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U sing the SU (N ) representation of the group theory, we derive the general form of the spin
swapping operator for the quantum H eisenberg spin-s system s. W e further prove that such a soin
sw apping operator is equalto the spin singlet pairing operator under the partial transposition. For
SU (2) Invariant states, it is shown that the expectation valie of the spin swapping operator and
its generalizations, the permm utations, can be used as an entanglem ent w itness, especially, for the
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I. NTRODUCTION

Entanglem ent is one of the m ost Intriguing properties
of quantum physics and the key ingredient of quantum
Inform ation and processing. To determ ne the existence
of entanglem ent, partial transposition ofthe density m a—
trix is introduced(l,l2]. Th 2 2 and 2 3 dimensinal
H ibert spaces, the requirem ent of positive partial trans—
position PPT) represents a strong necessary and su —
cient criterion for the separability of states, the so-called
PeresH orodecki criterion[l, I2]. A usefiil entanglem ent
m easure for higher din ensions, the negativity, isde ned
by the sum of absolute value of negative eigenvalues of
the partial transposed densiy m atrix 3] though such a
criterion of entanglem ent is no longer su cient.

Recently it has been realized that symm etries in the
m ixed statesplay an in portant role in characterizing the
entanglem ent properties [4, 19, 14, 17, 18]. For the SU (2)
nvariant states In dinensions 2 L, 3 M , and 4
4, respectively, the PeresH orodecki criterion has been
proved to be necessary and su cientl],ld,9], where L =
29+ 1 wih arbitrary spin-j and M = 23°+ 1 wih °
being integer.

To analyze the general structure of the state space
for bipartite N N quantum system s, we can regard
the subsystem s as quantum H eisenberg spin-s system s
N = 2s+ 1) and transform according to an SU N ) ir-
reducible representation of the group theory. By the re—
quirem ent of SU (2) nvariance, we can substantially re—
duce the din ensionality ofthe state space, and the entan—
glem ent criteria becom e easy to be handled analytically.

On the other hand, the entanglement proper-
ties In Heisenberg soin system s have received much
attention [101H37]. For the quantum spin-1/2 system,
there is an SU ) invariant operator, ie., the swapping
operator
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w hich sw tchesthe spin stateson the sitesofiand j. Such
a swapping operator satis es §,; = 1 and S}, = Sy;.
T herefore, every SU (2) invariant density m atrix can be
expressed as ;3 = bt cSy;5 w ith suitable realparam eters
b and c. Actually, one can sinply use a single param e-
terlrSi;ji= Tr( i;jSi;j), which ranges from lto1l, to
describe these SU (2) invariant states. It is in portant to
notice that for an SU (2) invarant state, the condition
hSi;yi< 0 hasbeen proved tobe su cient and necessary
for entanglem ent[38]. T here also exists a sin ple relation
between the concurrence[39], quantifying two-qubi en—
tanglem ent, and the expectation value of the swapping
operator w ith respect to the density m atrix ;4

Cij = max(O; hgj_;ji): (2)

However, for s > 1=2, the operator 2s; s+ % can no
Ionger be regarded as a spin swapping operator, because
the SU (2) description isnot the aithful fuindam ental rep—

resentation for the quantum spin-s operators.

In this paper, based on the SU N ) representation of
the group theory, we will rst derive the general form of
the spin swapping operator for the quantum H eisenberg
soin-s system . Then it will be proved that the partial
transposed swapping operator is just equal to the sin—
gkt pairing operatorde ned in the tensor product space
of the fundam ental SU (N ) representation and its conjui—
gate one. For an SU (2) invariant spin—s system , we will
show that the expectation value ofthe swapping operator
gives rise to the leading contribution to the negativity ex—
pressed In term s of the W igner 6—j sym bol. G eneralized
to the m any-body particle states, i w ill be concluded
that the expectation values of the swapping and its gen—
eralizations, the pem utations, can be used as an entan—
glem ent w inesses EW s) [4(,141,142], and are usefiil for
the form ulation of cbservable conditions ofentanglem ent.
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II. SWAPPING AND SINGLET PROJECTOR
FOR QUANTUM HEISENBERG SPIN -s
SYSTEM S

A . Spin swapping operator

To describe a spin-s operator quantum m echanically,
we use the good quantum numbers: s> = s(s+ 1) and
s, = s, s+ 1, u; s. The dim ensionality of the local
H ibert space isthusN = 2s+ 1. It isnaturalto introduce
an SU (N ) findam ental sym m etry group w ith generators
n term s of bosons/ferm ionsf43]

F @)= aj, ay ; 3)
where and denote the soin projction indices from

1;2; 2528+ 1, and idenotes the site. By using the com —
m utation/anticom m utation relations,
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we can prove that the generators satisfy the follow ng
com m utation relation ofthe SU NN ) Lie algebral44]
h i
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A ccordingly, the corresponding spin operator is expressed
as
X

a, T ay ; ©)

;

where T ( = x;y;z) are the corresponding N N
m atrices for the quantum spin-s operator. W e can also
prove that the comm utation relations of the SU (2) Lie
algebra are also satis ed when inserting the expressions
of the soin-s operators. In order to x the m agniude
Ic_gf‘che quantum spins sf = s(s+ 1), a ocal constraint
az; a;; = 1 hastobe inposed aswell.

W ih the help ofthese SU N ) generators, the general
swapping operator between any two sites with N Iocal
states each can be constructed as

X X
Siy = F @OF @)=

i i

Yy v .
aj, aj, ay ay; ; (7)

which is the unique invariant operator under the lo—
cal SU (N ) uniary transfomm ation. In analogy to the

W emer statesid], we can de ne the SUN ) SU N ) in—
variant states as follow s
=P + @@ pP)+;
= ! @ Sy 8)
N N 1) L3/

where p = (1 + hSj;51)=2 is positive param eter ranging
from 0 to 1. A ctually, the expectation value of this gen—
eralized swapping operator hS;yi =Tr( 4;3S1;,5), which

still ranges from 1 to 1, can be used to describe these
SU N ) SU (N ) Invarant states. W e will fiirther prove
that the condition hS;;3i < 0 is su cient for entangle-
m ent.

In order to m ake the swapping operator as a usefiil
EW , i isessential to rew rite this SU (N ) swapping oper-
ator n tem s of cum ulants of the original SU (2) soin-s
operators. W e  rst notice that
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The H ibert space is thus given by the tensor product

space oftwo quantum spins, and can be decom posed into

a sum ofirreducihble representationsin term sofpro gction
operators

bd
F;M iHF;M 3§ (10)

M= F

where F = 0;1;2; ::5;2s denotes the total spin quantum
number, P isthe profction operatorofthe totalspin-¥
channel, and ¥ ;M i corresoonds to the irreducible sub-

space of the tensor product representation ora xedF .
T herefore, a set of relations can be derived as
)@s
s 9" = rPr;
F=0
1
F = > FE+1) 2s@+D)]; (1)

where the integern = 0;1;2; ::;;2s. Nam ely, we have a
set of equations for the pro fction operators

Po+P1+Py+ i+ Py = 1;
oPot+ 1P1t+ 2Po+ it 2Pos = s &
2
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N ote that the coe cients in front of the pro ection oper—
ators are of the fom E , ie., the corresponding m atrix
is of the Vandem onde type w ith the determ inant
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By using the property of the Vandem onde determ inant,
we can obtain the general expression for the projction
operators In term s of the SU (2) spin-s operators

14)



M oreover, the general SU N ) Invariant swapping opera—
tor can thus be expressed as

s e
Sui= (1 (1fPp = 5P koL oas)
F=0 k=0 F k
§F

N am ely, the general spin swapping operator is w ritten as
a linear com bination of all pro fction operators for the
spinF channels w ith alternating sign, and Si;4 is sym —
m etric for Integer spins and antisym m etric for the odd-
half integer soins when interchanging the spin states on
the sites of 1 and j. Sim ilar expressions for the profc—
tions had appeared in the literature/4s,|4€].

A s exam pls, the 1rst four expressions of the general
swapping operators are explicitly w ritten as

1). For s = 1=2, the above expression gives rise to

1
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which is invariant under the SU ) uniary transfom a-

tion.
il). For s= 1, the swapping operator is
Sis= 6 974 1 9 1 ()]
which is invariant under the SU (3) uniary transfom a-
tion.
iif) . Fors = 3=2, the swapping operator takes the form

2
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which is Invariant under the SU (4) uniary transform a—
tion.
). For s= 2, the swapping operator is expressed as

Si 3j (s §’) (s js)
— (s §)2 — (s §) 1: 19)
36 * 2 * ’

which is invariant under the SU (5) transformm ation.

Thus, the expectation valie of the swapping opera—
tor hSi;31 can be written in temn s of the cum ulants of
the quantum spin-s correlators. In solid state physics,
the swapping operator is used to represent the general-
ized SU N ) jlg,varjant quantum H eisenberg spin-s m odel,
ie, H = J hi;jiSj_;j, to descrbe the possble near-
est neighbor couplings of m agnetic spin-s m om ents. In
one din ension, there exists so—called Bethe ansatz ex—
act solution [47,148]. For the antiferrom agnetic coupling
(J > 0), the ground state is a singlet wih soin gapkss
excitations[49].

B . Spin singlet projctor

Am ong allthe pro fction operators, the singlet pro gc—
tor representsam axim ally entangled state, and itsexpec—
tation value In som e cases hasbeen used for form ulation
ofnecessary and su cient conditionsofentanglem ent. In
term s of original SU (2) spin-s operators, we have

¥e si $+ s(s+ 1
i P ( ) 20)
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The corresponding spin singlet state can be profcted

onto the angularm om entum singlt state

XS
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In particular, the rst Pour expressions for the singlet

progctors can be explicitly w ritten as
i). For s= 1=2, the singlkt operator is

@2)

Then, the swapping operator S ;;; and the singlet profc-
tion operator P 3,y are not independent. They have the
follow iIng relation S;;3 = (1 2P j;5). The entanglem ent
criterion for the SU (2) invariant stateshS;;yi < 0 in plies
that hP i;ji > 1=2.

). For s= 1, the singlkt profction is given by

1h i
2
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iif) . For s = 3=2, the singlet progction is w ritten as
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7). For s= 2, the singlet pro gction is expressed as
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A Nl these singlkt pro ctorsdisplay uniform SU (2) nvari-
ance super cially,but tw illbe furtherproved that a non—
uniform higher sym m etry is associated w ith each singlet
progctor.

T herefore, the expectation value of the singlet pro fc—
tors can be also expressed in tem s of the cum ulants of
the quantum spin-s correlators. In solid state physics,
the singlet pairing pro fction is also used to represent an—
other type ofthe gen%tah'zed quantum H eisenberg spin-s
model, ie, H = J hi;jiP 1;3, to describe the nearest
neighbor couplings of the m agnetic spin-s m om ents. In
one din ension, an exact solution has been found based
on Tem perley-Lieb algebral4d]. M oreover, in the case of
J > 0, the ground state is a din erized-like singlet state
w ith gapfil spin excitations/4a].



C . Relation between swapping and singlet pairing
operators

A ccording to group theory[44], foran SU (N ) Lie group
wih s> 1=2,two kinds of spinors (upper and lower) can
actually be de ned. T he lower spinor transform s accord—
ing to the SU (N ) fiindam ental representation, whilke the
upper spior transform s according to the SU N ) con—
Jugate representation. M ore in portantly, the conjigate
representation is in generalindependent ofthe findam en-
tal representation. Only ors= 1=2 N = 2), due to the
presence of an additional particke-hok symm etry, these
tw 0 representations are equivalent to each otheri44].

T he generators ofthe SU (N ) conjugate representation
isde ned byi43]

B )= al, ay ; ©26)
w here and denote the spin profction indices
from 1;2;:x32s + 1, and 1 denotes the site. By
using the com m utation/anticom m utation relations for
bosons/ferm ions, we can prove the follow ng com m uta—
tion relation
h i

0
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which also orm s an SU (N ) Lie algebra. Consider two
quantum spins, ie., the bipartite system . W ih the help
ofgeneratorsofthe SU (N ) findam entaland its conjugate
representations, a singlet pairing operator between two
sites 1 and j can be constructed as

X
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X
pY.= F

vy Y .
i aj, a3, aj; ay; j (28)

which is the unique SU N ) SW®N ) invariant operator
and ispositive w ith nom d= 2s+ 1. T he corresponding
m axin ally entangled state is expressed as
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In analogy to the so—called sym m etric/ isotropic states [H],
we can de ne the SU N ) SY W ) invariant states, and

every SU N ) SWN ) invariant state can be expressed as

y5 = B+ P Y, with suitable real param eters b’ and
&, or in term s of a convex combhation of two m inin al
progctions

1, 1

—— Pl ,=— 30
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1= @ 1):
Now we are in the position to establish the relation

betw een the generalspin swapping and the singlet pairing

operators. In studying entanglem ent a pow erful tool, the

operation ofpartialtransposition, hasbeen Introduced(l,

24]. The partial transposition of an operator n the N

N product space of a bipartite system is de ned In a

product basis by transposing only the indices belonging
to the second basis and keeping those pertaining to the

rst basis. W hen applying such a partial transposition
operation to the SU N ) SW N ) invarant singlet pairing
operator, we nd a very In portant relation

0 X Yy oy
yi T ay; a8y a3 Ay 7
<
7 az; ag; asy; ai; = Si;j: (31)
N am ely, the partial transpose ofthe SU N ) S® N ) in—

variant singlet pairing operator is exactly equivalent to
the uniform SU N ) SU (N ) invariant swapping opera—
tor. T he nverse statem ent also holds true. This isone of
them ain results of our present paper. A ctually a sin ilar
relation exists between the W emer states and symm et—
ric/ isotropic statesfd].

M oreover, B reuer has convincingly dem onstrated that
[8] the partial trangposition is equivalent to the partial
tin e reversal transform ation of the quantum H eisenberg
spoin-s operator. Under such a partialtin e reversaltrans—
form ation, the corresponding SU N ) SW®N ) invariant
singlet pairing state exactly transfomm s into the singlet
state in the fundam ental SU (N ) representation

XS
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In plying that the spoin singlt progction state de ned
In the SU (N ) fundam ental representation equal to the
soin singlet pairing state de ned by the product of the
SU (N ) fundam ental and its conjigate representations.
M oreover, the singlet pro fction operatorP ;;; sharesthe
sam e symm etry of SU N ) S® N ) displayed by the sin—
gkt paring operator.

III. SWAPPING OPERATOR AND ITS
GENERALIZATIONS AS ENTANGLEM ENT
W ITNESSES

Fom ulation of di erent criteria, which allow s one to
distinguish In experim ent entangled and disentangled
states, is one of the m ost In portant issues n the eld
of oundations of quantum physics and quantum infor-
m ation processing. The corresponding studies lead to
quick developm ent of the theory of EW s BOUHBE]. An
entanglem ent w itness [4d, 141, 142] is a H em itian opera—
tor with a key property that its expectation valie on a
separable state is always larger or equal to zero. So, if
the expectation value on a state is lss than zero, then
the corresponding state is entangled.



A . Swapping and negativity

Consider a m any-body state, we st study the two—
spin state, and the generalization to a m any particle soin
state is straightforward. Swapping operator exhbits a
uniform SU (N ) symm etry, and we m ay exploit i to de—
tect entanglem ent In a quantum H eisenberg spin-s sys—
tem . The action of the swapping on a product state is
given by

SiyJ il Jsi= J4i Jadi: (32)
A separable (non-entangled) tw o-particle reduced density
matrix iy is Introduced as
X ko k ki k
iy = PcJiih 33 J3ih 55
k

(33)

w herepthe coe clentspy are positive realnum bers, satis—
fying ,px = 1,andj ]i‘ijsthe state forthe i~th particle.
Evaluating the expectation value ofS;;; on this ssparable
state, we nd that

hS;;31=Try; i3)
X

=Tr  pJjf§ih{j i)

X ' k k
= phiifif o o:
k

(34)

This Inequality is 1l lled for all separable states, and it
directly follow s that any state with hS;;3i < 0 issu -
ciently entangled. In other words, the swapping has the
property ofan EW and the follow ing theorem holdstrue.

P roposition I: Ifthe expectation value of S5 on all sep—
arabk states is larger or equalto zero, then the inequality

hS;5i< 0 (35)
In plies that the corresponding quantum state is su -
ciently entanglkd.

For an SU (2) nvariant state of spin-1/2 system s, the
condition hS;.+i < 0 is su cient and necessary for en-—
tanglem ent 38]. W e would lke to em phasize that the
above theoram is not restricted to the soin system s, but
also applicable to any com posite systam s consisting two
dentical subsystem s, eg., two d-level system s and two
identical in nite-din ensional system s. It is interesting
to notice that Horodeckiet al had found that any per-
m utation of indices of a density m atrix leads to the sep—
arability criterion [6(]. Here our considerations focus on
the swapping ofthe quantum spin stateson two di erent
sites. W hat is m ore, our analyses have shown that not
all such pem utations can be regarded as a separability
criterion.

Swapping operator has appeared in the expression of
the concurrence in spin-1/2 system s, and it can be ex-—
pected to m anifest itself n the negativity expression of

the SU (2)-inhvariant states for arbitrary quantum spin-s
system s. For an SU (2) invariant state, the density oper—
ator can be written as a linear com bination of the pro-
“ection operators,

1 ¥ F 2s+1T(P)
= P=———=Pr; r=p—=Tr ;
2s+1,_ ToaE+1 T 2F + 1 F

(36)
whereF isthe quantum number ofthe totalangularm o—
mentum (s;+ s4). A frer partialtransposition w ith respect
to the second spin, the transposed density m atrix stillhas

an SU (2) symm etry, and can be w ritten as [1]
1 ¥ o,

Ty K
p———U"P; ; 37
2s+1 _ 2K +1 ° e

where K is the quantum number of another angular
X X

momentum composed of s; and s5: K§ = s s

ij i jr
y _ Y Y zZ
Kij= s *+sj,Kj= s sj. Asshown by Breuer

H], a relation between the coe cient vectors ~° and ~
can be established

0
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Z Z

p F
rx = QP+ DLEK +1) °° ; (38)

s K
where ~ = (o; 1735 25)7,~%= (§; iy 5,7, and
rk 1S given by the W igner 6—j symbol [BJ9]. From

Eq. [30), the negativity of the corresponding density m a—
trix is then calculated as
1 ® 1 P ®¥°
max O0; 2K + 1 KF F 7
F=0

(39)
where the last term In the K summ ation does not con—
tribute to the negativiy.

For an s= 1=2 bipartite system , the above negativiy
givesrisetoN =max(0; hs; §i).However,forthes= 1
bipartite system , the corresponding negativity is given by

1
N o= Smax(©; hs si his 9°1)

1
+ S max 0jh(s: 9% 2): (40)
T he expectation values of the swapping operators have
nclided In the above expressions. From the properties
ofthe W igner 6—j symbol [59], the st tem in the sum —
m ation overK is given by

P
2F + 1

_ 125+F
b 2s+ 1

oF = 41)
Then, the leading term in the negativity expression can
be evaluated as
|
®s ’
max 0; ( 1)**" ()" Tr( Pg)
F=0

2s+ 1

max (0; hSi): 42)

:23+1



T herefore, being as an EW , the swapping operator has
been incluided in the expression ofnegativity asthe lead—
Ing contrbution for arbitrary quantum spin-s system s.
A ctually, thisisalso one ofthem ain results ofthe present
paper.

A s an application ofthe above resul, for the follow ing
SU (2) invariant pure state

1
——P
4s+ 1

2s 17 43)
the expectation valie of the swapping operator on this
state is ound to be 1, where only the term containing
sw apping operator survives. T hus, the negativity for this
particularpure state is 1=@2s+ 1), and the corresponding
state is entangled.

B . G eneralization of swapping

A naturalgeneralization ofthe swapping is the perm u-
tation R . The action ofR on a product state is given by

Rji1i Joi Jni=Juil Jii Ji 1 44)
A 1IN !pem utations form a pem utation group.W e now
evaluate R on a separable state. A N -particle density
matrix is separable (hon-entangled) if it can be decom —
posed Into
X ki k
= pxJ1ih 1]
k
3 5in 53

ko ko
i 13

R 45)
wherepﬂle coe clentspy are positive realnum bers satis—
fying , px = 1, and j ¥i is the state for the i+th parti-
cle. For som e pem utation operators, such as swaps, we
can prove that the corresponding expectation value on a
separable state is always large or equal to zero, we thus
conclude that these pem utation operators can also be
viewed asEW s. Then, we have follow Ing conclusion.

P roposition IT: If the expectation value of perm utation
R on all separabk states is large or equal to zero, then

the inequality

Ri< 0 (46)
In plies that the corresponding quantum state is su -
ciently entanglkd.

For N = 2, the pem utation group contains a swap
and an dentity. ForN = 3, the pem utation group con—
tains 6 elam ents, and three di erent swappings, nam ely,
S12, S13, and S,3 are EW s. For N = 4, there are 24
elem ents, and except swappings, there are other pem u—
tations can be viewed asEW s, eg., S12S534, S13S24, and
S14S23 . Am ong them , the operatorS14S23 can beviewed
as an m irror. ection. Furthem ore, any superposiions
of the EW s b}f=1 &Py wih ¢ beihg positive can also
be viewed asnew EW s.

C . Singlet proctor asan EW

For the SU (2) Invariant states, the negativity for the

soin-1 bipartite system s hasbeen obtained as
1 1

N = Emax(O;BhPi;ji 1)+ gmax(O; hS-lji): (47)
W e have observed that the inequality IP ;;31 > 1=3 also
In plies that the corresponding state is entangled. Aswe
have shown in previous section, the spin swapping op—
erator and singlet pro fgctor are Independent though the
partial transposition is related to them . For the SU 2)-
invariant state, there can be two di erent su cient en—
tanglem ent conditions for the spin-1 bipartite system s:
one ishS;i;31< 0 and another istP ;;51> 1=3. In fact, we
can prove a m ore generaltheorem for arbitrary quantum
soin-s system s.

P roposition ITT: If the expectation value of the singkt
progctor satis es

hp i;ji>

; 48
2s+ 1 “8)

the corresponding m any-tody quantum spin state is suf-
ciently entanglkd.
Proof: A singlkt state is given by

1 Xs
(1 "Fmi P mi; @9

2s+ 1
m=

and the singlet profctor can be expressed as Py =
Jj sih s3J. A product state can alwaysbe w ritten as

X
J2i=

m ;m ©

ji=g.i anbnopmi Fm;  (50)

P
where  Bn § = o $n § = 1. Then the expectation

value P i w ith respect to this product state is found to
be

P

XS
1 "a, b
2s+ 1 _ ¢ men 2s+ 1

= S

P y5i= ; (61)

w here the inequality ollow s from the Schw atz inequality
and the nom alization conditions. W em ay easily extend
the above nequality to the case of anypseparable state.
For an arbitrary separable state gop = «Px x with
being the product state. The expectation value of P i
satis es the nequality

X

P ysi=TrPy )= xTr® 5 ) 7ot 1 (52)

k

where we have used Eq. [Bl). Therefore, the theorem
has been proved, and at the same tine the operator

P ij is another class of EW .

_1
2st1



D . Relationswith other EW s

The quantum spin Ham iltonians have already been
used as EW s to detect entanglem ent [B(, 151]. Here, we
would like to study the relations am ong them . Let us
consider the follow ing H am iltonian

X
H=J
hi;ji

(53)

Si;57

which isa sum ofalldi erent swapson the nearest neigh—
bor sites. W e know that every expectation valuie of each
swap on a ssparable state is large orequalto zero. T hen,
the expectation value of the Ham iltonian on a separa—
ble state satis estHi 0. Therefore, the H am iltonian
is regarded as an EW too. For any eigenstate, if the
elgenenergy is less than zero, the m any-body state m ust
be entangled. W e see that a new EW was constructed
by superpositions of swaps. In fact, any superposition
of swaps w ith positive coe cients are EW saswell. Fur-
them ore, it is m ore interesting to consider som e other
m odels consisting of the swapping operators w ith super—
symm etries [61/].

Sin flarly, we consider the follow ing Ham iltonian in

term s of the singlet proEctions
X 1
H=J P i

hi;3i

e — 54
2s+ 1 64)

From theproposition IT, we can easily provethathH i 0
for a separable state, indicating that the Ham ilttonian
can be viewed asan EW .Any superposition of operators

Piyj= Pyj 5= Wih positive coe cientsare EW s

aswell. M oreover, the

Iv. SUMMARY

W e have derived the general form ofthe spin swapping
operator for the quantum H eisenberg spin-s system s, and
proved that under the partial transposition the general
soin swapping operator is equal to the singlet pro fction
operator. For SU (2) nvariant bipartite spin—-s system s,
we also found that the expectation value of the swap-
pihg operator is the leading contribution to the negativ—
iy. Generalized to the m any-body particle states, the
expectation values of the swapping and pem utation op—
erators can be used as an entanglem ent w iness, which,
m oreover, In som e cases can be used for form ulation of
necessary and su cient condition ofentanglem ent. T his
is a quite in portant and new m athem atical fact, which
could be used forthe form ulation ofobservable conditions
of entanglem ent In near future.
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