arXiv:quant-pn/0603053v3 30 Mar 2007

C Jassical sm ulation oftwo spin-S singkt state
correlations nvolving soin m easuram ents.

A]iAhanjEl ,Pramod S. Joagq
D epartm ent of P hysics, University of Pune, Pune — 411007, India.

Sibasish G hosh [

T he Instiute of M athem atical Sciences, C . I. T . Cam pus, Taram ani, Chennai— 600
113, India.

A bstract

W e give a classical protocol to exactly sin ulate quantum correlations im plied by
a spin-s singlet state for the in nite sequence of spins satisfying @s+ 1) = 2", in
the worst-case scenario, where n is a positive Integer. T he class of m easuram ents
we consider here are only those corresponding to spin cbservables. T he required
am ount of com m unication is found to be logyd where d = 2s+ 1 is the din ension
of the spin—s H ibert space.

PACS numbers03.67Hk, 03.65Ud, 03.65.Ta, 03.67M n

1 Introduction

It iswell known that quantum correlations in plied by an entangled quantum state ofa
bipartite quantum system cannot be produced classically, ie., using only the local and
realistic properties of the subsystam s, w ithout any com m unication between the two sub-
systam s [l]. By quantum correlations we m ean the statistical correlations between the
outputs of m easurem ents independently carried out on each of the two entangled parts.
N aturally, the question arises as to the m lnimum am ount of classical com m unication
(num ber of doits) necessary to sin ulate the quantum ocorrelations of an entangled bipar-
tite system . This am ount of com m unication quanti es the nonlocality of the entanglkd
bipartite quantum system . It also helps us gauge R]the am ount of nform ation hidden in
the entangled quantum system itself in som e sense, the am ount of nform ation that must
be spacelike tranam itted, In a Jocalhidden variable m odel, in order for nature to acocount
for the excess quantum correlations.
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In this soenario, A lice and Bob try and output and respectively, through a classical

protocol, w ith the sam e probability distrlbbution as if they shared the bipartite entangled
system and each m easured his or her part of the system according to a given random
Von Neum ann m easuram ent. A s we have m entioned above, such a protocolm ust involre
com m unication between A lice and Bob, who generally share nite or n nite num ber of
random variables. The am ount of com m unication is quanti ed [3] either as the average
num ber of doits C P ) over the directions along which the spin com ponents are m ea—
sured (average or expected comm unication) or the worst case com m unication, which is
them axim um am ount of com m unication C,, P ) exchanged between A lice and Bob in any
particular execution of the protoool. T he third m ethod is asym ptotic com m unication ie.,
the lim it 1im ., 4 C P") where P" is the probability distribution cbtained when n runs
of the protocol carried out In parallel ie., when the parties receive n Inputs and produce
n outputs in one go. N ote that, naively, A lice can just tellBob the direction ofherm ea—
surem ent to get an exact classical sin ulation, but this corresponds to an In nite am ount
of comm unication. the question whether a sinulation can be done wih nite am ount
of comm unication was raised independently by M audlin #], Brassard, C leve and Tapp
5] and Stener [6]. Brassard, Cleve and Tapp used the worst case com m unication cost
while Steiner used the average. Stehner’s m odel is weaker as the am ount of com m unica—
tion in the worst case can be unbounded although such cases occur w ith zero probability.
Brassard, C kve and Tapp gave a protocool to sin ulate entanglkm ent in a singkt state
(ie. the EPR pair) using eight doits of com m unication. C sirkk [/] has In proved it where
one requires six bits of com m unication. Toner and Bacon [B] gave a protocolto sim ulate
tw o-qubit singkt state entanglem ent using only one doit of com m unication. Interestingly,
quantum correlations that cannot be classically sin ulated w ithout com m unication also
occur In a scenario where incom patible cbservables are sucoessively m easured on class of
hput (shglk partick) soin-s states which can be sin ulated w ith a classical protocolw ith
ocom m unication between successive m easurem ents [O].

C Jassical sin ulation of quantum correlations is acoom plished for soin-1=2 singlkt state,
requiring the optin alam ount, nam ely, 1 doi of classical com m unication in the worst-case
scenario, using arbitrary pro gctive m easuram ent on each site B]. It is in portant to know
how does the am ount of this classical com m unication change w ith the change in the value
of the spIn s, In order to quantify the advantage o ered by quantum ocom m unication
over the classical one. Further, this com m unication cost quanti es, in temm s of classical
resources, the variation ofthe nonlocal character ofquantum correlationsw ith spin values.
In this paper we give a classical protocol to sim ulate the m easurem ent correlation In a
singlet state of two spin-s system s, considering only m easurem ent of spin cbservables
(ie., m easurem ent of observables of the form 4: where & is any unit vector in R 3 and
"= ( xi yi ) witheach ;beinga @s+ 1) (2s+ 1) traceless H em itian m atrix and
the all three together form the SU (2) algebra) where 2s+ 1 = 2", n being any positive
Integer. As s can only take integral or halfintegral values, the allowed values of s form
the in nite sequence spo1 = 1=2, Sp=, = 3=2, sp_3 = 7=2, etc. Fors, = 2° 1 1=2, our
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protocol requires n doits of com m unication and 2n num ber of Independent and uniform Iy
distrbuted shared random variables.

W e describe the general classical sin ulation of singlet state of two soin-s system s in
section II, followed by the speci cation of the m easurem ent scenario, which we will be
considering in the present paper. W e brie y describe the protocol of Toner and B acon
B] in section ITI.W e present our results for soin-s singlet state In section IV . F nally, our
conclusions are summ arized In section V.

2 Correlation of tw o spin-S singlet state

The singlet state j ( lag oftwo soin—s particles A and B is the eigenstate corresponding
to the eigenvalue 0 of the total spin cbservable of these two soin system s, nam ely the
state
1 X
Jsdas = P=—= (1) "dnda  J mg; @)
2s+ 1 _

= S

where §J si, 3 s+ 1i, ::;, 3 1li, Bl are eigenstates of the spin observabl of each of
the individual spin-s system . Thus j , iap isam axin ally entangled state ofthe bipartite
system A + B, describbed by the Hibert space C25*! "1, T the case of classical
sin ulation ofthe quantum correlation h |, A b j ,_,1ofthe twoqubit singlkt state
j ,_,1, Alice considers m easurem ent of traceless cbservable 4 and Bob considers that

of the traceless observabk br~ . These are soin cbservables. Analogous to the Pauli
m atrices, one can consider s+ 1)? 1 num ber oftraceJessbut trace-orthogonalH em itian
@s+1) @st1l)matrices 1, 2,::1% @er12 1 (e, Tr ;= OPorallibutTr( ; 5) = 0if
i6 j; see, Prexam pl, [10]) such that a generalpro gctive m easurem ent on the ndividual
soin-s system ocorresponds to the m easuram ent of an cbservabl of the form é:7, where &

isauni vector in R % V" ! and ~isthe (@s+ 1)2  1)4upke (1 25::1 gee1y 1) OF
the abovem entioned m atrices. In general, the quantum correlation h _ £~ oT:Nj J1

will be a bilinear function in the com ponents on ¢ and d. . the soecial case when

(i 3 i= i iPralli;j= 1;2;:::; @s+ 1)? 1, the quantum correlation will
be of the form &4 .

C lassical sin ulation of this general quantum ocorrelation seem s to be quite hard one
possble reason being the absence of Bloch sphere structure for higher soin system s.
R ather we w ill consider only m easurem ent of soin cbservables, nam ely the cbservables
of the form 4:J on each individual soin-s system , where &4 is an arbitrary unit vector In
R® and J = Jx;Jdy;J;). Forthe @s+ 1) (2s + 1) m atrix representations of the soin
observables Ji, Jy, and J,, please see page 191 —192 of ref.[11].

J m atrices satisfy the SU (2) algebra, namely Uy;J,1= iJ,, Uy;J.1= iJy, T,;Jc]=
iJ,. The eigenvalues of &:J are s, s+ 1, 11y s 1, s oralla 2 R. The quantum
correlationsh _ #iJ B;Jj .1 Which wewilldenote hereash 1i,where runsthrough
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allthe eigenvalues 0of4:J and runs through all the eigenvalues of BaT) is given by
, L , 1
h_, AJ bJj_ i=h i= 5s(s+ 1)ab; @)

where & and b are the unit vectors soecifying the directions along which the soin com po-—
nents are m easured by A lice and Bob respectively [12]. Note that, by virtue of being a

singlet state h 1= 0= h i imrespective of directions & and B. From now onward, we will
consideronly those spin-s system s forwhich 2s+ 1 = 2", n being any positive Integer. T hus

we see that the allbwed spin system swill fom the sub-class £2° ! 1=2 :n= 1;2;::gof
halfintegral soins.

3 C lassical sim ulation oftwo spin-1/2 singlet state

A sthe working principles of our protocol are of sim ilar in nature w ith those of Toner and
Bacon B], before describing our protoool, we would lke to brie y describe the protocol
of Toner and Bacon to sin ulate the m easurem ent correlationson j _,i. In this scenario,

A lice and B ob’s b isto sim ulate the quantum correlation h 1:2;'8:% B:% J 1= %éﬁ,
together w ith the conditionsthath i= 0= h i. To start with, A lice and Bob share two
Independent random variables " and *, each of which has unifbm distrbution on the

surface ofthe B loch sphere S, In R°. G iven the m easurem ent direction a, A lice calculates
%sgn (a:A), which she takes as her m easurem ent output . Note that sgn x) = 1 for

all x 0 and sgn x) = 1 orallx < 0. As" is uniform ly distributed on S,, for
each given &, 2isgn@:") will take its valies 1 and 2 wih equal probabilities, ie.,
Prob( = 1=2) = Prob( = 1=2) = 1=2 (and hence, h i = 0). A lice then sends

A
.
.

the one bi inform ation ¢ sgn (@:)sgn @:") to Bob. Note that instead of sending
sgn @ ), by sending ¢, A lice does not allow Bob to extract any inform ation about her

output . This is s0 because Prob( = 1=2¢ = 1) = Prob( = 1=2% = 1) and
Prob( = 1=21 = 1) = Prob( = 1=21t = 1). A fter receiving ¢, and using his
m easurem ent direction b, Bob now caloulates his output %sgn B:("+ )] Now
Z Z
. 1 A A A
hi= sqn b:(" + sgn @:")sgn @)~ d"d” ?)

2@ )? "2s, 725,

G ven any "~ 2 S,, foreach choice of " 2 S, , the two values of the Integrand corresponding
to " and © are negative of each other. A s the distrlbbution of " on S, is taken to be
uniform , the abovem entioned observation inm ediately shows that h i = 0. As 2
f1=2; 1=2g, thereforeProb( = 1=2) = Prb( = 1=2) = 1=2. In ordef)to com pute
h i, one should observe that Bob’s output can also be written as = % e 1@+
ad)=2]sgn ES:(A + d ") ]. The ollow ing two am ong the four ntegrals Which appears in
h i) 7 7
1

8@ )? "28, ~28,

sgn @:)sgn b:(" ~dan




cancels each other by incorporating the Inversion " ! ~. And the rest two Integrals

Z Z
1

8@ )? "2, 728,

sgn @ )sgn b:(" ~dan

are sam e and they are equalto the integral

1 Z 7
. sgn @:")sgnb:(*  M)Kd~:
8@ ) "25s, ~285,
And hence we have

h#: b3, i h i=

V4 V4 7
2 @:")sgn b:(~ "y ar z sgn @:)b:"a” Lab

8@ )? 728,  "28, 8@ ) "2s, 4

@)

4 C lassical sim ulation oftw o spin-S singlet state us-—
ng spin m easurem ents

Let usnow com e to our protocol. In the sim ulation of the m easurem ent of the cbservable
4:J where 4 2 R’ isthe supplied direction ofm easurem ent), A lice w ill have to reproduce
the 2° number of outcomes = 2° ! g=2;2 b 3=2;:::; 2 '+ 1=2 wih equal

n

probability. If we consider the series - ,_, f k)2” *, where, for each k, £ k) can
be either 1 or 1, i tums out that the series can only take the abovem entioned 2
di erent values of . The probability distrdoution of these di erent values of the series
w illdepend on that ofthen-tuplk £f 1);f 2);:::;f h)g. In ordertom ake thisprobability
distrbution an uniform one (which jsessen‘aalhere for the sim ulation purpose), we choose
here £ (k) = sgn @ ") Preach k, where 4 is the m easurem ent direction forA licewhike ",
2, 11y o, are independent and uniformm ly distribbuted random variables on S,. W e have
seen in the abovem entioned Toner and Bacon protocol that if A lice and Bob share the
two independent and unifom ly distributed mndom variables Ak 2 S, and * 2 S,, then
the random variable r sgn@ (x+ sgnIgé k)sSan @:"x) "k )] isuniform ly distributed over
f1l; 1g.Hence, asabove,’chequant:l:y2 e q 20 ksgn B: (" + 1~ ) 1w illhave 2° di erent
valies =201  1=2;2 1 3=2;:::;; 21 + 1=2 allw ith equal probabilities. But the
Interesting point to note is that In the ca]cu]atjon of the average (over the independent
but uniform ly distributed random variabls 1r 2, iy ns N1s N2ty M) ofthe product
, there w illbe no contrbution from cross tem s like sgn (a:AEk)sgn ES:(A1+ nN1ifk 6 1.

n

T he protoool proceeds as follow s: A lice outputs = % 1 2" Xsgn (a:“k) . Alice

sends n doits cl,cz;:“;cn to Bob where g = sgn (a:Ak)sgn @y) ork = 1;2;::5n,

where 1, 2, 11y o, "1, N2, 1y Mn are ndependent shared random variables between
A lice and Bob, each being uniform Iy distrdouted on S,. Thus we see that, n tem s



of shared randomness, = ( 1; 25::%; o 1525000 7) is the shared random variable
bgween Alice and Bob. A fter receiving these n doits from A lice, Bob outputs =
2702 *sgnf:("x + o M)]. I Dlows mmediately from the discussion in the last
paragraph that

X Z

2% 2k dAl :::dAk 1dAk+1 :::dAnd’\l tiid™ 1AM s d?y

sgn @:")sgn b: ((y + M) 1A kd N 5)

("xi%)2S2 Sz

]j:ﬁ%,ﬂowsftom the discussion in section ITI regarding Tonerand Bacon’swork thath i=

1 n

T2 24 % . Summ ing the geom etric series and using @s+ 1) = 2" we nally get

h i= §s<s+ 1ab: 6)

T his protocol exactly sim ulates quantum m echanical probability distribbution for par-
ticular types of pro Ective m easuram ents, nam ely the soin m easurem ent, on the soin s
singlet state w ith 2s+ 1 = 2" forpositive integern. T he above protocolapplies to in nite,
although sparse, subset of the set of all spins (ie., all Integral and half integral values).
Them ost m portant nding is that the am ount of com m unication goes as log, 2s+ 1) or
as log,s for s 1. Our protoocol works equally for any two spin-s m axinm ally entangled
state as that can be locally uniarily connected to the singlkt state.

5 Conclusion

O ur result provides the am ount of classical com m unication in the worst case scenario if
we consider only m easurem ent of soin cbservables on both sides of a two spin—s sihglet
state w ith the restriction that the dim ension 2s+ 1 ofeach subsystem must be a positive
Integralpower of 2, and just n = log, @s+ 1) bits of com m unication from A lice to Bob is
su cient. W e are unable to show whether our protocol is optin al (in the sense of using

m ininum num ber of classical com m unication). On the other hand, if we consider m ost
general pro gctive m easuram ents on both the sides of a m axin ally entangled state oftwo
qudits, with d= 2", it isknown that (see B]) A lice would require at least of the order of
2" bits of com m unication to be sent to Bob, in the worst case scenario when n is large
enough. But forgenerald, log,d can be shown to be a lowerbound on the average am ount
of classical com m unication that one would require to sinulate the m axin ally entangled
correlation of two qudits considering m ost general type of pro gctive m easurem ents [L3].
It is also known that log,d bits of classical comm unication on average is su cient to

sim ulate the m easuram ent correlation ofa m axin ally entangled state oftwo qudits, when
both A lice and Bob consider only m easurem ent of traceless binary ocbservables [14]. &
thus seam s that even if sin ulation ofm axin ally entangled correlation in them ost general



case of pro ective m easurem ent is a hard problem , and one would require to send classical
com m unication at least of the order of the din ension (for lJarge din ensional case), there
is still som e room to search fore cient simulation protocols in lower din ensions.
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