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A bstract

W egivea classicalprotocolto exactly sim ulatequantum correlationsim plied by

a spin-s singletstate forthe in�nite sequence ofspinssatisfying (2s+ 1)= 2n,in

the worst-case scenario,where n is a positive integer. The class ofm easurem ents

we consider here are only those corresponding to spin observables. The required

am ountofcom m unication isfound to be log2d where d = 2s+ 1 isthe dim ension

ofthe spin-s Hilbertspace.

PACS num bers:03.67.Hk,03.65.Ud,03.65.Ta,03.67.M n

1 Introduction

Itiswellknown thatquantum correlationsim plied by an entangled quantum state ofa

bipartite quantum system cannotbe produced classically,i.e.,using only the localand

realisticpropertiesofthesubsystem s,withoutany com m unication between thetwo sub-

system s [1]. By quantum correlations we m ean the statisticalcorrelations between the

outputsofm easurem entsindependently carried outon each ofthe two entangled parts.

Naturally, the question arises as to the m inim um am ount ofclassicalcom m unication

(num berofcbits)necessary to sim ulate thequantum correlationsofan entangled bipar-

tite system . Thisam ountofcom m unication quanti�es the nonlocality ofthe entangled

bipartitequantum system .Italso helpsusgauge[2]theam ountofinform ation hidden in

theentangled quantum system itselfin som esense,theam ountofinform ation thatm ust

bespace-liketransm itted,in alocalhidden variablem odel,in orderfornaturetoaccount

fortheexcessquantum correlations.
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In thisscenario,Aliceand Bob tryand output� and � respectively,through aclassical

protocol,with thesam eprobability distribution asifthey shared thebipartiteentangled

system and each m easured his or her part ofthe system according to a given random

Von Neum ann m easurem ent.Aswehavem entioned above,such a protocolm ustinvolve

com m unication between Alice and Bob,who generally share �nite orin�nite num berof

random variables. The am ountofcom m unication isquanti�ed [3]eitherasthe average

num ber ofcbits C(P) over the directions along which the spin com ponents are m ea-

sured (average orexpected com m unication) orthe worst case com m unication,which is

them axim um am ountofcom m unication Cw(P)exchanged between Aliceand Bob in any

particularexecution oftheprotocol.Thethird m ethod isasym ptoticcom m unication i.e.,

the lim itlim n! 1 C(P
n)where P n isthe probability distribution obtained when n runs

oftheprotocolcarried outin paralleli.e.,when thepartiesreceiven inputsand produce

n outputsin onego.Notethat,naively,Alicecan justtellBob thedirection ofherm ea-

surem entto getan exactclassicalsim ulation,butthiscorrespondsto an in�niteam ount

ofcom m unication. the question whether a sim ulation can be done with �nite am ount

ofcom m unication was raised independently by M audlin [4],Brassard,Cleve and Tapp

[5]and Steiner [6]. Brassard,Cleve and Tapp used the worst case com m unication cost

while Steinerused the average. Steiner’sm odelisweakerasthe am ountofcom m unica-

tion in theworstcasecan beunbounded although such casesoccurwith zero probability.

Brassard,Cleve and Tapp gave a protocolto sim ulate entanglem ent in a singlet state

(i.e.,theEPR pair)using eightcbitsofcom m unication.Csirik [7]hasim proved itwhere

onerequiressix bitsofcom m unication.Tonerand Bacon [8]gavea protocolto sim ulate

two-qubitsingletstateentanglem entusing only onecbitofcom m unication.Interestingly,

quantum correlations that cannot be classically sim ulated without com m unication also

occurin a scenario where incom patibleobservablesaresuccessively m easured on classof

input(singleparticle)spin-sstateswhich can besim ulated with a classicalprotocolwith

com m unication between successive m easurem ents[9].

Classicalsim ulation ofquantum correlationsisaccom plished forspin-1=2singletstate,

requiringtheoptim alam ount,nam ely,1cbitofclassicalcom m unication in theworst-case

scenario,using arbitrary projectivem easurem enton each site[8].Itisim portanttoknow

how doestheam ountofthisclassicalcom m unication changewith thechangein thevalue

ofthe spin s,in order to quantify the advantage o�ered by quantum com m unication

overthe classicalone. Further,thiscom m unication costquanti�es,in term sofclassical

resources,thevariationofthenonlocalcharacterofquantum correlationswith spin values.

In this paperwe give a classicalprotocolto sim ulate the m easurem ent correlation in a

singlet state oftwo spin-s system s, considering only m easurem ent ofspin observables

(i.e.,m easurem ent ofobservables ofthe form â:~� where â isany unitvectorin IR
3 and

~�= (� x;�y;�z)with each �i being a (2s+ 1)� (2s+ 1)tracelessHerm itian m atrix and

the allthree togetherform the SU(2)algebra)where 2s+ 1 = 2n,n being any positive

integer. Ass can only take integralorhalf-integralvalues,the allowed valuesofs form

the in�nite sequence sn= 1 = 1=2,sn= 2 = 3=2,sn= 3 = 7=2,etc. Forsn = 2n� 1 � 1=2,our
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protocolrequiresn cbitsofcom m unication and 2n num berofindependentand uniform ly

distributed shared random variables.

W e describe the generalclassicalsim ulation ofsingletstate oftwo spin-s system sin

section II,followed by the speci�cation ofthe m easurem ent scenario,which we willbe

considering in the present paper. W e brie
y describe the protocolofToner and Bacon

[8]in section III.W epresentourresultsforspin-ssingletstatein section IV.Finally,our

conclusionsaresum m arized in section V.

2 C orrelation oftw o spin-S singlet state

Thesingletstatej �

s iA B oftwo spin-s particlesA and B istheeigenstatecorresponding

to the eigenvalue 0 ofthe totalspin observable ofthese two spin system s,nam ely the

state

j 
�

s iA B =
1

p
2s+ 1

s
X

m = � s

(� 1)s� m jm iA 
 j� m iB ; (1)

where j� si,j� s+ 1i,:::,js� 1i,jsiare eigenstatesofthe spin observable ofeach of

theindividualspin-ssystem .Thusj �

s iA B isam axim ally entangled stateofthebipartite

system A + B ,described by the Hilbert space C 2s+ 1 
 C
2s+ 1. In the case ofclassical

sim ulation ofthequantum correlation h �

1=2
ĵa:~� 
 b̂:~�j 

�

1=2
iofthetwo-qubitsingletstate

j 
�

1=2
i,Alice considers m easurem ent oftraceless observable â:~� and Bob considers that

ofthe traceless observable b̂:~� . These are spin observables. Analogous to the Pauli

m atrices,onecanconsider(2s+1)2� 1num beroftrace-lessbuttrace-orthogonalHerm itian

(2s+ 1)� (2s+ 1)m atrices�1,�2,:::,�(2s+ 1)2� 1 (i.e.,Tr�i= 0forallibutTr(�i�j)= 0if

i6= j;see,forexam ple,[10])such thatageneralprojectivem easurem enton theindividual

spin-s system correspondsto them easurem entofan observableoftheform ĉ:~�,where ĉ

isa unitvectorin IR (2s+ 1)2� 1 and ~� isthe((2s+ 1)2 � 1)-tuple(�1;�2;:::;�(2s+ 1)2� 1)of

theabove-m entioned � m atrices.In general,thequantum correlation h �

s ĵc:
~�
 d̂:~�j �

s i

willbe a bilinear function in the com ponents on ĉ and d̂. In the specialcase when

(�i
 �j)j 
�

s i= ��ijj 
�

s iforalli;j= 1;2;:::;(2s+ 1)2� 1,thequantum correlation will

beoftheform �ĉ:d̂ .

Classicalsim ulation ofthisgeneralquantum correlation seem s to be quite hard one

possible reason being the absence of Bloch sphere structure for higher spin system s.

Rather we willconsider only m easurem ent ofspin observables,nam ely the observables

ofthe form â:J on each individualspin-s system ,where â isan arbitrary unitvectorin

IR
3 and J = (Jx;Jy;Jz). Forthe (2s+ 1)� (2s+ 1)m atrix representations ofthe spin

observablesJx,Jy,and Jz,pleaseseepage191 -192 ofref.[11].

J m atricessatisfy the SU(2)algebra,nam ely [Jx;Jy]= iJz,[Jy;Jz]= iJx,[Jz;Jx]=

iJy. The eigenvalues ofâ:J are � s,� s+ 1,:::,s� 1,s forallâ 2 IR
3. The quantum

correlationsh �

s ĵa:J
 b̂:Jj �

s i(which wewilldenotehereash��i,where� runsthrough
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alltheeigenvaluesofâ:J and � runsthrough alltheeigenvaluesofb̂:J)isgiven by

h 
�

s ĵa:J 
 b̂:Jj �

s i= h��i= �
1

3
s(s+ 1)̂a:̂b; (2)

where â and b̂aretheunitvectorsspecifying thedirectionsalong which thespin com po-

nentsare m easured by Alice and Bob respectively [12]. Note that,by virtue ofbeing a

singletstate,h�i= 0= h�iirrespective ofdirections â and b̂.From now onward,wewill

consideronlythosespin-ssystem sforwhich 2s+1= 2n,n beinganypositiveinteger.Thus

weseethattheallowed spin system swillform thesub-classf2n� 1� 1=2:n = 1;2;:::g of

half-integralspins.

3 C lassicalsim ulation oftw o spin-1/2 singlet state

Astheworking principlesofourprotocolareofsim ilarin naturewith thoseofTonerand

Bacon [8],before describing ourprotocol,we would like to brie
y describe the protocol

ofTonerand Bacon to sim ulatethem easurem entcorrelationson j �

1=2
i.In thisscenario,

AliceandBob’sjobistosim ulatethequantum correlationh �

1=2
ĵa:1

2
�
 b̂:1

2
�j 

�

1=2
i= � 1

4
â:̂b,

togetherwith theconditionsthath�i= 0= h�i.To startwith,Aliceand Bob sharetwo

independent random variables �̂ and �̂,each ofwhich has uniform distribution on the

surfaceoftheBloch sphereS2 in IR
3.Given them easurem entdirection â,Alicecalculates

� 1

2
sgn(̂a:̂�),which she takes as her m easurem ent output �. Note thatsgn(x) = 1 for

allx � 0 and sgn(x) = � 1 for allx < 0. Aŝ� is uniform ly distributed on S2,for

each given â,� 1

2
sgn(̂a:̂�) willtake its values 1

2
and � 1

2
with equalprobabilities,i.e.,

Prob(� = 1=2) = Prob(� = � 1=2) = 1=2 (and hence,h�i = 0). Alice then sends

the one bit inform ation c � sgn(̂a:̂�)sgn(̂a:̂�) to Bob. Note that instead ofsending

sgn(̂a:̂�),by sending c,Alice doesnotallow Bob to extractany inform ation abouther

output �. This is so because Prob(� = 1=2jc = 1) = Prob(� = � 1=2jc = 1) and

Prob(� = 1=2jc = � 1) = Prob(� = � 1=2jc = � 1). After receiving c,and using his

m easurem entdirection b̂,Bob now calculateshisoutput� � 1

2
sgn[̂b:(̂�+ ĉ�)].Now

h�i=
1

2(4�)2

Z

�̂2S2

Z

�̂2S2

sgn[̂b:(̂�+ sgn(̂a:̂�)sgn(̂a:̂�)̂�)]d�̂d�̂ : (3)

Given any �̂ 2 S2,foreach choiceof�̂ 2 S2,thetwovaluesoftheintegrand corresponding

to �̂ and � �̂ are negative ofeach other. As the distribution of �̂ on S2 is taken to be

uniform ,the above-m entioned observation im m ediately shows that h�i = 0. As � 2

f1=2;� 1=2g,therefore Prob(� = 1=2)= Prob(� = � 1=2)= 1=2. In orderto com pute

h��i,one should observe that Bob’s output can also be written as � = 1

2

P

d= � 1
[(1+

cd)=2]sgn[̂b:(̂� + d �̂)]. The following two am ong the four integrals (which appears in

h��i)

�
1

8(4�)2

Z

�̂2S2

Z

�̂2S2

sgn(̂a:̂�)sgn[̂b:(̂�� �̂)]d̂�d�̂
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cancelseach otherby incorporating theinversion �̂ ! � �̂.And theresttwo integrals

�
1

8(4�)2

Z

�̂2S2

Z

�̂2S2

sgn(̂a:̂�)sgn[̂b:(̂�� �̂)]d̂�d�̂

aresam eand they areequalto theintegral

1

8(4�)2

Z

�̂2S2

Z

�̂2S2

sgn(̂a:̂�)sgn[̂b:(̂�� �̂)]d�̂d�̂ :

And hencewehave

h 
�

1=2
ĵa:� 
 b̂:�j 

�

1=2
i� h��i=

�
2

8(4�)2

Z

�̂2S2

Z

�̂2S2

sgn(̂a:̂�)sgn[̂b:(̂�� �̂)]d�̂d�̂ = �
2

8(4�)

Z

�̂2S2

sgn(̂a:̂�)̂b:̂�d�̂ = �
1

4
â:̂b:

(4)

4 C lassicalsim ulation oftw o spin-S singlet state us-

ing spin m easurem ents

Letusnow com eto ourprotocol.In thesim ulation ofthem easurem entoftheobservable

â:J (where â 2 IR
3 isthesupplied direction ofm easurem ent),Alicewillhavetoreproduce

the 2n num ber ofoutcom es � = 2n� 1 � 1=2;2n� 1 � 3=2;:::;� 2n� 1 + 1=2 with equal

probability. Ifwe consider the series � 1

2

P n

k= 1
f(k)2n� k,where, for each k,f(k) can

be either 1 or � 1,it turns out that the series can only take the above-m entioned 2n

di�erentvalues of�. The probability distribution ofthese di�erent valuesofthe series

willdepend on thatofthen-tupleff(1);f(2);:::;f(n)g.In ordertom akethisprobability

distribution an uniform one(which isessentialhereforthesim ulation purpose),wechoose

heref(k)= sgn(̂a:̂�k)foreach k,where â isthem easurem entdirection forAlicewhile �̂1,

�̂2,:::,�̂n are independentand uniform ly distributed random variableson S2.W e have

seen in the above-m entioned Tonerand Bacon protocolthatifAlice and Bob share the

two independentand uniform ly distributed random variables �̂k 2 S2 and �̂k 2 S2,then

therandom variablerk � sgn[̂b:(̂�k+ sgn(̂a:̂�k)sgn(̂a:̂�k)̂�k)]isuniform lydistributed over

f1;� 1g.Hence,asabove,thequantity1
2

P n

k= 1
2n� ksgn[̂b:(̂�k+ rk�̂k)]willhave2

n di�erent

values� = 2n� 1 � 1=2;2n� 1 � 3=2;:::;� 2n� 1 + 1=2 allwith equalprobabilities.Butthe

interesting pointto note isthatin the calculation ofthe average (overthe independent

butuniform ly distributed random variables �̂1,�̂2,:::,�̂n,�̂1,�̂2,:::,�̂n)oftheproduct

��,therewillbenocontribution from crossterm slikesgn(̂a:̂�k)sgn[̂b:(�̂l+ rl�̂l)]ifk 6= l.

The protocolproceeds asfollows: Alice outputs� = � 1

2

P n

k= 1
2n� ksgn(̂a:̂�k). Alice

sends n cbits c1;c2;:::;cn to Bob where ck = sgn(̂a:̂�k)sgn(̂a:̂�k) for k = 1;2;:::;n,

where �̂1,�̂2,:::,�̂n,�̂1,�̂2,:::,�̂n are independent shared random variablesbetween

Alice and Bob, each being uniform ly distributed on S2. Thus we see that, in term s
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ofshared random ness,� = (̂�1;̂�2;:::;̂�n;�̂1;�̂2;:::;�̂n)isthe shared random variable

between Alice and Bob. After receiving these n cbits from Alice, Bob outputs � =
1

2

P n

k= 1
2n� ksgn[̂b:(̂�k + ck�̂k)]. It follows im m ediately from the discussion in the last

paragraph that

h��i= �
1

4

1

(4�)2n

n
X

k= 1

22n� 2k
Z

d�̂1:::d�̂k� 1d�̂k+ 1:::d�̂nd�̂1:::d�̂k� 1d�̂k+ 1:::d�̂n�

Z

(̂�k ;̂�k)2S2� S2

sgn(̂a:̂�k)sgn[̂b:(̂�k + dk�̂k)]d�̂kd�̂k: (5)

Itfollowsfrom thediscussion in section IIIregardingTonerand Bacon’sworkthath��i=

� 1

4

P n

k= 1
22n� 2kâ:̂b.Sum m ing thegeom etricseriesand using (2s+ 1)= 2n we�nally get

h��i= �
1

3
s(s+ 1)̂a:̂b: (6)

Thisprotocolexactly sim ulatesquantum m echanicalprobability distribution forpar-

ticular types ofprojective m easurem ents,nam ely the spin m easurem ent,on the spin s

singletstatewith 2s+ 1= 2n forpositiveintegern.Theaboveprotocolappliestoin�nite,

although sparse,subsetofthe setofallspins(i.e.,allintegraland halfintegralvalues).

Them ostim portant�nding isthattheam ountofcom m unication goesaslog2(2s+ 1)or

aslog2s fors � 1. Ourprotocolworksequally forany two spin-s m axim ally entangled

stateasthatcan belocally unitarily connected to thesingletstate.

5 C onclusion

Ourresultprovidesthe am ountofclassicalcom m unication in the worstcase scenario if

we consider only m easurem ent ofspin observables on both sides ofa two spin-s singlet

statewith therestriction thatthedim ension 2s+ 1 ofeach subsystem m ustbea positive

integralpowerof2,and justn = log2(2s+ 1)bitsofcom m unication from Aliceto Bob is

su�cient. W e are unable to show whetherourprotocolisoptim al(in the sense ofusing

m inim um num berofclassicalcom m unication). On the otherhand,ifwe considerm ost

generalprojectivem easurem entson both thesidesofa m axim ally entangled stateoftwo

qudits,with d = 2n,itisknown that(see[5])Alicewould requireatleastoftheorderof

2n bitsofcom m unication to be sentto Bob,in the worstcase scenario when n islarge

enough.Butforgenerald,log2dcan beshown tobealowerbound on theaverageam ount

ofclassicalcom m unication thatone would require to sim ulate the m axim ally entangled

correlation oftwo quditsconsidering m ostgeneraltype ofprojective m easurem ents[13].

It is also known that log2d bits ofclassicalcom m unication on average is su�cient to

sim ulatethem easurem entcorrelation ofa m axim ally entangled stateoftwo qudits,when

both Alice and Bob consider only m easurem ent oftraceless binary observables [14]. It

thusseem sthateven ifsim ulation ofm axim ally entangled correlation in them ostgeneral

6



caseofprojectivem easurem entisahard problem ,and onewould requiretosend classical

com m unication atleastofthe orderofthe dim ension (forlarge dim ensionalcase),there

isstillsom eroom to search fore�cientsim ulation protocolsin lowerdim ensions.
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