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W e dem onstrate that m ultiple copies of a bipartite entangled pure state can help an entanglem ent
transform ation under LO CC to be in plem ented w ith certainty whilke a single copy can not. W e nd
that the com bination ofm ultiple-copy transfom ation and catalyst-assisted transfom ation m ay be
strictly m ore powerfiil than pure one when the resource availabl is lim ited, a tradeo between
the num ber of copies of source state and that of partial catalyst is also observed. Our resuls

can be generalized to probabilistic transform ation directly. E specially, we

nd that for som e given

entanglem ent transform ation, the m axim al conversion probability can be increased arbitrarily close
to one under the com bination of m ultiple-copy transform ation and catalyst-assisted transfom ation
although a detem inistic transform ation can never happen.

PACS numbers: 03.67.4,03.67M n,03.65Ud

I. NTRODUCTION

In recent yearsm ore and m ore app lications ofquantum
Infom ation processing, such as quantum cryptography
], quantum superdense coding ] and quantum tele—
portation [1], have led usto view quantum entanglem ent
as a new kind of physical resource [l]. It is im portant
to know underwhat conditionsdi erent entangled states
could be transform ed into each other with local opera-
tion and classical com m unication (LOCC for short) only.
Bennett and his collaborators [[I] have m ade a signi -
cant progress In attacking this challenging problem for
the asym ptotic case. W hile in determ inistic m anner, the

rst step wasm adeby N ielsen Inl Jw here he found a nec-
essary and su cient condition for a bipartite entangled
state shared between two sgparated parts to be trans-
form ed into another entangled state between them , un—
der the constraint of LO CC .M ore precisely, suppose A
ice and Bob share an entangled state j i, and they want
to transform it into another state § i, allow ing only local
operations on their own subsystem and classical com —
m unication between them . N ifelsen proved that the two
parts can nish this task successfully, that is, 3 1! i
under LOCC, ifand only if + , where and -
denote the Schm idt coe cient vectorsofj iand § i re-
spectively, and the symbol ' ’ stands for h aprization
relation’, which is a vast topic in linear algebra (for de—
tails about m a prization, we refer to books 1], I0]) .

A direct In plication ofN ielsen’s resul is the fact that
there are two Incom parable entangled states j 1and 7 i
such that neither j i! finoryi! j iunderLOCC.
For transfom ations between incom parable states, V i-
dal '] generalized N ielsen’s result w ith a probabilistic
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m anner and found an explicit expression of the m axi-
m al conversion probability for 3 1! §iunder LOCC.
Jonathan and P lenio [1]] discovered a surprising phe-
nom enon ofentanglem ent: som etim es, an entangled state
can help in becom Ing im possble entanglem ent transfor-
m ations into possible wihout being consumed at all
T his phenom enon is now w idely known as entanglem ent
catalysis or ELOCC fox short. A pk examplk is as
lows. Suppose j i= 04P0i+  04j1li+ _0dp2i+

OidPB3iand i=  05P0i+ 025j1i+ 02592i.
W e know that § 19 7 iunder LOCC but if som eone
lends the own f the states another entangled state
Ji= 06#4i+ 0:4PH5i, then the transom ation

ji Ji! i i @)
can be realized wih certainty because ,
The role of the state j 1 In this transform ation is :ust
as that of a catalyst in a chem ical process since it can
help entanglem ent transform ation process w ithout being
consum ed. In the sam e paper, Jonathan and P lenio also
show ed the use of catalyst can in prove them axin alcon—
version probability when the transfom ation cannot re—
alize w th certainty even w ith the help of a catalyst. In
], the m athem atical structure of entanglem ent cataly—
sis has been thoroughly studied.

Bandyopadhyay et al found another interesting phe—
nom enon l]. There are pairs of incom parable bipar-
tite entangled states that are com parable when multiple
coples are provided. Such a phenom enon is called as
honasym ptotic bipartite pure-state entanglem ent trans-
form ation’” In [1]. M ore ntuiively, this phenom enon
can also be called hultiple-copy entanglem ent transfor-
m ation’, orM LOCC for short. M LOCC may be simply

illustrated by the above states j i and § i. It is not
di cul to check that the transfomm ation
jidr o yi’ @)

occurs w ith certainty using N ielsen’s theorem . That is,
w hen A lice and B ob prepare three copiesof j i instead of
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Just a single one, they can transform these three copiesall
together nto three copiesof § 1 by LOCC . This sinple
exam plem eans that thee ect ofcatalyst can, at least in
the above situation, be in plem ented by preparing m ore
copies of the original state and transform ing these copies
together. Som e in portant aspects of M LOCC have al-
ready been Investigated in [1].

The mapr aim of this paper is to exam ine the pos—
sbility of combining ELOCC with M LOCC .W hat was
discovered by B andyopadhyay et al is that som etin esthe
e ect of catalysis can be in plem ented by Increasing the
num ber of copies of source state. W hereas we present
som e exam ples to show another interesting phenom enon
that a lJarge enough num ber of copies of entangled state
m ay actasa catalyst although a single copy cannot. Such
entangled state can be called as partial catalyst. M ore
explicitly, if § i is not a catalyst for the transfom ation
ji! Ji, butthereisp> 1 such that ji P isa cat-
alyst for the sam e transform ation, then j i is called as
a partial catalyst for the transform ation from j ito 7 i,
w hen i isnot necessary to tellclearly the direction ofthe
transform ation, we can sin ply call j i a partial catalyst
for the pair £j i; 7 ig. (To be contrast, we often call the
comm only used phrase tatalyst’ as com pkte catalyst.)
A necessary condition for when a given entangled state
can be a partial catalyst for two speci ¢ ncom parable
entangled states is presented In section IT.

Tt is worth noting that although both the ways of en—
abling entanglem ent transform ation in 1] and in the
present paper are increasing the number of copies of
states, the di erence is that in [1]] the num ber of copies
of source state while in this paper that ofpartial catalyst
is Increased. A ot ofheuristic exam ples lread usto nd a
tradeo between the number of copies of orighal entan—
gled state and that of partialcatalyst. Them ore original
state copies are provided, the less partial catalyst copies
are needed, and vice versa. Two extrem e cases are es—
pecially interesting. W hen no catalysts are available, a
rather large num ber of copies of original state are needed
In order to realize the transform ation. This is exactly
the case ofM LOCC . On the other hand, when only one
copy of original state is provided, a com plte catalyst
or a rather large num ber of partial catalysts are needed.
T his reduces to the case of ELO CC . H ow ever, reductions
to the two extrem e cases are not always possble. W ih
som e exam ples we show for certain incom parable pair,
the role of a partial catalyst cannot be replaced by pro—
viding a suitable enough copies ofthe source state; on the
other hand, even a very large num ber of copies of partial
catalyst cannot serve as a com plete catalyst for a trans—
form ation from a single copy of source state to a single
copy of target state although it is a partial catalyst for
multiple copies of source state and target state. Thus,
it is Interesting to exam ine the combination of ELOCC
and M LOCC.

An e ect sin ilar to partial catalyst also exists In the
case of probabilistic entanglem ent transform ation. To
present explicitly such e ect, the notion of com parable
states is generalized to -com parabl stateswih asa

probabilistic threshold. W e also extend catalyst (partial
catalyst) to -catalyst (resp. -partial catalyst). Then
m any results in determ inistic case can be directly general-
ized to probabilistic case. E specially, we show that there
exist two entangled states that are -com parable under
ELOCC M LOCC) although they are not -comparable
under LOCC . W e further show that the combination of
ELOCC and MLOCC can increase the maximal con—
version probability dram atically. M ost surprisingly, for
certain entanglem ent transform ation, we nd that the
m axin al conversion probability can be enhanced as close
as possible to one under the combination of ELOCC
and M LOCC whilke a determm Inistic transfomm ation can
never occur. W e also present a necessary condition of
when the combination of m ultiple-copy transform ation
and catalystassisted transform ation has an advantage
overpure LOCC [1].

For the sake of convenience, we present here N ielsen’s
theorem [l]asa lemm a since i w illbe used in the sequel
frequently In analyzing the possibility of entanglem ent
transform ation:

P, p

Pgenbm_a 1. Let ji = L1 ijdi and 7i =

1 ;311 be pure bipartite states with Schm idt co—
e clents 1 n 0 and 1 n 0
regpectively. T here exists a transform ation T that con—
verts j 1iinto § iwith certainty under LOCC ifand only
iff jgaremaprized by £ ;g, that is,,

X1 X1
i 1 1 n; @3)

w ith equality when 1= n. By N ielsen’s theorem , we can
simnply denote 3 i Fifbr ..

T he rest part of the paper is organized as ollow s. In
section II, we study the combination of ELOCC and
M LOCC in the detem inistic m anner, while in section
I1T, w e generalize the results to probabilistic case. In sec—
tion IV we draw a brief conclision together w ith som e
open problem sthatm ay be of interests for further study.

II. COMBINING ELOCC W ITH M LOCC:
DETERM INISTIC CASE

T here arem any interesting exam ples in the literatures
related to catalyst-assisted entanglem ent transform ation.
W e reexam Ine som e of them here and show that the role
ofthe com plete catalyst n these exam ples can be In ple—
m ented by m ultiple copies ofpartial catalyst. E specially,
the Pollow Ing exam ple not only show s the existence of
partial catalyst, but also tells that even under the sit—
uation that the transformation j 1! Fihasnok k
com plete catalyst, k  k partial catalysts can still exist.

Exam ple 1. Suppose the origihal entangled state
owned by A lice and Bob is

o, P— P—  P— P
ji=  04P0i+ O04j1li+ 04Pp2i+ 0:1PB3i; @)



and the nalstate they want to transform j i into is

p— p— p—— p—
Ji= 0:5P0i+ 025j1li+ 022R2i+ 0:03P31i: (B)
This exampl is very clse to the original one that
Jonathan and P lenio 1] used to dem onstrate the e ect
of catalysis, and one m ay think that as in the original
exam ple 1], A lice and Bob can achieve the transform a—
tion § 1! Jiwiha?2 2 catalyst. Unfortunately, it is
not the case, the am all deviation violates the conditions
ofthe existence ofa 2 2 catalyst, and there are not any

2 2 catalysts for j 1 and ¥ i [l]. However, one can

nd a3 3 state
r r r
_ 50 .4 0 Bas 6
1= —_— 1 —_— 1 —_— 1
)1 103 103 103
such that
Jji Jji.i J4i Jaqi: (1)

By a routine calculation we m ay observe that

Ji% Ji% k=1; i5; ®)
but

Ji% 1% k=67; &)

do hold! This show s once again that the e ect ofa cat—
alyst can be in plem ented by increasing the num ber of
copies of the source state in a transform ation. W e now
further put
. P P
Jjoi= 0:0$4i+ 04PH5i: 10)
A smentioned above, j iand ¥ ihasno2 2 catalysts.
Thus, j ;1 is certainly not a catalyst for them . A sur-
prising thing here isthat j ,1 ® isa catalyst or j iand
J ibecause an easy calculation show s that
(1)

31 F21i° Fi J.i’:

O foourse, § 21 ° isnot the optin alone in the sense that
its din ension is not the m ininum am ong all catalysts
(for exam ple, j 11). W hat this phenom enon indicates is
that increasing the num ber ofa pure entangled state can
strictly broaden the power of is catalysis. This can be
ntuitively interpreted as the resource in k copies of an
entangled state is m ore than k tin es the resource in a
single copy in the sense of LOCC .

In the next example, we combine ELOCC wih
M LOCC, and show that a tradeo exists between the
num ber of copies of source state and that of partial cat—
alyst. W e also notice that at the end of 1], an Inter-
esting question was asked: are there pairs of £j i;7 ig
that are k-copy LOCC comparabl , but the pairs
£91¥;91 ¥ g become ELOCC com parsbke r some
k% < k? W e show that such incom parable pair do ex—
ist. Note that j iand § iare k-copy LOCC com parable
means that £f§ i *;¥ 1 ¥g is com parabl under LOCC,

3

whiefi i ¥;9 1 ¥'g rem ain incom parableunder LO CC
orany k°< k.

E xam ple 2. Suppose that A lice and Bob share som e
copies of source state j iasin Eq.M), and they want to
transform i into the sam e num ber of copies of

,., P— P— P— P
Ji= 0:5P0i+ 025j1li+ 02R2i+ 0:05B3i: (12)
through LOCC . W e suppose the only states they can
borrow from a catalyst banker are som e copies of j ,1
Eq.M)). Could A lice and B cb realize their task with a
m Inin al cost? N otice that

3i%6 Ji°butji® 1% 13)
This m eans if the num ber of available copies of j i is
largerthan orequalto 6, A lice and B ob could realize their
task them selves w thout borrow Ing any catalysts. But if
they only own 5, say, copies of j i, they cannot realize
the transform ation under LO CC even pint operationson
the 5 copies are perform ed. W e would like to point out
that borrow ing one copy of j ,iw illbe enough for A lice

and Bob’s task because it holds that

Ji° Jei F1° gai: (14)
Sin ilarly, when they only own 4 copiesofj i, t issu -
cient to borrow 2 copiesofj ,ito do the task successfiilly.
For the case that 3 copies of j i are owned by A lice and
Bob, it iseasy to see that 3 copies of j , i are not enough
and the m Inim al num ber of j ,1i for their purpose is 4.
Finally, when A lice and Bob own only one copy of j i,
using 6; ;10 copies ofijcannot achieve the task, we
conclude that they m ust borrow at leat 11 copiesof j .1
from the catalyst banker since the relation

Ji o Jei* Fi jait 15)
holds only for k 11. A lice and Bob must pay an ex—
pensive cost to com plte the transform ation in this ex—
trem e case. P erhaps the m ost econom ic strategy for A -
ice and Bob is to prepare som e appropriate num ber of
copies of 7 1 @2 or 3), and then borrow some suiable
num berofcopiesofj ;i (5 or4) ascatalysts. Thisexam —
pl illustrates a tradeo between the num ber of original
state copies needed to be transform ed and the num ber of
copiesofpartialcatalyst. It also suggeststhat them echa—
nism ofcom bining catalyst-assisted transform ationsw ih
m ultiple-copy ones proposed In 1] and in this paper is
very usefiill in m any situations.

A ccording to Exam ple 2, it seem s that ifan entangled
state j i is a partial catalyst for a transform ation from
j 1ito 7 i, then either j i is a partial catalyst for the
originalpair, ora su clently lJarge copies of originalpair
becom es com parable under LO CC . H owever, such state—
m ents are not correct, as shown in the follow ing exam ple.

E xam ple 3. Take the source state as

1 p-
1 Oi=p==0 1+  Jdd; o)



w hile the target is

7 ()i= 191% J i+ i #44); a7
where j iand f iarede ned asEqlll) and Eq.W ) r=
spectively, = 001.W e also choose
p— p—

Jjs3i=  07PH5i+ 03Fp6i: 18)
W e can easily check that j ;i is a catalyst for 5-copy
transform ation ( ie., a transform ation from j ( )i > to
7 ()i%),F 31 ? isa catalyst for 4-copy transom ation,
also for 3-copy transfom ation. H owever, by Theorem 1
In the ©llowing j 31 is not a partial catalyst for j ( )i
and 7 ( )i. In fact, any transfom ation

J ()1
for arbitrary large g cannot be achieved w ith certainty.
On the other hand, i seem s Impossbl to transform

J ()iinto § ( )iwih certainty only usingM LOCC .By

a num ericalcalculation, we can deduce that the follow ing
relation

(i Jsi *! jsi “ a9

jOiT 3 (OHid @0)

cannot hold for any g 50. This exampl dem on—
strates that the combination ocf ELOCC and MLOCC
is som etin es strictly m ore powerfiill than mere ELOCC
and M LOCC in the case when the num ber of copies of
catalyst states and that of the source state are lim ited.

From above three exam ples, we can see it w illbe very
useflto know when a given entangled state can be a par-
tial catalyst for a speci c entanglem ent transform ation.
Unfortunately, such a characterization is not known at
the present. W e give a necessary condition for the ex—
istence of partial catalyst. The llow ng lemm a is in—
teresting of its own right, it gives us a set of necessary
conditions for when an entangled state j i can serve as
a com plete catalyst for the incom parabl pair £§ i; 7 ig,
where j i has Schm idt coe CJents 1 2 k 0:
In what ®llow s we denote x* as the vector that is ob—
tained by rearranging the com ponents of x into the non—
Increasing order. W e also use the symbol to denote the
Schm idt coe cientsvectorof j i, ie, = ( 1; na.
For incom parabl pair £5 i; 7 ig, we denote

X1 X1
L ., =1£f1:1 1 n; 3> 39

7

@1
=1 =1

as the set ofthe index that them ajprization j i
violated.

Jiis

Lemm a 2. Suppose j iand J iaretwo incom parable
states, if the transform ation j i ! 7 i has a complte

catalyst j i, then forany i= 1; ;kand 12.L,
1= 31> 17 w1 OF 5= 1< 1% (22)
and
#1T k> 1= w1 Or = 141 < 11T nt @3)

Here any constraint having m eaningless tem s such as
k+1 Willbe satis ed autom atically.

P roof. W e prove this lemm a by show ing that for any
k k pure state j i, ifthe conditionsin Eq. ) orE q. )
are not satis ed, then j i cannot be a com plete catalyst
for the transform ation j ito 7 i.

Suppose thereexistsl 1 kand 12 L , such that
eitherEq. B orEq. ) doesnot hold. D ecom pose

into two shortervectors ’and @, thatis = ( % @),
such that %= (q;::5; 1) and P = (wij::55 4

Sin ilarly, wehave ’ = (%’ 9. Also we decompose =
(% O, where %= (;::z; 3)and P= (1505 k).
The casewhen i= k issinpl shcethen = %and ©®
disappears.

N otice that
0,70 @,.r ©

¢ = (0 0., ® )t

14 14 14

@4)

Them ininalcomponentof’® Cis ; ; whilethem ax-
in al com ponents of / ° © s ® Oand ' @ D are
1 i1, w1 1 and 11 i1, respectively. So fEq. B
is not satis ed, that is

1= i 1= w1 and = g1 1= 1 (25)

then

11 maxf 1 4417 w1 17 w1 #1900 (26)

By Eq.#®) and Eq.#®), the largest il com ponents of

(¢ )¥ are just the componentsof’°® 0. So
xi . Xt Xt
¢ )j = ( j)( j)
j=1 j=1 j=1
@7)
X! x# x .
< ( j)( j) ( )j;
j=1 j=1 Jj=1
w here the

rst strict inequality is from %2 L, ,while
the last nequality isby the de nition of 1., ( ).
T olowsthatj i Ji J1i Ji.

On the other hand, if Eq.Jll) is not satis ed, then it
can be checked that the least k& i) (n 1) com ponentsof
¢ )* are jast the componentsof’ ®  ©. So we can
also concuide that ji Jji Ji Jiby considering
the sum ofleast k i) 1) componentsof’ w ith
a sim ilar argum ents like above. W ih that we com plete
the proof of theoram .

Now we can present a necessary condition for the exis—
tence of partial catalyst, as follow ing theorem indicates:

Theorem 1. Ifj iisa partial catalyst of the incom —
parable states j iand § i, then forany 12 L .

7

1=2< 1=1and x 1=k < 1T q (28)

P roof. IfEq.#® does not holds, ie,

1= 2 1= 10r x 1=k 1% n 29)



is satis ed Prsome 12 L ,, then Eq.Il) or Eq.0)
w illbe violated. W e conclude that

ji o3i™  Fi 34i " 30)
for any positive integerm since
( m)ﬁz( m)§= =027 h= 1=, (31)
and
(™ =0 " = § tka=E= x1mk G2)

whatever the value m takes, which violate w ith E g. )
and Eq.W®) again after replace j iwith §i ™, it ©llows
that 3 1 ™ cannotbe a catalyst for j iand  iwhatever
m takes. W ih that we com plete the proof of T heorem
1.

Noticing when k = 2 and n =
states jiand i, L , =

consequence of Theorem 1.

4, for incom parable
f2g, we have the follow ing

Corollary 1. If2 2 state j iisa partialcatalyst for
the incom parable states j iand § i then

1< =< minf 1= ; 3= 49: (33)

W e now tend to analyze an interesting phenom enon
and try to give an iInterpretation. From the exam ples
In previous discussion, it seem s that the relation ofm a—
“prization under tensor product ism onotone in the sense
thatifJ i ¥ Ji*thenji ®*Y i &1 prany
bipartite entangled state j iand § iand forany positive
Integer k. T hisdesirable property was rstm entioned by
Bandyopadhyay et al in ]]. In general, however, this
is not true. In ], Leung and Sm olin disproved this
con gcture by giving explicit counterexam ples. Because
ofthis, onewill nd that the follow ing theorem becom es
very usefil, it tellsusto check whetherj 1 ® 7 i hold
forany p k, one only needs to check k values ofp, ie.,
p=k; 2k 1

Theorem 2.Foranytwon n entangled pure states

jiand 7 i. Supposethatk 1.Then jiP®P ! J1P
forallp kbyLOCC ifandonky ifjiP®P ! FiP for
alk p 2k 1lbyLOCC.

P roof. The bnly if’ part isvery smple. W e only deal
w ith the Yf’ part. For any positive ntegersp 2k and
k, there exist non-negative integers r and s such that

p= @ Lk+ k+s);r 2;s k 1: (34)
Now an explicit protocol to achieve the transform ation
jiP! J1iP underLOCC oconsists two steps:

1). Perform (r 1) tin es transfom ation

SEER I I B 35)
2). Perform one tim e transform ation
IR I O B (36)

By theconditionswhenk p 2k 1,thetransform a—
tion J1i P! JiP can be inplem ented with certainty
under LOCC, we know that the transformm ations in 1)
and 2) both can be realized w ith certainty.

T hat com pletes the proof of T heorem 2.

Fortunately, we can easily check that all exam ples in
this paper satisfy the conditions of Theorem 2. As ex—
am ple, ket
0:092#41

(37)

., P—r"oc P—  P—_
ji= 0:408P0i+ 04AR2i+ 01B3i+

and

.. P P—" P—

Ji= 05P0i+ 02541i+ 025P2i:

A sinple calculation showsthat 31 3 713,31
iS5 butji? Fi?! Infact, wih the aid of The-

orem 2, one can easily prove that 1 ¥ i ¥ does

hold for allk 3 except k = 4. In other words, if we

restrict entanglem ent transform ations by allow ing only

LOCC and prohbit any other aids, such as catalysispre—

sented In []] or m ultiple-copy one proposed in 1], we

w illm eet a transparent paradox: we can transform three

( ve) copies of j i into three (resp. ve) copies of 1 i,
but we cannot transform four copiesof j i into the sam e

num berofy i’s. In a sense, this isnot reasonablbecause

under such situation, the entanglem ent in four copies of
7 i is still Jarger than that in four copies of j i. In the

ollow ing, we show that ifwe allow entanglem ent trans-

form ations to be realized w ith the aid of catalysts, we

can avoid the paradox presented above.

In fact, fwe extend LOCC into ELOCC, we can hope
that j i and § i are ELO CC -com parablk by the hint of
Exampl 2, that is, if j 1and § i are k-copy LOCC com —
parable state, then they are k®copy ELO CC com parable
ork® < k, i dllows that for any k > 1, of course for
k=4,51i%and j i ¥ become ELOCC com parable. In
fact, we nd that j,1iin Equ.®) is indeed a catalyst or
the transom ation § 1 ! ¥ i ?. In generalwe conc—
ture that for any two xed positive integersm and n,
ji™ and Ji ™ are ELOCC-comparabl is equivalent
tothat 7 i " and i " are ELOCC —com parable, whhere
j iand 7 iare two arbitrary bipartite entangled pure
states. T he m otivation behind this confcture is that all
these relations express the sam e fact: the entanglem ent
am ount In j iism ore than that in ¥ i in a detem inistic
m anner.

(38)
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III. COMBINING ELOCC W ITH M LOCC :
PROBABILISTIC CASE

W hat concems us In the last section are transform a-
tions with certainty. This section will exam ine som e
transform ations w ith probability strictly less than 1. If
the m axin al conversion probability from j i to 7 i un—
der LOCC isnot kessthan , where 2 (0;1], we say
that j iis -LOCC comparabl to 7 i, or shortly, j i
is -comparable to ¥ i. we simply call that £§ i;7 ig



is -com parabl if one of the pair is -com parabl to
the other, othemw ise is -incom parable. T he term inology

ELOCC comparabl is a direct extension of the case
ELOCC, ie., there exists entangled state j i such that
J1i jiandJi jiare -comparableunderLOCC .The
de niion of M LOCC ocomparable should be treated
more carefully! fj i;§¥ig is M LOCC ocomparabl if
there is som e positive integerk suchthatj 1 *and 7 1 ¥
are *-comparable under LO CC . Them otivation behind
such de nition is that the collective operations are al-
ways not less powerfiil than individual operations. Like
the com plete catalyst and partial catalyst in the deter—
m inistic case,wecallj ia -catalst or LOCC incom —
parablepairfj i;§ ig ifthepairfj i ji4;7i jigbe-
comes -LOCC comparable. Sim ilarly, j iisa -partial
catalyst ifmultiple copiesof j i can serveasa -catalyst
forfj i; ¥ igwhika singlke copy of j iisnota -catalyst.
Tt is obvious that a 1-catalyst is jist a com plete catalyst,
while a 1-partial catalyst is a partial catalyst.

O ur discussions in the determ inistic transfom ations
can be directly extended into the probabilistic ones. T he
follow ing exam ple not only dem onstrates the existence
of -partial catalysts, but also show s In the probabilis—
tic case, the presence of -partial catalyst and multiple
coples of source state can Increase the m axin al conver—
sion probability dram aticalky.

E xam plesp4_. Let see two J'Bognparab]e 3 3
ates j 1= 0:6P0ix 02jli+ O02P2iand Ji=
05P0i+ 0441li+ 043R2i. They were already con—

sidered by Jonathan and P lenio in [11]. Recall from V i
dals theoram [ 1] that the m axin alconversion probabilk-
ity ofj i! § iunder LOCC isgiven by

E1( 1)

_— 39
E;(J 91 69

Pnax(J 1! JD=ming 14

where E1(§ 1) = 1 L1 i. So fr the states given
above, wehave P ox (31! 71 = 080. And then j i
and 7 i are not 0:9-com parable. However, gs shown In
], with the aid ofan entangled state j i= = 065831+
0:35%41, the m axin al conversion probability becom es
Pnax(J1i Ji! 4i Jji) = 0904. So jiand 71
are 0:9-ELOCC comparabl and j iisa 09-catalyst for
fj i;7 ig. How about if A lice and Bob want to increase
their conversion probability to 0:985? The hardness of
the problem is how to nd a 0:985-catalyst. A carefiil
analysis shows that j 1 and § i do not have any 2 2
state as a 0:985-catalyst [1]. Fortunately, a calculation
show sthat ifwe borrow 19 copiesofj ithen j 1is0:985-
ELOCC comparablk to § i since the relation

Pnax(Ji Ji¥1! i J4i%) 0985 (40)
holds for k 19. Tf A lice and Bob share two copies of
j i, then we can easily check that

71 ?)= 08533:

Prax (17! @1)

According to our de nition of M LOCC, the Eq Rl
means that j i and 7i are I fact, (0:8533)'12-

com parable, or m ore explicitky, 0:9237-com parable un-—
derM LO CC . Ifwe take catalyst-assisted transfom ations
and m ultiple-copy ones together, the m axin alconversion
probability can increase dram atically. T his is shown by
the equation

Pnax (317 317!

712 41i3)= 09535
which inplies that j 1 and 7 i are 0:9765-com parable
under the com bination ofthe ELOCC andM LOCC .Four
copiesofj iw ith three copiesofj iattainsa probability
at 0:9568 which show s that j i is 0:9854-com parable to
J iunderthe com bination of ELOCC andM LOCC .A Iso
we can check that a pureM LO CC m annerneeds 7 copies
ofj ito do collective operationstogetherto attain 0:985—
M LOCC comparablk. So, In the probabilistic case, the
com bination of ELOCC and M LOCC is also very useful
and it can really help usto nd a tradeo between the
num ber of copies of partial catalyst and that of source
state.

In above exam ple, since j i cannotbe transform ed Into
4 iw ith certainty even under the com bination of ELOCC
andM LOCC (see llland ]]), wecannot nd a catalyst
for them and the m axin al conversion probability from
j ito ¥ iwillbe strictly less than one. To our surprise,
we nd that them axin alconversion probability from j i
to § ican get close to one very quickly under the combi-
nation of ELOCC and M LOCC, for exam ple transform
13 copies of § 1 to the sam e num ber of the copiesof § 1
can be achieved w ith a probability 0:9957%3. T his strange
phenom enon indicates that j i can be transform ed into
J iwih very sm allunsuccessfulprobability w ith the aid
of ELOCC M LOCC).W e can expect the supremum of
them axin alconversion probability ofthe transform ation
underELOCC orM LOCC achievesone, takeELOCC as
an exam ple, it m ay hold,

4z)

Jiktr yi ik =1: @3)
Intuitively say, with the aid of enough copiesofj i, j i
can be transform ed iInto § iw ith a successfiilprobability
arbitrarily close to 1 (thatis, ! lwhenk ! +1 ).
W hen can thisphenom enon occur? W e seek som e neces—

sary conditions for it. First notice that

Supk 1Pm ax (j l

E (1= 13710> 13610=E (§ 1); (44)

n

where E (7 1) = =1 ilg, ;i is the entropy of en—
tanglem ent of j i. Eq. M) is very reasonable since oth-—
erw ise one can use such quantum catalysise ect to in—
crease the entropy of entanglem ent on average by using

a large num ber of copies of j i to obtain the sam e num -
ber of copies of § i wih probability close to one. But

only Eq.®®) certainly cannot guarantee the validity of
Eq.®M®). The another necessary condition is 3 3.

M ore generally, we have the follow ing proposition :

P roposition 1. Ifj iis -ELOCC comparableto § i
forany 2 [0;1) then
E@ D

E{Jiand 4 nt (45)



We can nd that the condition , L, In Eq.0 )
are m ore weaker than that in determ nistic m anner (see
Eq.®)). Thisindicatesthat E q.#®) ispossbl although
j i1icannotbe transform ed into ¥ iw ith certainty in a de—
term inisticm anner. W e think the key di erence between
probabilistic transform ation and detem nistic transfor-
m ation lies n the asymm etry of the roles of the largest
and the sm allest com ponents in probabilistic transform a—
tion. M ore precisely, to ensure transform ing j 1 nto § i
w ith certainty under ELO CC, a necessary condition 1]
such that

1 1and 4 n 46)

is needed. The condition in Eq.®® should be held
even w hen the transform ation can only be achieved w ith
certainty with aid of an in nite dim ensional catalyst.
W hile to ensure transform ng j i1 Into § i wih proba-
bility 2 (0;1) under ELOCC, a necessary condition is
as follow s

@7)

n nrs

the lJargest com ponents are In fact not involred, when
tends to 1 from the kft, ie., ! 1 , the condition in
Eq.®) tums into o, this cannot be reduced to
the condition in Eq.[ll). So the existence of the pair in
Eq.®) canbecon m ed although such pairdoesnot sat—
isfy the condition in Eq.W®). Roughly speaking, i m ay
hold that -ELOCC com parable is discontinuousw hen
tendstol ,thatis, jiis ELOCC comparablketo 7 i
forany 2 (0;1) doesnot in ply that it isalso 1I-ELOCC
com parable to 7 i, the latter needsm ore stronger condi-
tions [l]. Tt m ay be of great interests to nd out such
conditions m ore than that in Eq. ) o to ensure that
Eq. W) is held or to prove that the condition in Eq.
M) is also su cient in the case n = 3, shee this can
certainly help us to understand the m easure of entangle—
m ent In the probabilistic transform ation under ELOCC .

In the determ inistic case, w e have seen an exam pl such
that 71 % Fi*butji * i &Y i previ
ous section. Such exam plesareat least 4 4-din ensional,
shceihthecase3 3,51 ¥ i Prany =xedk inplies
that 3 1 7§ i. To one’s surprise, a sim ilar phenom enon
can occur in the case 3 3 when we consider probabilistic
transform ation. That is, orany 2 (0;1), there exists
3 3pairfj i;7 ig such that orsomek > 1, 1 * and
7i* are ¥-comparablk while i ®*1) and 71 ®*1
are **l-ncom parable. W e give a concrete exam ple to
dem onstrate this fact.

Exam ple 5. Take the sam e source state and target
state with Examplk 4. Ifwe set = 0:9917, by a direct
calculation, then we can that nd that j 1% and 71 8
are ®-com parable since

Prnax (G180 ¥i®) =09918> ¢8; 48)
whikj i ?and §i ° are °-incom parable shce
Pnax (312! 71 %) =09916°< °: 49)

A sim ilar result like the detem inistic case can be
stated into the follow ing theorem .

Theorem 3. Forany twon n pure states j i and
Jiand 2 (0;1]. Supposethatk 1.Then j i ® and
7 iPare P-comparabl forallp k ifand only ifj i P
and Ji P are P-comparablk forallk p 2k 1.

P roof. Sin ilar w ith Theorem 2, details om itted.

Now let us tum to another interesting question: is it
alwaysusefilwhen com bining catalyst-assisted transfor-
m ation wih multiple-copy transform ation? Example 3
and E xam ple 4 give som e hints to a positive answ erto the
question. However, we can show that such an in prove—
m ent does not always happen as the ollow Ing theorem
Indicates. This theorem is a generalization of Lemm a 4
In ] which says that the presence of catalysts cannot
always increase conversion probability. W e should point
out that a sim ilar resul hasbeen obtained in [1].

Theorem 4. Let ji and 7i be two quantum
states w ith Schm idt coe cients vectors ( 1; ad and
(17 n) respectively, and lt the maxin al conver-
sion probability of the transform ation 7 1 ! ¥ i under
LOCC bePyaxy (3 i! Ji).LetPl G 1iP ! F1iP)

be them axim alconversion probability ofthe transform a—

tion 31 P! §1iPunderELOCC,wherep is a positive
Integer. T hen
Prnax (G 1! JOP PT GiP! J1P) (—)®:

n

(50)
P roof. T he kft inequality is obtained by perform ing the
transform ation J 1 P! i P under LOCC one by one.
T he right part ofthe inequality can be proven as follow s.
Suppose j iisany quantum entangled statew ith Schm idt
coe clients 1 2 x  0,gisaposiive integer.
By thede nition wecan havethatBl _, (3 1 P! i P)
isequalto

SIP pPmax (G 1P JiTr JiP Ji9); G
where supremum takesoverj i2 c* Cc*,k 1,9 1.
O n the other hand, by V idal's theorem , we obtain that

Prnax(@3i® 319! 3i%® 3i9 52)
E.GiP Ji9)
=min; 1 pria lj.. j (53)
E;Ji? Ji9)
Epppa 12 319 p i
A e Bt D W S
Enpkq(jlp ]lq) n g n
where we have used that Epega (3 1 P § 1 9) = B 1

o
The left part of Equ.®¥®) Hllow s by combining Eq. Bl)
with Eq.®® . T hat com pletes the proof of theorem .



Corollary 2. Conditions as above, if Py a5 (5 1 !
1= —:,thenPIfax Gi®P! 7iP)= (—:)p. In other
words, In this case, even the m ultiple-copy or catalyst
assisted transfomm ation cannot increase the conversion
probability. In fact, collective operations in this case has
no advantages over ndividual operations.

An interesting application of Corollary 2 is to cope
w ith the casey hen J iisam axin alentangled state, that
is, i= #= L, jijii. The maxin al conversion prob—
ability which reads P, 2x = n , cannot be increased by
any com bination of catalyst-assisted and m ultiple-copy
transform ations. Exam ple 4 gives another application.
In fact, Pranytwo 3 3 statesj iand § iwith Schm idt
coe cients vectors ( 1; 2; 3) and (1; 27 3) respec—
tively, if 3 < 3 then maxin al conversion probability
Pnax (31! J1i%) willbe ()", which is an expo-
nential decreasing ofk as pointed in [1].

When , < ,,by Theorem 4, we always have that
PE .3 1iP 1 FiP) (—*)P. W hether MLOCC is
strictly powerfulthat LOCC in such situation? W e give
a last exampl to show even PZ_ (31 P ! FiP) is
exponentially deceasing w hen p isincreased,M LOCC can
be still strictly powerfulthan mere LOCC .

E xam ple 6. Suppose the source state ow ned by A lice
and Bob is

., P P P P .
Ji=  04P0i+ 047j1li+ 0:a43R2i+ 0:07B3i; (B5)
and they want to transform them into the sam e num ber
of copies of

p— p—— p— p—
Ji= 05P0i+ 02541i+ 0147R2i+ 0:08B3i:
(56)
Tt iseasy to check out that Py ax (3 1! § 1) = 08,whike
Pnax (312! 71 2)= 06875, s
Prax@G 12! J1)<PraxGi! 71; 6D
If we restrict ourselves to do the transform ation one by
one, only a successfiil probability 0:8% can be achieved,
which is, of course, strictly less than to do collective
transfbrm ation j i 2! ¥ i 2. Sowehavedem onstrated
another property ofM LO CC :m ultiple-copy transform a—
tion can be also m ore strictly powerfilthan pure LOCC
HFPpaxJ 1! 1) < minf ,= ,;1lg although the m ax-
in al conversion probability from j i ¥ to 71 ¥ is de-
creased exponentially if , < , (ounded by ( ,= n)¥)
.

Iv. CONCLUSION

To summ arize, W e have dem onstrated that in some
cases m ultiple copies of an entangled state can serve as

a catalyst although only one copy cannot, such state has
been term ed as bartialcatalyst’. In general, we have an—
alyzed the possibility ofcombing ELOCC with M LOCC.
M oreover, under the situation when resources available
are Iim ited, that is, the num ber of copies of source state
and that of auxiliary entangled state which can be used
as possble partial catalyst are 1im ited, we have shown
that even when both pure catalyst-assisted transform a—
tions and m ultiple-copy ones cannot be used to realize
entanglem ent transform ations w ith certainty, the com bi-
nation ofthese two stillcan. O ur resuls in the determ in—
istic case then have been directly generalized to prob-—
abilistic case. M ost Interestingly, we have shown that
M LOCC is always not lss powerfiil than pure LOCC,
even in the case when the m axin al conversion proba—
bility from k copies of source state to the sam e num —
ber of copies of target state is decreased exponentially
when k is ncreased. O ur results, In fact provide a pos—
sble way to seek a catalyst for given incom parable pairs
from a possble partial catalyst. (N ote there are no any
analytical way to nd a catalyst for given incom para—
bl pair except som e special case 1], also see [1]). A
very strange phenom enon also hasbeen observed: there is
certain entangled pair such that the m axin al conversion
probability from one to another under ELOCC can be
arbitrarily close to one although they are incom parable
In a detem inistic m anner even under the com bination of
ELOCC andM LOCC .W ebelieve that such phenom enon
In fact discovers an essential di erence between proba-
bilistic transform ation and determ inistic transform ation
under ELOCC and M LOCC.

There are m any open problam s that m ay be of rele—
vance. The m ost Interesting one is, of course, what is
the precise relation between ELOCC and M LOCC ? Fur-
them ore, is the combination of ELOCC and M LOCC
alv ays strictly pow erfuilthan pure ELOCC and M LOCC

1?2 The another Interesting one is to give a su cient
condition for when a given entangled state can serve as
partial catalyst for another given incom parable pair.
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