsofthe states
involved in the transform ation,and thus it is easily checkable. Also,som e interesting
exam ples are given to illustrate the use ofthis condition. The third section considers
the generalcase. W e propose a polynom ialtim e algorithm to decide the existence of
catalysts. Suppose j 1iand j 2iare two given n � n incom parable states,and k isany
� xed naturalnum ber. W ith the aid of our algorithm , one can quickly � nd allk � k

catalysts for the transform ation j 1i! j 2i using only O (n2k+ 3:5) tim e. Com paring to
thetim ecom plexity O ([(nk)!]2)ofthealgorithm given in [10],forconstantk,ouralgorithm
im proves the com plexity from superexponentialto polynom ial. W e m ake conclusions in
section 4,and som e open problem are also discussed.

To sim plify the presentation, in the rest ofthe paper,we identify the state j i =
P

n

i= 1

p

ijiijiiwith thevectorofitsSchm idtcoe� cients(
1;
2;:::;
n),them eaning will

beclearfrom thecontext.

2 A necessary and su� cientcondition ofentanglem entcatal-

ysis in the sim plest case (n = 4;k = 2)

Jonathan and Plenio [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 sim plest
case that a transform ation from one 4 � 4 state to another possesses a 2 � 2 catalyst.
Assum e j 1i = (�1;�2;�3;�4) and j 2i = (�1;�2;�3;�4) are two 4 � 4 states, where
�1 � �2 � �3 � �4 � 0,

P
4

i= 1
�i = 1,�1 � �2 � �3 � �4 � 0,and

P
4

i= 1
�i = 1.

The potentialcatalystissupposed to bea 2� 2 state,denoted by j�i= (c;1� c),where
c2 [0:5;1].

Itwasproved in [9]thatifj 1i6! j 2i,butj 1i
 j�i! j 2i
 j�ithen

�1 � �1; �1 + �2 > �1 + �2; �1 + �2 + �3 � �1 + �2 + �3; (1)

orequivalently,

�2 + �3 + �4 � �2 + �3 + �4; �3 + �4 < �3 + �4; �4 � �4: (2)

Note thatf�ig and f�ig are arranged in decreasing order,so we have

�1 � �1 � �2 > �2 � �3 > �3 � �4 � �4 (3)

3



Theseinequalitiesarem erely necessary conditionsfortheexistenceofcatalystj�i,and it
is easy to see that they are notsu� cient. In the following theorem we give a condition
which isboth necessary and su� cient.

T heorem 2.1 There exists a catalysts j�ifor two states (j 1i;j 2i)with j 1i6! j 2i,if

and only if

m ax

�

�1 + �2 � �1

�2 + �3
;1�

�4 � �4

�3 � �3

�

� m in

�

�1

�1 + �2
;
�1 � �1

�2 � �2
;1�

�4

�3 + �4

�

(4)

and Eq.(1)hold. In addition,for any c2 [0:5;1]such that

m ax

�

�1 + �2 � �1

�2 + �3
;1�

�4 � �4

�3 � �3

�

� c� m in

�

�1

�1 + �2
;
�1 � �1

�2 � �2
;1�

�4

�3 + �4

�

j�i= (c;1� c)isa catalystfor (j 1i;j 2i).

Proof: Assum ej 1i6! j 2ibutj 1i
 j�i! j 2i
 j�iunderLO CC.From Eq.(8)in [9]
we know Eq.(1)holds.So Eq.(2)and Eq.(3)hold too.

A routinecalculation showsthatthe Schm idtcoe� cientsofj 1ij�iand j 2ij�iare

A = f�1c;�2c;�3c;�4c;�1(1� c);�2(1� c);�3(1� c);�4(1� c)g

and
B = f�1c;�2c;�3c;�4c;�1(1� c);�2(1� c);�3(1� c);�4(1� c)g;

respectively. Sortthe elem ents in A and B in decreasing order and denote the resulted
sequencesby a(1) � a(2) � � � � � a(8)and b(1) � b(2) � � � � � b(8).Itisclearthata(1) = �1c,
a(8) = �4(1� c),b(1) = �1c,and b(8) = �4(1� c).Since j 1i
 j�i! j 2i
 j�i,Nielsen’s
theorem tellsusthat

l
X

i= 1

a
(i)
�

l
X

i= 1

b
(i) (81 � l� 8)

Sincef�ig isordered,and c� 0:5,thus

�1c� �2c� �3c� �4c; �1(1� c)� �2(1� c)� �3(1� c)� �4(1� c); �ic� �i(1� c) (5)

Now weare going to dem onstrate that

�1c� �1(1� c)> �2c� �3c> �2(1� c)� �3(1� c)> �4c� �4(1� c): (6)

and consequently � x theordering ofB .Thekey idea is:thesum ofthebiggestlnum bers
in a setisgreaterthan orequalthesum ofany lnum bersin thisset.

First,by de� nition offa(i)g we have a(1) + a(2) � �1c+ �2c. So Nielsen’s theorem
leadsto b(1)+ b(2) � a(1)+ a(2) � �1c+ �2c. From inequality (1),�1 + �2 > �1 + �2,so
b(1)+ b(2) > �1c+ �2c,i.e.b(2) > �2c.Com bining thiswith inequality (5),weseethatthe
only case isb(2) = �1(1� c),b(3) = �2cand �1(1� c)> �2c.
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Sim ilarly,we have

a
(1)+ a

(2)+ a
(3)+ a

(4)
� �1c+ �2c+ �1(1� c)+ �2(1� c)= �1 + �2:

So itholdsthat

b
(1)+ b

(2)+ b
(3)+ b

(4)
� a

(1)+ a
(2)+ a

(3)+ a
(4)

� �1 + �2 > �1 + �2:

Thisim pliesb(4) > �2(1� c):Then itm ustbethatb(4) = �3c,and �3c> �2(1� c).
Now whatrem ains is to determ ine the order between b(5) and b(7). W e considerb(7)

� rst. Nielsen’s theorem yields b(7) + b(8) � a(7) + a(8). By de� nition, we know that
a(7)+ a(8) � �3(1� c)+ �4(1� c).Therefore,

b
(7)+ b

(8)
� �3(1� c)+ �4(1� c)= (�3 + �4)(1� c)< (�3 + �4)(1� c);

the lastinequality is due to (2). Since b(8) = �4(1� c),itfollows thatb(7) < �3(1� c).
Furtherm ore,we obtain b(7) = �4c;b

(6) = �3(1� c),and �3(1� c)> �4c.
Finally,only �2(1� c)leaves,so b(5) = �2(1� c).Com bining theaboveargum ents,we

� nish the proofofinequality (6).
Clearly,inequality (6)im pliesthat

�2

�2 + �3
< c<

�

�1

�1 + �2
;

�3

�3 + �4

�

(7)

Thisisneeded in therem ainderofthe proof.
Rem em bering the order ofB has been found out,it enables us to calculate easily

P l

i= 1
b(i) foreach l.Theonly restproblem ishow to calculate

P l

i= 1
a(i).To thisend,we

need thefollowing sim plelem m a:

Lem m a 2.1 Assum e A = fa1;:::;ang,B = fb1;:::;bng.SortB in decreasing orderand

denote the resulted sequence by b(1) � b(2) � � � � � b(n). Then A � B ifand only iffor

1 � l� n,

m ax
A 0� A ;jA 0j= l

X

ai2A
0

ai�

l
X

i= 1

b
(i) (8)

with equality when l= n.

ProofofLem m a: The\if" partisobvious.Forthe\only if" part,wesortA in decreasing
orderand denote the resulted sequence by a(1) � a(2) � � � � � a(n). Then A � B ifand
only iffor1 � l� n,

l
X

i= 1

a
(i)
�

l
X

i= 1

b
(i)

Itiseasy to see that
l

X

i= 1

a
(i) = m ax

A 0� A ;jA 0j= l

X

ai2A
0

ai,so thelem m a holds.
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ProofofTheorem 2.1 (continued): Now the above lem m a guaranteesa quite easy way to
dealwith

P l

i= 1
a(i):enum erating sim ply allthepossiblecases.Forexam ple,a(1)+ a(2) =

�1c+ �1(1� c) or �1c+ �2c,i.e. a(1) + a(2) = m axf�1c+ �1(1 � c);�1c+ �2cg. The
treatm ents for

P
3

i= 1
a(i);:::;

P
8

i= 1
a(i) are the sam e. W hatwe stillneed to do now isto

solve system atically the inequalities of
P l

i= 1
a(i) �

P l

i= 1
b(i) (1 � l� 8). W e put this

daunting butroutine partin the Appendix. �

Theabovetheorem presentsa necessary and su� cientcondition when a 2� 2 catalyst
exists for a transform ation from one 4� 4 state to another. M oreover,it is also worth
noting that the theorem is indeed constructive. The second part of it gives all2 � 2
catalysts(ifany)forsuch a transform ation.To illustratetheutility oftheabovetheorem ,
letussee som e sim ple exam ples.

Exam ple 2.1 Thisexam pleisexactly theoriginalexam plethatJonathan and Plenio [9]
used to dem onstrate entanglem ent catalysis. Let j 1i = (0:4;0:4;0:1;0:1) and j 2i =
(0:5;0:25;0:25;0). Then

m ax

�

�1 + �2 � �1

�2 + �3
;1�

�4 � �4

�3 � �3

�

= m axf0:6;1� 2=3g = 0:6;

m in

�

�1

�1 + �2
;
�1 � �1

�2 � �2
;1�

�4

�3 + �4

�

= m inf5=8;2=3;1� 0g = 0:625:

Since0:6 < 0:625,Theorem 2.1 givesusa continuousspectrum j�i= (c;1� c)ofcatalysts
forj 1iand j 2i,where c rangesoverthe interval[0:6;0:625]. Especially,when choosing
c= 0:6,we getthe catalystj�i= (0:6;0:4),which istheone given in [9].

Exam ple 2.2 W e also considerthe exam ple in [10]. Letj 1i= (0:4;0:36;0:14;0:1) and
j 2i= (0:5;0:25;0:25;0). The catalyst for j 1i and j 2i given there is � = (0:65;0:35).
Note that

m ax

�

�1 + �2 � �1

�2 + �3
;1�

�4 � �4

�3 � �3

�

= m axf0:52;1� 10=11g = 0:52;

m in

�

�1

�1 + �2
;
�1 � �1

�2 � �2
;1�

�4

�3 + �4

�

= m inf25=38;10=11;1 � 0g = 25=38;

and 0:52 < 0:65 < 25=38,Theorem 2.1 guarantees that j�i is really a catalyst; and it
allowsusto � nd m uch m ore catalystsj�i= (c;1� c)with c2 [0:52;25=38].

3 A n e� cient algorithm for deciding existence ofcatalysts

In thelastsection,wewasableto givea necessary and su� cientcondition underwhich a
2� 2 catalystexistsforan transform ation between 4� 4 states.Thekey idea enabling us
to obtain such a condition isthatthe orderam ong the Schm idtcoe� cientsofthe tensor
productofthecatalystand thetargetstate in thetransform ation isuniquely determ ined
by Nielsen’sTheorem . However,the sam e idea doesnotwork when we dealwith higher
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dim ensionalstates,and it seem s very hard to � nd an analyticalcondition for existence
ofcatalyst in the case ofhigher dim ension. O n the other hand,existence ofcatalysts
is a dom inant problem in exploiting the power of entanglem ent catalysis in quantum
inform ation processing. Such a dilem m a forcesusto explore alternatively the possibility
of� nding an e� cientalgorithm fordeciding existence ofcatalysts. The m ain purpose is
to give a polynom ialtim e algorithm to decide whether there is a k � k catalyst fortwo
incom parable n � n statesj 1i;j 2i,wherek � 2 isa � xed naturalnum ber.

To explain theintuition behind ouralgorithm m oreclearly,we� rstcopewith thecase
ofk = 2. Assum e j 1i= (�1;:::;�n),and j 2i= (�1;:::;�n)are two n � n states,and
assum e thatthe potentialcatalystforthem isa 2� 2 state � = (x;1� x). The Schm idt
coe� cientsofj 1ij�iand j 2ij�iarethen given as

A x = f�1x;�2x;:::;�nx;�1(1� x);:::;�n(1� x)g

and
B x = f�1x;�2x;:::;�nx;�1(1� x);:::;�n(1� x)g;

respectively.Sortthem in decreasingorderand denotetheresultingsequencesbya(1)(x)�
a(2)(x)� � � � � a(2n)(x)and b(1)(x)� b(2)(x)� � � � � b(2n)(x). By Nielsen’s theorem we
know thata necessary and su� cientcondition forj 1ij�i! j 2ij�iis

l
X

i= 1

a
(i)(x)�

l
X

i= 1

b
(i)(x)(l= 1;:::;2n):

Now the di� culty arises from the factthatwe do notknow the exact orderofelem ents
in A and B . Let us now consider this problem in a di� erent way. Ifwe � x x to som e
constant x0,we can calculate the elem ents in A,B and sortthem . Then ifwe m oves x
slightly from x0 to x0 + �,the orderofthe elem entsin A (orB )doesnotchange,except
thecasethatx goesthrough a pointx� with �i(1� x�)= �jx

� (or�i(1� x�)= �jx
�),i.e.

x� = �i
�i+ �j

(resp.x� = �i
�i+ �j

)forsom e i< j. Thisobservation leadsusto the following

algorithm :
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A lgorithm 1

1. �i;j  
�i

�i+ �j
;�i;j  

�i
�i+ �j

; 1 � i< j� n

2. Sortf�i;jg[ f�i;jgin nondecreasingorder,theresulted sequenceisdenoted by 
(1) �


(2) � � � � � 
(n2� n)

3. 
(0)  0:5;
(n
2� n+ 1) 1

4. For i= 0 to n2 � n do

5. c 

(i)+ 
(i+ 1)

2

6. Determ ine theorderofelem entsin A c and B c,respectively

7. Solve thesystem ofinequalities:

� P
l

i= 1
a(i)(x)�

P
l

i= 1
b(i)(x) (l= 1;:::;2n)


(i) � x � 
(i+ 1)

8. O U T P U T :Catalystsdo notexist,ifforalli2 f0;1;:::;n2 � ng,the solution set
ofthe above inequalities isem pty;catalyst(x;1� x),ifforsom e ithe inequalities
hassolution.

Itiseasy to see thatthisalgorithm runsin O (n3)tim e. In [10],an algorithm forthe
sam e purposewasalso given,butitrunsin O (n!)tim e.

By generalizing theidea explained above to the case ofk� k catalyst,we obtain:

T heorem 3.1 For any two n � n states j 1i= (�1;:::;�n)and j 2i= (�1;:::;�n),the
problem whetherthere existsa k� k catalystj�i= (x1;:::;xk)forthem can be decided in

polynom ialtim e aboutn.Further m ore,ifthere existsa k� k catalyst,ouralgorithm can

�nd allthe catalysts in O (n2k+ 3:5)tim e.

Proof.Thealgorithm issim ilartotheoneforthecasek = 2.Now theSchm idtcoe� cients
ofj 1ij�iand j 2ij�iare

A x = f�1x1;:::;�nx1;�1x2;:::;�nx2;:::;�nxkg

and
B x = f�1x1;:::;�nx1;�1x2;:::;�nx2;:::;�nxkg:

Ifwem ovex in thek� dim ensionalspaceRk,theorderoftheelem entsin A x (orB x)will
changeifand onlyifx goesthrough ahyperplane�i1xi2 = �j1xj2 (�i1xi2 = �j1xj2)forsom e
i1 < j1 and i2 > j2.(Indeed,the area thatx rangesovershould be (k � 1)� dim ensional
becausewehavea constrain of

P k

i= 1
xi= 1.) So � rstwecan writedown alltheequations

ofthese hyperplanes

� = f�i1xi2 = �j1xj2ji1 < j1;i2 > j2g[ f�i1xi2 = �j1xj2ji1 < j1;i2 > j2g;
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where j� j= 2
�
k

2

��
n

2

�

= O (n2). In the k� dim ensionalspace Rk,these O (n2)hyperplanes
can at m ost divide the whole space into O (O (n2)k) = O (n2k) di� erent parts. Note the
num berofpartsgenerated by thesehyperplanesisa polynom ialofn.Now weenum erate
allthese possible parts. In each part,fordi� erentx,the elem entsin Ax (orB x)hasthe
sam e order.Then we can solve the inequalities

l
X

i= 1

a
(i)(x)�

l
X

i= 1

b
(i)(x)(1 � l� nk)

and check the order constrains by linear program m ing. Following the well-known result
that linear program m ing is solvable in O (n3:5) tim e,our algorithm runs in O (n2k+ 3:5)
tim e,itisa polynom ialtim e ofn wheneverk isa given constant. �

Indeed,Theorem 3.1 isconstructivetoo,and itsproofgivesan algorithm which isable
notonly to decidewhethera catalystofa given dim ension existsbutalso to � nd allsuch
catalysts when they do exist. The algorithm before this theorem is justa m ore explicit
presentation ofthe proofforthecase ofk = 2.

4 C onclusion and discussion

In thispaper,weinvestigatetheproblem concerningexistenceofcatalystsforentanglem ent
transform ations.Itissolved forthesim plestcasein an analyticalway.W egiveanecessary
and su� cientcondition fortheexistenceofa 2� 2 catalystfora pairoftwo incom parable
4� 4 states.Forthegeneralcase(k� k catalystsforn� n states),although wefailto give
an analyticalcondition,an e� cientpolynom ialtim ealgorithm isfound when k istreated
asa constant. However,ifk isa variable,ranging overallpositive integers,the problem
ofdeterm ining the existence ofcatalysts stillrem ains open. W e believe it is NP-hard,
since the set A x = f�1x1;:::;�nx1;�1x2;:::;�nx2;:::;�nxkg in the proofofTheorem
3.1 potentially hasexponentialkind ofdi� erentorders.
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5 A ppendix: ProofofT heorem 2.1

Proof of Theorem 2.1 (rem aining part): W e need to solve the system of inequalities
P l

i= 1
a(i) �

P l

i= 1
b(i) (1 � l� 8).Thisiscarried outby the following item s:

(1)First,we have:

a
(1)

� b
(1)

( ) �1c� �1c ( ) �1 � �1: (9)

(2)Theinequality a(1)+ a(2) � b(1)+ b(2) m ay berewritten as

m axf�1c+ �1(1� c);�1c+ �2cg � �1c+ �1(1� c) ( ) (10)

c �
�1

�1 + �2
; �1 � �1: (11)

(3)W e now considera(1)+ a(2)+ a(3) � b(1)+ b(2)+ b(3).Itisequivalentto

m axf�1c+ �1(1� c)+ �2c;�1c+ �2c+ �3cg � �1c+ �1(1� c)+ �2c ( )

c �

�

�1

�1 + �2 + �3 � �2
;
�1 � �1

�2 � �2

�

(12)
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(4)Itholdsthat

a
(1)+ a

(2)+ a
(3)+ a

(4)
� b

(1)+ b
(2)+ b

(3)+ b
(4)

( )

m axf�1c+ �1(1� c)+ �2c+ �2(1� c);�1c+ �2c+ �3c+ �1(1� c);

�1c+ �2c+ �3c+ �4cg � �1c+ �1(1� c)+ �2c+ �3c ( )

�1 + �2 � �1

�2 + �3
� c�

�

�1

1� �2 � �3
;

�1 � �1

�2 + �3 � �2 � �3

1

�

(13)

(5)

a
(1)+ a

(2)+ a
(3)+ a

(4)+ a
(5)

� b
(1)+ b

(2)+ b
(3)+ b

(4)+ b
(5)

( )

a
(6)+ a

(7)+ a
(8)

� b
(6)+ b

(7)+ b
(8)

( )

m inf�2(1� c)+ �3(1� c)+ �4(1� c);�3(1� c)+ �4c+ �4(1� c)g

� �3(1� c)+ �4c+ �4(1� c) ( )

1�
�4 � �4

�3 � �3
� c� 1�

�4

�2 + �3 + �4 � �3
(14)

(6)

P
6

i= 1
a(i) �

P
6

i= 1
b(i) ( )

a(7)+ a(8) � b(7)+ b(8) ( )

m inf�3(1� c)+ �4(1� c);�4c+ �4(1� c)g � �4c+ �4(1� c) ( )

c� 1� �4
�3+ �4

; �4 � �4 (15)

(7)W e have

7
X

i= 1

a
(i)
�

7
X

i= 1

b
(i)

( ) a
(8)

� b
(8)

( ) �4 � �4 (16)

Com bining Eq.(7,9-16)we obtain

c�

�

�1

�1 + �2
;

�3

�3 + �4
;

�1

�1 + �2
;

�1

�1 + �2 + �3 � �2
;
�1 � �1

�2 � �2
;

�1

1� �2 � �3
;

�1 � �1

�2 + �3 � �2 � �3

1;1�
�4

�2 + �3 + �4 � �3
;1�

�4

�3 + �4

�

(17)

and

c�

�

�1 + �2 � �1

�2 + �3
;1�

�4 � �4

�3 � �3

�

(18)

Since
�1 � �1 � �2 > �2 � �3 > �3 � �4 � �4; �1 + �2 > �1 + �2;

1
if�2 + �3 � �2 � �3 � 0,thisterm isuseless.
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itfollowsthat
�1

�1 + �2
>

�1

�1 + �2
;

�3

�3 + �4
= 1�

�4

�3 + �4
> 1�

�4

�3 + �4
;

�1

�1 + �2
<

�1

�1 + �2 + (�3 � �2)
;

�1

�1 + �2
<

�1

�1 + �2
<

�1

�1 + �4
=

�1

1� �2 � �3

1�
�4

�2 + �3 + �4 � �3
> 1�

�4

�3 + �4
;

and
�1 � �1

�2 + �3 � �2 � �3
�
�1 � �1

�2 � �2
:

Thisindicatesthatthereare six uselessterm sin Eq.(17),so wecan om itthem .Now we
get

m ax

�

�1 + �2 � �1

�2 + �3
;1�

�4 � �4

�3 � �3

�

� c� m in

�

�1

�1 + �2
;
�1 � �1

�2 � �2
;1�

�4

�3 + �4

�

:

Therefore,Eq.(4)isa necessary condition fortheexistence ofcatalyst.
O n the other hand,we claim that Eq.(1) and Eq.(4) are the su� cient conditions.

Indeed, if we choose a c satis� es Eq.(2.1), then c satis� es Eq.(17) and (18). From
Eq.(9-16)we know that

P k

i= 1
a(i) �

P k

i= 1
b(i),i.e. j 1ij�i! j 2ij�iunderLO CC.This

com pletesthe proof. �
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