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W edem onstratethatm ultiplecopiesofa bipartiteentangled purestatecan help an entanglem ent

transform ation underLO CC to beim plem ented with certainty whilea singlecopy can not.W e� nd

thatthe com bination ofm ultiple-copy transform ation and catalyst-assisted transform ation m ay be

strictly m ore powerfulthan pure one when the resource available is lim ited, a tradeo� between

the num ber of copies of source state and that of partialcatalyst is also observed. O ur results

can be generalized to probabilistic transform ation directly. Especially,we � nd thatforsom e given

entanglem enttransform ation,them axim alconversion probability can beincreased arbitrarily close

to one underthecom bination ofm ultiple-copy transform ation and catalyst-assisted transform ation

although a determ inistic transform ation can neverhappen.

PACS num bers:03.67.-a,03.67.M n,03.65.U d

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

In recentyearsm oreand m oreapplicationsofquantum

inform ation processing,such as quantum cryptography

[1],quantum superdense coding [2]and quantum tele-

portation [3],haveled usto view quantum entanglem ent

as a new kind ofphysicalresource [4]. It is im portant

to know underwhatconditionsdi� erententangled states

could be transform ed into each other with localopera-

tion and classicalcom m unication (LO CC forshort)only.

Bennett and his collaborators [5]have m ade a signi� -

cant progress in attacking this challenging problem for

theasym ptoticcase.W hilein determ inisticm anner,the

� rststep wasm adebyNielsen in [8]wherehefound anec-

essary and su� cient condition for a bipartite entangled

state shared between two separated parts to be trans-

form ed into another entangled state between them ,un-

dertheconstraintofLO CC.M oreprecisely,supposeAl-

iceand Bob sharean entangled statej i,and they want

to transform itinto anotherstatej’i,allowingonly local

operations on their own subsystem and classicalcom -

m unication between them . Nielsen proved thatthe two

partscan � nish thistask successfully,thatis,j i! j’i

underLO CC,ifand only if� � �’,where � and �’

denote the Schm idtcoe� cientvectorsofj iand j’ire-

spectively,and the sym bol‘� ’stands for ‘m ajorization

relation’,which isa vasttopic in linearalgebra (forde-

tailsaboutm ajorization,wereferto books[9],[10]).

A directim plication ofNielsen’sresultisthefactthat

therearetwo incom parableentangled statesj iand j’i

such thatneitherj i! j’inorj’i! j iunderLO CC.

For transform ations between incom parable states, Vi-

dal[11]generalized Nielsen’s result with a probabilistic
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m anner and found an explicit expression of the m axi-

m alconversion probability for j i ! j’i under LO CC.

Jonathan and Plenio [12]discovered a surprising phe-

nom enon ofentanglem ent:som etim es,an entangledstate

can help in becom ing im possible entanglem enttransfor-

m ations into possible without being consum ed at all.

Thisphenom enon isnow widely known asentanglem ent

catalysis or ELO CC for short. A sim ple exam ple is as

follows.Supposej i=
p
0:4j00i+

p
0:4j11i+

p
0:1j22i+

p
0:1j33i and j’i =

p
0:5j00i+

p
0:25j11i+

p
0:25j22i.

W e know that j i 9 j’i under LO CC but ifsom eone

lends the owners ofthe states another entangled state

j�i=
p
0:6j44i+

p
0:4j55i,then the transform ation

j i
 j�i! j’i
 j�i (1)

can be realized with certainty because � 
 � � �’
 �.

The role ofthe state j�i in this transform ation is just

as that ofa catalyst in a chem icalprocess since it can

help entanglem enttransform ation processwithoutbeing

consum ed.In the sam epaper,Jonathan and Plenio also

showed theuseofcatalystcan im provethem axim alcon-

version probability when the transform ation cannot re-

alize with certainty even with the help ofa catalyst. In

[13],them athem aticalstructureofentanglem entcataly-

sishasbeen thoroughly studied.

Bandyopadhyay et alfound another interesting phe-

nom enon [14]. There are pairs ofincom parable bipar-

tite entangled statesthatarecom parablewhen m ultiple

copies are provided. Such a phenom enon is called as

‘nonasym ptoticbipartitepure-stateentanglem enttrans-

form ation’in [14]. M ore intuitively, this phenom enon

can also be called ‘m ultiple-copy entanglem enttransfor-

m ation’,orM LO CC forshort. M LO CC m ay be sim ply

illustrated by the above states j i and j’i. It is not

di� cultto check thatthe transform ation

j i

 3

! j’i

 3

(2)

occurswith certainty using Nielsen’s theorem . Thatis,

when Aliceand Bob preparethreecopiesofj iinstead of
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justasingleone,they can transform thesethreecopiesall

togetherinto three copiesofj’iby LO CC.Thissim ple

exam plem eansthatthee� ectofcatalystcan,atleastin

the above situation,be im plem ented by preparing m ore

copiesoftheoriginalstateand transform ing thesecopies

together. Som e im portant aspects ofM LO CC have al-

ready been investigated in [14].

The m ajor aim ofthis paper is to exam ine the pos-

sibility ofcom bining ELO CC with M LO CC.W hat was

discovered byBandyopadhyayetalisthatsom etim esthe

e� ectofcatalysiscan be im plem ented by increasing the

num ber ofcopies ofsource state. W hereas we present

som eexam plesto show anotherinteresting phenom enon

thata large enough num berofcopiesofentangled state

m ayactasacatalystalthough asinglecopycannot.Such

entangled state can be called as partialcatalyst. M ore

explicitly,ifj�i isnota catalystforthe transform ation

j i! j’i,but there is p > 1 such that j�i
 p is a cat-

alyst for the sam e transform ation,then j�i is called as

a partialcatalystforthetransform ation from j ito j’i,

when itisnotnecessarytotellclearlythedirection ofthe

transform ation,we can sim ply callj�ia partialcatalyst

forthepairfj i;j’ig.(To becontrast,weoften callthe

com m only used phrase ‘catalyst’as com plete catalyst.)

A necessary condition for when a given entangled state

can be a partialcatalyst for two speci� c incom parable

entangled statesispresented in section II.

Itisworth noting thatalthough both the waysofen-

abling entanglem ent transform ation in [14]and in the

present paper are increasing the num ber of copies of

states,thedi� erenceisthatin [14]thenum berofcopies

ofsourcestatewhilein thispaperthatofpartialcatalyst

isincreased.A lotofheuristicexam pleslead usto � nd a

tradeo� between the num berofcopiesoforiginalentan-

gled stateand thatofpartialcatalyst.Them oreoriginal

statecopiesareprovided,thelesspartialcatalystcopies

are needed,and vice versa. Two extrem e cases are es-

pecially interesting. W hen no catalysts are available,a

ratherlargenum berofcopiesoforiginalstateareneeded

in order to realize the transform ation. This is exactly

the case ofM LO CC.O n the otherhand,when only one

copy oforiginalstate is provided, a com plete catalyst

ora ratherlargenum berofpartialcatalystsareneeded.

Thisreducesto thecaseofELO CC.However,reductions

to the two extrem e casesare notalwayspossible. W ith

som e exam ples we show for certain incom parable pair,

the role ofa partialcatalystcannotbe replaced by pro-

vidingasuitableenough copiesofthesourcestate;on the

otherhand,even a very largenum berofcopiesofpartial

catalystcannotserveasa com plete catalystfora trans-

form ation from a single copy ofsource state to a single

copy oftargetstate although it is a partialcatalystfor

m ultiple copies ofsource state and target state. Thus,

it is interesting to exam ine the com bination ofELO CC

and M LO CC.

An e� ect sim ilarto partialcatalystalso existsin the

case of probabilistic entanglem ent transform ation. To

present explicitly such e� ect,the notion ofcom parable

statesisgeneralized to �-com parable stateswith � asa

probabilisticthreshold.W e also extend catalyst(partial

catalyst) to �-catalyst (resp. �-partialcatalyst). Then

m anyresultsindeterm inisticcasecanbedirectlygeneral-

ized to probabilisticcase.Especially,weshow thatthere

existtwo entangled statesthat are �-com parable under

ELO CC (M LO CC)although they are not�-com parable

underLO CC.W e furthershow thatthe com bination of

ELO CC and M LO CC can increase the m axim al con-

version probability dram atically. M ost surprisingly,for

certain entanglem ent transform ation, we � nd that the

m axim alconversion probability can beenhanced asclose

as possible to one under the com bination of ELO CC

and M LO CC while a determ inistic transform ation can

never occur. W e also present a necessary condition of

when the com bination ofm ultiple-copy transform ation

and catalyst-assisted transform ation has an advantage

overpureLO CC [15].

Forthe sake ofconvenience,we presenthere Nielsen’s

theorem [8]asa lem m a sinceitwillbeused in thesequel

frequently in analyzing the possibility ofentanglem ent

transform ation:

Lem m a 1. Let j i =
P n

i= 1

p
�ijiii and j’i =

P n

i= 1

p
�ijiii be pure bipartite states with Schm idt co-

e� cients �1 � � � � � �n � 0 and �1 � � � � � �n � 0

respectively. There existsa transform ation T thatcon-

vertsj iinto j’iwith certainty underLO CC ifand only

iff�ig arem ajorized by f�ig,thatis,,

l
X

i= 1

�i �

l
X

i= 1

�i; 1� l� n; (3)

with equality when l= n.By Nielsen’stheorem ,we can

sim ply denote j i� j’ifor� � �’.

The restpartofthe paperisorganized asfollows. In

section II, we study the com bination of ELO CC and

M LO CC in the determ inistic m anner,while in section

III,wegeneralizetheresultsto probabilisticcase.In sec-

tion IV we draw a briefconclusion together with som e

open problem sthatm ay beofinterestsforfurtherstudy.

II. C O M B IN IN G ELO C C W IT H M LO C C :

D ET ER M IN IST IC C A SE

Therearem any interesting exam plesin theliteratures

related tocatalyst-assisted entanglem enttransform ation.

W ereexam inesom eofthem hereand show thattherole

ofthecom pletecatalystin theseexam plescan beim ple-

m ented by m ultiplecopiesofpartialcatalyst.Especially,

the following exam ple not only shows the existence of

partialcatalyst,but also tells that even under the sit-

uation that the transform ation j i! j’i has no k � k

com pletecatalyst,k� k partialcatalystscan stillexist.

Exam ple 1. Suppose the original entangled state

owned by Alice and Bob is

j i=
p
0:4j00i+

p
0:4j11i+

p
0:1j22i+

p
0:1j33i; (4)



3

and the � nalstatethey wantto transform j iinto is

j’i=
p
0:5j00i+

p
0:25j11i+

p
0:22j22i+

p
0:03j33i:(5)

This exam ple is very close to the original one that

Jonathan and Plenio [12]used to dem onstratethe e� ect

ofcatalysis,and one m ay think that as in the original

exam ple[12],Aliceand Bob can achievethetransform a-

tion j i! j’iwith a 2� 2 catalyst.Unfortunately,itis

notthe case,the sm alldeviation violatesthe conditions

oftheexistenceofa 2� 2 catalyst,and therearenotany

2 � 2 catalysts for j i and j’i [16]. However,one can

� nd a 3� 3 state

j�1i=

r

50

103
j44i+

r

30

103
j55i+

r

23

103
j66i (6)

such that

j i
 j�1i� j’i
 j�1i: (7)

By a routine calculation we m ay observethat

j i

 k

� j’i

 k
; k = 1;� � � ;5; (8)

but

j i

 k

� j’i

 k
; k = 6;7;� � � (9)

do hold! Thisshowsonce again thatthe e� ectofa cat-

alyst can be im plem ented by increasing the num ber of

copiesofthe source state in a transform ation. W e now

furtherput

j�2i=
p
0:6j44i+

p
0:4j55i: (10)

Asm entioned above,j iand j’ihasno 2� 2 catalysts.

Thus,j�2i is certainly not a catalyst for them . A sur-

prising thing hereisthatj�2i

 5 isa catalystforj iand

j’ibecause an easy calculation showsthat

j i
 j�2i

 5

� j’i
 j�2i

 5
: (11)

O fcourse,j�2i

 5 isnottheoptim alonein thesensethat

its dim ension is not the m inim um am ong allcatalysts

(forexam ple,j�1i). W hatthisphenom enon indicatesis

thatincreasing thenum berofa pureentangled statecan

strictly broaden the powerofits catalysis. This can be

intuitively interpreted as the resource in k copies ofan

entangled state is m ore than k tim es the resource in a

singlecopy in the senseofLO CC.

In the next exam ple, we com bine ELO CC with

M LO CC,and show that a tradeo� exists between the

num berofcopiesofsourcestate and thatofpartialcat-

alyst. W e also notice that at the end of[14],an inter-

esting question was asked: are there pairs offj i;j’ig

that are k-copy LO CC com parable , but the pairs

fj i
 k
0

;j’i
 k
0

g becom e ELO CC com parable for som e

k0 < k? W e show that such incom parable pair do ex-

ist.Notethatj iand j’iarek-copy LO CC com parable

m eans that fj i
 k;j’i
 kg is com parable under LO CC,

whilefj i
 k
0

;j’i
 k
0

grem ain incom parableunderLO CC

forany k0< k.

Exam ple 2.Suppose thatAlice and Bob sharesom e

copiesofsourcestatej iasin Eq.(4),and they wantto

transform itinto the sam enum berofcopiesof

j’i=
p
0:5j00i+

p
0:25j11i+

p
0:2j22i+

p
0:05j33i:(12)

through LO CC.W e suppose the only states they can

borrow from a catalyst banker are som e copies ofj�2i

(Eq.(10)).Could Aliceand Bob realizetheirtask with a

m inim alcost? Notice that

j i

 5

6� j’i

 5

butj i

 6

� j’i

 6
: (13)

This m eans ifthe num ber ofavailable copies ofj i is

largerthan orequalto6,AliceandBobcould realizetheir

task them selveswithoutborrowing any catalysts.Butif

they only own 5,say,copies ofj i,they cannotrealize

thetransform ation underLO CC even jointoperationson

the 5 copiesare perform ed. W e would like to pointout

thatborrowing onecopy ofj�2iwillbe enough forAlice

and Bob’stask becauseitholdsthat

j i

 5


 j�2i� j’i

 5


 j�2i: (14)

Sim ilarly,when they only own 4 copiesofj i,itissu� -

cienttoborrow 2copiesofj�2itodothetasksuccessfully.

Forthecasethat3 copiesofj iareowned by Aliceand

Bob,itiseasy to seethat3 copiesofj�2iarenotenough

and the m inim alnum ber ofj�2i for their purpose is 4.

Finally,when Alice and Bob own only one copy ofj i,

using 6;� � � ;10 copiesofj�2icannotachievethetask,we

concludethatthey m ustborrow atleat11 copiesofj�2i

from the catalystbankersince the relation

j i
 j�2i

 k

� j’i
 j�2i

 k

(15)

holds only for k � 11. Alice and Bob m ust pay an ex-

pensive cost to com plete the transform ation in this ex-

trem e case.Perhapsthe m osteconom ic strategy forAl-

ice and Bob is to prepare som e appropriate num ber of

copies ofj i (2 or 3),and then borrow som e suitable

num berofcopiesofj�2i(5or4)ascatalysts.Thisexam -

ple illustratesa tradeo� between the num beroforiginal

statecopiesneeded to betransform ed and thenum berof

copiesofpartialcatalyst.Italsosuggeststhatthem echa-

nism ofcom biningcatalyst-assisted transform ationswith

m ultiple-copy onesproposed in [14]and in thispaperis

very usefulin m any situations.

According to Exam ple2,itseem sthatifan entangled

state j�i is a partialcatalystfor a transform ation from

j i to j’i,then either j�i is a partialcatalyst for the

originalpair,ora su� ciently largecopiesoforiginalpair

becom escom parableunderLO CC.However,such state-

m entsarenotcorrect,asshown in thefollowingexam ple.

Exam ple 3.Takethe sourcestate as

j (�)i=
1

p
1+ �

(j i+
p
�j44i); (16)
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while the targetis

j’(�)i=
1

p
1+ �

(j’i+
p
�j44i); (17)

where j iand j’iare de� ned asEq.(4)and Eq.(12)re-

spectively,� = 0:01.W e also choose

j�3i=
p
0:7j55i+

p
0:3j66i: (18)

W e can easily check that j�3i is a catalyst for 5-copy

transform ation (i.e.,a transform ation from j (�)i
 5 to

j’(�)i
 5),j�3i

 2 isa catalystfor4-copy transform ation,

also for3-copy transform ation. However,by Theorem 1

in the following j�3i is not a partialcatalyst for j (�)i

and j’(�)i.In fact,any transform ation

j (�)i
 j�3i

 q

! j’(�)i
 j�3i

 q

(19)

for arbitrary large q cannot be achieved with certainty.

O n the other hand, it seem s im possible to transform

j (�)iinto j’(�)iwith certainty only using M LO CC.By

anum ericalcalculation,wecan deducethatthefollowing

relation

j (�)i

 q

� j’(�)i

 q

(20)

cannot hold for any q � 50. This exam ple dem on-

strates that the com bination of ELO CC and M LO CC

is som etim es strictly m ore powerfulthan m ere ELO CC

and M LO CC in the case when the num ber ofcopies of

catalyststatesand thatofthe sourcestate arelim ited.

From abovethreeexam ples,wecan seeitwillbe very

usefultoknow when agiven entangled statecan beapar-

tialcatalystfora speci� c entanglem enttransform ation.

Unfortunately,such a characterization is not known at

the present. W e give a necessary condition for the ex-

istence ofpartialcatalyst. The following lem m a is in-

teresting ofits own right,it gives us a set ofnecessary

conditions forwhen an entangled state j�i can serve as

a com pletecatalystfortheincom parablepairfj i;j’ig,

where j�ihasSchm idtcoe� cients
1 � 
2 � � � � 
k � 0:

In what follows we denote x# as the vector that is ob-

tained by rearranging thecom ponentsofx into thenon-

increasingorder.W ealsousethesym bol todenotethe

Schm idtcoe� cientsvectorofj i,i.e, = (�1;� � � ;�n).

Forincom parablepairfj i;j’ig,wedenote

L ;’ = fl:1� l� n;

l
X

j= 1

�j >

l
X

j= 1

�jg (21)

asthesetoftheindex thatthem ajorization j i� j’iis

violated.

Lem m a 2.Supposej iand j’iaretwoincom parable

states,ifthe transform ation j i ! j’i has a com plete

catalystj�i,then forany i= 1;� � � ;k and l2 L ;’,


1=
i > �l=�l+ 1 or 
i=
i+ 1 < �1=�l (22)

and


i+ 1=
k > �l=�l+ 1 or 
i=
i+ 1 < �l+ 1=�n: (23)

Here any constraint having m eaningless term s such as


k+ 1 willbe satis� ed autom atically.

P roof.W e provethislem m a by showing thatforany

k� k purestatej�i,iftheconditionsin Eq.(22)orEq.(23)

arenotsatis� ed,then j�icannotbe a com plete catalyst

forthe transform ation j ito j’i.

Supposethere exists1 � i� k and l2 L ;’ such that

eitherEq.(22)orEq.(23)doesnothold.Decom pose 

into two shortervectors 0 and  00,thatis = ( 0; 00),

such that  0 = (�1;:::;�l) and  00 = (�l+ 1;:::;�n).

Sim ilarly,wehave’ = (’0;’00).Also wedecom pose� =

(�0;�00),where�0= (
1;:::;
i)and �
00= (
i+ 1;:::;
k).

The case when i= k issim ple since then � = �0 and �00

disappears.

Noticethat

(’ 
 �)
#
= (’

0

 �

0
;’

0

 �

00
;’

00

 �

0
;’

00

 �

00
)
#
: (24)

Them inim alcom ponentof’0
 �0is�l
i whilethem ax-

im alcom ponents of’0
 �00,’00
 �0 and ’00
  00 are

�1
i+ 1,�l+ 1
1 and �l+ 1
i+ 1,respectively. So ifEq.(22)

isnotsatis� ed,thatis


1=
i � �l=�l+ 1 and 
i=
i+ 1 � �1=�l; (25)

then

�l
i � m axf�1
i+ 1;�l+ 1
1;�l+ 1
i+ 1g: (26)

By Eq.(26) and Eq.(24), the largest il com ponents of

(’ 
 �)# arejustthe com ponentsof’0
 �0.So

il
X

j= 1

(’ 
 �)
#

j = (

l
X

j= 1

�j)(

i
X

j= 1


j)

< (

l
X

j= 1

�j)(

i
X

j= 1


j)�

il
X

j= 1

( 
 �)
#

j;

(27)

where the � rst strict inequality is from l2 L ;’,while

the lastinequality isby the de� nition of
P il

j= 1
( 
 �)

#

j.

Itfollowsthatj i
 j�i� j’i
 j�i.

O n the otherhand,ifEq.(23)isnotsatis� ed,then it

can bechecked thattheleast(k� i)(n� l)com ponentsof

(’ 
 �)# arejustthe com ponentsof’00
 �00.So wecan

also conclude that j i
 j�i � j’i
 j�i by considering

thesum ofleast(k� i)(n � l)com ponentsof’ 
 � with

a sim ilarargum entslike above. W ith thatwe com plete

the proofoftheorem . �
Now wecan presenta necessary condition fortheexis-

tence ofpartialcatalyst,asfollowing theorem indicates:

T heorem 1. Ifj�iisa partialcatalystofthe incom -

parablestatesj iand j’i,then forany l2 L ;’


1=
2 < �1=�l and 
k� 1=
k < �l+ 1=�n (28)

P roof.IfEq.(28)doesnotholds,i.e,


1=
2 � �1=�l or
k� 1=
k � �l+ 1=�n (29)
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is satis� ed for som e l2 L ;’,then Eq.(22) or Eq.(23)

willbe violated.W e concludethat

j i
 j�i

 m

� j’i
 j�i

 m

(30)

forany positiveintegerm since

(�

 m

)
#

1=(�

 m

)
#

2 = 

m
1 =(
2


m � 1
1 )= 
1=
2 (31)

and

(�

 m

)
#

km � 1
=(�


 m
)
#

km
= 


m � 1

k

k� 1=


m
k = 
k� 1=
k (32)

whateverthe value m takes,which violate with Eq.(22)

and Eq.(23)again afterreplacej�iwith j�i
 m ,itfollows

thatj�i
 m cannotbeacatalystforj iand j’iwhatever

m takes. W ith thatwe com plete the proofofTheorem

1. �

Noticing when k = 2 and n = 4, for incom parable

states j i and j’i,L ;’ = f2g,we have the following

consequenceofTheorem 1.

C orollary 1.If2� 2statej�iisa partialcatalystfor

the incom parablestatesj iand j’ithen

1 < 
1=
2 < m inf�1=�2;�3=�4g: (33)

W e now tend to analyze an interesting phenom enon

and try to give an interpretation. From the exam ples

in previousdiscussion,itseem sthatthe relation ofm a-

jorization undertensorproductism onotonein thesense

thatifj i
 k � j’i
 k then j i
 (k+ 1) � j’i
 (k+ 1) forany

bipartiteentangled statej iand j’iand forany positive

integerk.Thisdesirableproperty was� rstm entioned by

Bandyopadhyay etalin [17]. In general,however,this

is not true. In [18],Leung and Sm olin disproved this

conjecture by giving explicit counterexam ples. Because

ofthis,onewill� nd thatthefollowing theorem becom es

veryuseful,ittellsustocheck whetherj i
 p � j’ip hold

forany p� k,oneonly needsto check k valuesofp,i.e.,

p = k;� � � ;2k� 1:

T heorem 2.Forany two n � n entangled purestates

j iand j’i. Suppose thatk � 1. Then j i
 p ! j’i
 p

forallp � k by LO CC ifand only ifj i
 p ! j’i
 p for

allk � p � 2k� 1 by LO CC.

P roof.The‘only if’partisvery sim ple.W eonly deal

with the ‘if’part. Forany positive integersp � 2k and

k,thereexistnon-negativeintegersr and s such that

p = (r� 1)k+ (k + s); r� 2;s� k� 1: (34)

Now an explicit protocolto achieve the transform ation

j i
 p ! j�i
 p underLO CC consiststwo steps:

1).Perform (r� 1)tim estransform ation

j i

 k

! j�i

 k
; (35)

2).Perform onetim e transform ation

j i

 (k+ s)

! j’i

 (k+ s)

: (36)

Bytheconditionswhen k � p � 2k� 1,thetransform a-

tion j i
 p ! j’i
 p can be im plem ented with certainty

under LO CC,we know that the transform ations in 1)

and 2)both can be realized with certainty.

Thatcom pletesthe proofofTheorem 2. �

Fortunately,we can easily check that allexam ples in

this paper satisfy the conditions ofTheorem 2. As ex-

am ple,let

j i=
p
0:408j00i+

p
0:4j22i+

p
0:1j33i+

p
0:092j44i

(37)

and

j’i=
p
0:5j00i+

p
0:25j11i+

p
0:25j22i: (38)

A sim ple calculation showsthatj i
 3 � j’i
 3,j i
 5 �

j’i
 5,butj i
 4 � j’i
 4! In fact,with the aid ofThe-

orem 2,one can easily prove that j i
 k � j’i
 k does

hold for allk � 3 except k = 4. In other words,ifwe

restrict entanglem ent transform ations by allowing only

LO CC and prohibitany otheraids,such ascatalysispre-

sented in [12]orm ultiple-copy one proposed in [14],we

willm eeta transparentparadox:wecan transform three

(� ve) copies ofj i into three (resp. � ve) copies ofj’i,

butwecannottransform fourcopiesofj iinto thesam e

num berofj’i’s.In asense,thisisnotreasonablebecause

undersuch situation,the entanglem entin fourcopiesof

j’iis stilllargerthan thatin fourcopiesofj�i. In the

following,we show thatifwe allow entanglem enttrans-

form ations to be realized with the aid ofcatalysts,we

can avoid the paradox presented above.

In fact,ifweextend LO CC into ELO CC,wecan hope

thatj iand j’iare ELO CC-com parableby the hintof

Exam ple2,thatis,ifj iand j’iarek-copy LO CC com -

parablestate,then they arek0-copy ELO CC com parable

for k0 < k,it follows that for any k > 1,ofcourse for

k = 4,j i
 k and j i
 k becom eELO CC com parable.In

fact,we� nd thatj�2iin Equ.(10)isindeed a catalystfor

thetransform ation j i
 4 ! j’i
 4.In generalweconjec-

ture that for any two � xed positive integers m and n,

j i
 m and j’i
 m are ELO CC-com parable isequivalent

to thatj i
 n and j’i
 n areELO CC-com parable,where

j i and j’i are two arbitrary bipartite entangled pure

states.The m otivation behind thisconjectureisthatall

these relationsexpressthe sam e fact: the entanglem ent

am ountin j iism orethan thatin j’iin a determ inistic

m anner.

III. C O M B IN IN G ELO C C W IT H M LO C C :

P R O B A B ILIST IC C A SE

W hat concerns us in the last section are transform a-

tions with certainty. This section will exam ine som e

transform ationswith probability strictly less than 1. If

the m axim alconversion probability from j ito j’i un-

der LO CC is not less than �,where � 2 (0;1],we say

that j i is �-LO CC com parable to j’i,or shortly,j i

is �-com parable to j’i. we sim ply callthat fj i;j’ig
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is �-com parable if one of the pair is �-com parable to

theother,otherwiseis�-incom parable.Theterm inology

�-ELO CC com parable is a direct extension ofthe case

ELO CC,i.e.,there exists entangled state j�i such that

j i
 j�iand j’i
 j�iare�-com parableunderLO CC.The

de� nition of �-M LO CC com parable should be treated

m ore carefully! fj i;j’ig is �-M LO CC com parable if

thereissom epositiveintegerk such thatj i
 k and j’i
 k

are�k-com parableunderLO CC.Them otivation behind

such de� nition is that the collective operations are al-

waysnotlesspowerfulthan individualoperations. Like

the com plete catalyst and partialcatalystin the deter-

m inisticcase,wecallj�ia �-catalystfor�-LO CC incom -

parablepairfj i;j’igifthepairfj i
 j�i;j’i
 j�ig be-

com es�-LO CC com parable.Sim ilarly,j�iisa �-partial

catalystifm ultiplecopiesofj�ican serveasa �-catalyst

forfj i;j’igwhileasinglecopyofj�iisnota�-catalyst.

Itisobviousthata 1-catalystisjusta com pletecatalyst,

while a 1-partialcatalystisa partialcatalyst.

O ur discussions in the determ inistic transform ations

can bedirectly extended into theprobabilisticones.The

following exam ple not only dem onstrates the existence

of�-partialcatalysts,but also shows in the probabilis-

tic case,the presence of�-partialcatalystand m ultiple

copiesofsource state can increase the m axim alconver-

sion probability dram atically.

Exam ples 4. Let us see two incom parable 3 � 3

states j i=
p
0:6j00i+

p
0:2j11i+

p
0:2j22iand j’i=

p
0:5j00i+

p
0:4j11i+

p
0:1j22i.They werealready con-

sidered by Jonathan and Plenio in [12]. Recallfrom Vi-

dal’stheorem [11]thatthem axim alconversion probabil-

ity ofj i! j’iunderLO CC isgiven by

Pm ax(j i! j’i)= m in1� l� n
E l(j i)

E l(j’i)
; (39)

where E l(j i) = 1 �
P l� 1

i= 1
�i. So for the states given

above,we have Pm ax(j i! j’i)= 0:80. And then j i

and j’i are not 0:9-com parable. However,as shown in

[12],with theaid ofan entangled statej�i=
p
0:65j33i+

p
0:35j44i,the m axim alconversion probability becom es

Pm ax(j i
 j�i ! j’i
 j�i) = 0:904. So j i and j’i

are 0:9-ELO CC com parable and j�iisa 0:9-catalystfor

fj i;j’ig.How aboutifAlice and Bob wantto increase

their conversion probability to 0:985? The hardness of

the problem is how to � nd a 0:985-catalyst. A careful

analysis shows that j i and j’i do not have any 2� 2

state asa 0:985-catalyst[19]. Fortunately,a calculation

showsthatifweborrow 19copiesofj�ithen j iis0:985-

ELO CC com parableto j’isince the relation

Pm ax(j i
 j�i

 k

! j’i
 j�i

 k
)� 0:985 (40)

holds for k � 19. IfAlice and Bob share two copies of

j i,then wecan easily check that

Pm ax(j i

 2

! j’i

 2
)= 0:8533: (41)

According to our de� nition of�-M LO CC,the Eq.(41)

m eans that j i and j’i are in fact, (0:8533)1=2-

com parable, or m ore explicitly, 0:9237-com parable un-

derM LO CC.Ifwetakecatalyst-assisted transform ations

and m ultiple-copy onestogether,them axim alconversion

probability can increase dram atically. Thisisshown by

the equation

Pm ax(j i

 2


 j�i

 3

! j’i

 2


 j�i

 3
)= 0:9535; (42)

which im plies that j i and j’i are 0:9765-com parable

underthecom bination oftheELO CC and M LO CC.Four

copiesofj�iwith threecopiesofj iattainsaprobability

at0:9568 which showsthatj iis0:9854-com parableto

j’iunderthecom bination ofELO CC and M LO CC.Also

wecan check thatapureM LO CC m annerneeds7 copies

ofj itodocollectiveoperationstogethertoattain 0:985-

M LO CC com parable. So,in the probabilistic case,the

com bination ofELO CC and M LO CC isalso very useful

and it can really help us to � nd a tradeo� between the

num ber ofcopies ofpartialcatalyst and that ofsource

state.

In aboveexam ple,sincej icannotbetransform edinto

j’iwith certaintyeven underthecom bination ofELO CC

and M LO CC (see[12]and [14]),wecannot� nd acatalyst

for them and the m axim alconversion probability from

j ito j’iwillbe strictly lessthan one.To oursurprise,

we� nd thatthem axim alconversion probability from j i

to j’ican getcloseto onevery quickly underthecom bi-

nation ofELO CC and M LO CC,for exam ple transform

13 copiesofj ito the sam e num berofthe copiesofj’i

can beachieved with aprobability0:995713.Thisstrange

phenom enon indicatesthatj ican be transform ed into

j’iwith very sm allunsuccessfulprobability with theaid

ofELO CC (M LO CC).W e can expectthe suprem um of

them axim alconversionprobabilityofthetransform ation

underELO CC orM LO CC achievesone,takeELO CC as

an exam ple,itm ay hold,

supk� 1Pm ax(j i
 j�i

 k

! j’i
 j�i

 k
)= 1: (43)

Intuitively say,with the aid ofenough copiesofj�i,j i

can betransform ed into j’iwith a successfulprobability

arbitrarily close to 1 (that is,� ! 1 when k ! + 1 ).

W hen can thisphenom enon occur? W eseek som eneces-

sary conditionsforit.Firstnoticethat

E (j i)= 1:3710> 1:3610= E (j’i); (44)

where E (j i) = �
P n

i= 1
�ilog2 �i is the entropy ofen-

tanglem entofj i. Eq.(44)isvery reasonable since oth-

erwise one can use such quantum catalysis e� ect to in-

crease the entropy ofentanglem enton average by using

a largenum berofcopiesofj ito obtain the sam enum -

ber ofcopies ofj’i with probability close to one. But

only Eq.(44) certainly cannot guarantee the validity of

Eq.(43). The another necessary condition is �3 � �3.

M oregenerally,wehavethe following proposition:

P roposition 1.Ifj iis�-ELO CC com parableto j’i

forany � 2 [0;1)then

E (j i)� E (j’i)and �n � �n: (45)
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W e can � nd that the condition �n � �n in Eq.(45)

are m ore weakerthan thatin determ inistic m anner(see

Eq.(46)).ThisindicatesthatEq.(43)ispossiblealthough

j icannotbetransform ed intoj’iwith certaintyin ade-

term inisticm anner.W ethink thekey di� erencebetween

probabilistic transform ation and determ inistic transfor-

m ation liesin the asym m etry ofthe rolesofthe largest

and thesm allestcom ponentsin probabilistictransform a-

tion.M oreprecisely,to ensuretransform ing j iinto j’i

with certainty underELO CC,a necessary condition [12]

such that

�1 � �1 and �n � �n (46)

is needed. The condition in Eq.(46) should be held

even when thetransform ation can only beachieved with

certainty with aid of an in� nite dim ensional catalyst.

W hile to ensure transform ing j i into j’i with proba-

bility � 2 (0;1)underELO CC,a necessary condition is

asfollows

�n � ��n; (47)

the largestcom ponentsare in factnotinvolved,when �

tends to 1 from the left,i.e.,� ! 1� ,the condition in

Eq.(47) turns into �n � �n,this cannot be reduced to

the condition in Eq.(46). So the existence ofthe pairin

Eq.(43)can becon� rm edalthough suchpairdoesnotsat-

isfy the condition in Eq.(46). Roughly speaking,itm ay

hold that�-ELO CC com parableisdiscontinuouswhen �

tendsto 1� ,thatis,j iis�-ELO CC com parableto j’i

forany � 2 (0;1)doesnotim ply thatitisalso1-ELO CC

com parableto j’i,thelatterneedsm orestrongercondi-

tions [20]. Itm ay be ofgreatintereststo � nd outsuch

conditionsm ore than thatin Eq.(45)to to ensure that

Eq. (43) is held or to prove that the condition in Eq.

(45) is also su� cient in the case n = 3,since this can

certainly help usto understand them easureofentangle-

m entin theprobabilistictransform ation underELO CC.

In thedeterm inisticcase,wehaveseenan exam plesuch

thatj i
 k � j’i
 k butj i
 (k+ 1) � j’i
 (k+ 1) in previ-

oussection.Such exam plesareatleast4� 4-dim ensional,

sincein thecase3� 3,j i
 k � j’ik forany� xed k im plies

thatj i� j’i.To one’ssurprise,a sim ilarphenom enon

can occurin thecase3� 3when weconsiderprobabilistic

transform ation. Thatis,forany � 2 (0;1),there exists

3� 3 pairfj i;j’ig such thatforsom ek > 1,j i
 k and

j’i
 k are �k-com parable while j i
 (k+ 1) and j’i
 (k+ 1)

are �k+ 1-incom parable. W e give a concrete exam ple to

dem onstratethisfact.

Exam ple 5. Take the sam e source state and target

state with Exam ple 4. Ifwe set� = 0:9917,by a direct

calculation,then we can that� nd thatj i
 8 and j’i
 8

are�8-com parablesince

Pm ax(j i

 8

! j’i

 8
)= 0:9918

8
> �

8
; (48)

while j i
 9 and j’i
 9 are�9-incom parablesince

Pm ax(j i

 9

! j’i

 9
)= 0:9916

9
< �

9
: (49)

A sim ilar result like the determ inistic case can be

stated into the following theorem .

T heorem 3. Forany two n � n pure statesj iand

j’iand � 2 (0;1].Suppose thatk � 1.Then j i
 p and

j’i
 p are�p-com parableforallp � k ifand only ifj i
 p

and j’i
 p are�p-com parableforallk � p � 2k� 1.

P roof.Sim ilarwith Theorem 2,detailsom itted. �

Now letus turn to anotherinteresting question: is it

alwaysusefulwhen com bining catalyst-assisted transfor-

m ation with m ultiple-copy transform ation? Exam ple 3

and Exam ple4givesom ehintstoapositiveanswertothe

question. However,we can show thatsuch an im prove-

m ent does not alwayshappen as the following theorem

indicates. Thistheorem isa generalization ofLem m a 4

in [12]which saysthatthe presence ofcatalystscannot

alwaysincrease conversion probability.W e should point

outthata sim ilarresulthasbeen obtained in [14].

T heorem 4. Let j i and j’i be two quantum

stateswith Schm idtcoe� cientsvectors(�1;� � � ;�n)and

(�1;� � � ;�n) respectively, and let the m axim al conver-

sion probability ofthe transform ation j i ! j’i under

LO CC be Pm ax(j i! j’i). Let P E
m ax(j i


 p ! j’i
 p)

bethem axim alconversion probability ofthetransform a-

tion j i
 p ! j’i
 p underELO CC,wherep isa positive

integer.Then

(Pm ax(j i! j’i))
p
� P

E
m ax(j i


 p
! j’i


 p
)� (

�n

�n
)
p
:

(50)

P roof.Theleftinequality isobtained by perform ingthe

transform ation j i
 p ! j’i
 p underLO CC oneby one.

Therightpartoftheinequality can beproven asfollows.

Supposej�iisanyquantum entangledstatewith Schm idt

coe� cients
1 � 
2 � � � � � 
k � 0,qisapositiveinteger.

By the de� nition wecan havethatPEm ax(j i

 p ! j’i
 p)

isequalto

sup�;k;qPm ax(j i

 p


 j�i

 q

! j’i

 p


 j�i

 q
); (51)

wheresuprem um takesoverj�i2 Ck 
 Ck,k � 1,q� 1.

O n the otherhand,by Vidal’stheorem ,weobtain that

Pm ax(j i

 p


 j�i

 q

! j’i

 p


 j�i

 q
) (52)

= m in1� l� npkq
E l(j i


 p 
 j�i
 q)

E l(j’i

 p 
 j�i
 q)

(53)

�
E npkq(j i


 p 
 j�i
 q)

E np kq(j’i

 p 
 j�i
 q)

=
�pn


q

k

�
p
n


q

k

= (
�n

�n
)
p
; (54)

where we have used thatE np kq(j i

 p 
 j�i
 q)= �pn


q

k
.

The left part ofEqu.(50) follows by com bining Eq.(51)

with Eq.(52).Thatcom pletesthe proofoftheorem . �
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C orollary 2. Conditions as above, if Pm ax(j i !

j’i)=
� n

�n
,then P E

m ax(j i

 p ! j’i
 p)= (

� n

�n
)p.In other

words,in this case,even the m ultiple-copy or catalyst

assisted transform ation cannot increase the conversion

probability.In fact,collectiveoperationsin thiscasehas

no advantagesoverindividualoperations.

An interesting application of Corollary 2 is to cope

with thecasewhen j’iisam axim alentangled state,that

is,j’i= 1p
n

P n

i= 1
jiijii. The m axim alconversion prob-

ability which readsPm ax = n�n cannotbe increased by

any com bination ofcatalyst-assisted and m ultiple-copy

transform ations. Exam ple 4 gives another application.

In fact,forany two 3� 3statesj iand j’iwith Schm idt

coe� cients vectors (�1;�2;�3) and (�1;�2;�3) respec-

tively,if�3 < �3 then m axim alconversion probability

Pm ax(j i

 k ! j’i
 k) willbe (

� 3

�3
)k,which is an expo-

nentialdecreasing ofk aspointed in [14].

W hen �n < �n,by Theorem 4,we always have that

P E
m ax(j i


 p ! j’i
 p) � (
� n

�n
)p. W hether M LO CC is

strictly powerfulthatLO CC in such situation? W e give

a last exam ple to show even P E
m ax(j i


 p ! j’i
 p) is

exponentiallydeceasingwhen pisincreased,M LO CC can

be stillstrictly powerfulthan m ereLO CC.

Exam ple 6.Supposethesourcestateowned byAlice

and Bob is

j i=
p
0:4j00i+

p
0:4j11i+

p
0:13j22i+

p
0:07j33i; (55)

and they wantto transform them into the sam e num ber

ofcopiesof

j’i=
p
0:5j00i+

p
0:25j11i+

p
0:17j22i+

p
0:08j33i:

(56)

Itiseasy to check outthatPm ax(j i! j’i)= 0:8,while

Pm ax(j i

 2 ! j’i
 2)= 0:6875,so

Pm ax(j i

 2

! j’i

 2
)< Pm ax(j i! j’i); (57)

Ifwe restrictourselvesto do the transform ation one by

one,only a successfulprobability 0:82 can be achieved,

which is, of course, strictly less than to do collective

transform ationj i
 2 ! j’i
 2.Sowehavedem onstrated

anotherproperty ofM LO CC:m ultiple-copy transform a-

tion can bealso m orestrictly powerfulthan pureLO CC

ifPm ax(j i! j’i)< m inf�n=�n;1g although the m ax-

im alconversion probability from j i
 k to j’i
 k is de-

creased exponentially if�n < �n (bounded by (�n=�n)
k)

[15].

IV . C O N C LU SIO N

To sum m arize,W e have dem onstrated that in som e

casesm ultiple copiesofan entangled state can serve as

a catalystalthough only onecopy cannot,such statehas

been term ed as‘partialcatalyst’.In general,wehavean-

alyzed thepossibility ofcom bing ELO CC with M LO CC.

M oreover,under the situation when resources available

arelim ited,thatis,the num berofcopiesofsourcestate

and thatofauxiliary entangled state which can be used

as possible partialcatalyst are lim 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 enttransform ationswith certainty,thecom bi-

nation ofthesetwostillcan.O urresultsin thedeterm in-

istic case then have been directly generalized to prob-

abilistic case. M ost interestingly,we have shown that

M LO CC is always not less powerfulthan pure LO CC,

even in the case when the m axim alconversion proba-

bility from k copies ofsource state to the sam e num -

ber ofcopies oftarget state is decreased exponentially

when k isincreased. O urresults,in factprovide a pos-

sibleway to seek a catalystforgiven incom parablepairs

from a possible partialcatalyst. (Note there are no any

analyticalway to � nd a catalyst for given incom para-

ble pair exceptsom e specialcase [16],also see [21]). A

verystrangephenom enonalsohasbeenobserved:thereis

certain entangled pairsuch thatthem axim alconversion

probability from one to another under ELO CC can be

arbitrarily close to one although they are incom parable

in a determ inisticm annereven underthecom bination of

ELO CC and M LO CC.W ebelievethatsuch phenom enon

in fact discovers an essentialdi� erence between proba-

bilistic transform ation and determ inistic transform ation

underELO CC and M LO CC.

There are m any open problem s that m ay be ofrele-

vance. The m ost interesting one is,ofcourse,what is

thepreciserelation between ELO CC and M LO CC? Fur-

therm ore,is the com bination ofELO CC and M LO CC

alwaysstrictly powerfulthan pureELO CC and M LO CC

[21]? The anotherinteresting one is to give a su� cient

condition forwhen a given entangled state can serve as

partialcatalystforanothergiven incom parablepair.
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