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The maxim ally entangled m ixed states of M unro, Jam es,
W hite, and Kwiat Phys. Rev. A 64 (2001) 030302] are
shown to exhbit interesting features vis a vis conditional en—
tropic m easures. The sam e happens w ith the Ishizaka and
H iroshin a states Phys. Rev. A 62 022310 (2000)], whose
entanglem ent-degree can not be increased by acting on them

w ith logic gates. Specialtypes of entangled states that do not
violate classical entropic inequalities are seen to exist In the
space of two qubits. Specialm eaning can be assigned to the
M unro et al. special participation ratio of1.8.

Pacs: 03.67Mn; 89.704 ¢

I. NTRODUCTION

Entanglem ent is one of the m ost fiindam ental issues
of quantum theory [L]. It is a physical resource, lke
energy, associated with the peculiar non-classical cor-
relations that are possble between separated quantum
system s. Recourse to entanglem ent is required so as
to Inplem ent quantum inform ation processes R,3] such
as quantum cryptographic key distrbbution [4], quantum
teleportation [B], superdense coding [6], and quantum
com putation [7]. Indeed, production ofentanglem ent isa
kind ofelem entary prerequisite for any quantum com pu-—
tation. A state ofa com posite quantum system is called
\entangled" if it can not be represented as a m ixture of
factorizable pure states. O therw ise, the state is called
separable. T he above de nition is physically m eaningfiil
because entangled states (unlke separable states) can-
not be prepared locally by acting on each subsystem
individually [B,9]. A physically m otivated m easure of
entanglem ent is provided by the entanglem ent of for-
mation E [ ] [L0], that quanti es the resources needed
to create a given entangled state . The entanglem ent
of form ation for two-qubits system s is given by W oot—
ters’ expression 11, E[]= h 1+ 1 C2=2,where
h&) = x Iog, x 1 x)log,(I x);and C stands
for the concurrence of the two—qubits state . The con—
currence is given by C = max(0; 1 2 3 4);

i; @ = 1;:::4) beihg the square roots, In decreas—
Ing order, of the eigenvalues of the matrix ~, wih
~ (y y) (y y)- The above expression has
to be evalnated by recourse to the m atrix elem ents of

com puted w ith respect to the product basis. A nother

m eaningfiil quantity is the fully entangled fraction Fgr
[12], that detem ines the range of possble concurrence
values for a m ixed state: Fgr C Fgr + 1)=2. For
an illustration of this last statem ent, the reader is re—
ferred to Fig. 2 of Ref. [12], whose authors investigate
the fraction of two-qubits m ixed states that can be used
In allquantum inform ation processing applications using
Frg . Still another im portant quantity is the participa—
tion ratio,

R()= [r(*)1*; @)
is particularly convenient for calculations and can be re—
garded as a m easure of the degree ofm ixture of a given
density m atrix [L3{15]. It varies from unity for pure
states to N for totally m ixed states (if * is represented
byanN N matrix). Tmay be iInterpreted asthee ec—
tive num ber of pure states that enter the m xture. Ifthe
participation ratio of ishigh enough, then its partially
transposed density m atrix is positive, which forN = 4
am ountsto separability forR 3 P,14]. N otice also that
R is invariant under the action of unitary operators.

T here are several entropic (or inform ation) m easures
that can be usefil in order to investigate the violation
of classical entropic inequalities by quantum entangled
states. Am ong them , the von Neum ann m easure is in —
portant because of its relationship w ith the them ody-
nam ic entropy, and the participation ratio is particularly
convenient both fornum ericaland analyticalcalculations
[L3{15]. T he gentropies, w hich are functions ofthe quan—
tity !q = Tr (9 ;provide one wih a whol fam ily of
entropic measures. In the limit g ! 1 these m easures
incorporate von N eum ann’s as a particular instance. On
the other hand, when g = 2 they are sin ply related to
the participation ratio (1). M ost ofthe applications ofg—
entropies to physics involve etther the Renyiorthe T sal-
lis" entropies [16,17], respectively,

S¥=h(y=0 a;

. Sqg = 1 lg=@ 1: @

a
h the g= 2 case, SCTFZ is often called the linear en—
tropy S;, [15]. T sallis” and Renyism easures are related
through S; = F (S§); where the function F is given by
Fi)= 19 1 =1 q:Asan inmediate conse-
quence, rallnon vanishing valies ofqg, T sallis’m easure
Sé isam onotonic increasing function ofR enyi’sm easure
S}; . Considerably attention has been recently paid to a
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conditional entropic m easure based upon T sallis’” func-
tional, and de ned as
T _ T
S; ®B) = fS] @B)

Sq B)g=fl+ 1 qSq B)g:

3)

Here pp designsan arbitrary quantum state ofthe com —
posite system A B, not necessarily factorizable nor sep—
arable,and s = Tr (ap ). The condiional gentropy
Sq B R) isde ned :n a sin farway as (), replacing g

by a = Tr (ap). The conditional gentropy (3) has
been recently studied in connection w ith the separability
of density m atrices descrdbbing com posite quantum sys—
tem s [18,19]. For separable states (see for instance R0])

Sq @B) 0; sgBA) O: @

On the contrary, there are entangled states that have
negative conditional gentropies. That is, for som e en—
tangled states one (or both) of the inequalities (4) are
not veri ed. Now, since T sallis’ entropy is a m onotonous
Increasing function ofR enyi’s, it isplain that (3) hasal
waysthesamesjgnassg AaR) = SS(AB) SS(B):
T he positivity ofeitherthe T sallis’ conditionalentropy or
the R enyiconditionalentropy are known asthe \classical
gentropic nequalities" R0].

In practice, onew illm ore often have to dealw ith m ixed
states than w ith pure ones. From the point of view of
entanglem ent-exploitation, one should then be Interested
In maxim ally entangled m ixed states MEM S) mEM 5/
which are the basic constituents of all quantum com m u—
nication protocols. The M EM S states have been stud-
ied, for example, n Refs. [15,21,22] for the two-qubis
Instance of two (one qubit-)subsystem s A and B . For
M EM S, the relations between i) von Neum ann’s and lin—
ear entropies, on the one hand, and i) concurrence and
von Neum ann entropy, on the other one, have been ex-—
haustively investigated in R2]. M EM S states have been
recently been experin entally encountered R3,24]. W e
w ill focus attention on these kind of states here. M EM S
foragiven R value have the follow ing appearance in the
com putationalbasis (P0i; P1i; §01i;3114) @L5].

0 g x) 0 0 x=2 L
B 0 1 2g&xk) 0 0 cC
MEMS = @ 0 Og 0 0 A ; )
x=2 0 0 gx)

with gx) = 1=3 or 0 X 2=3, and g®) = x=2 for
2=3 x 1l.Thechangeofg((x) regineensues forR =
18. W e will reveal below som e physical consequences of
this regim echange . O fgreat in portance are also m ixed
states w hose entanglem ent-degree cannot be increased by
the action of Iogic gates R1]that, again In the sam ebasis,
are given by

0 1
P2 0 0 0
B o Bfpi P3P1
IH = % 0 P32p1 p3§p1 0 28-\ i ®)
2 2
0 0 0 pa

whose eigenvalues are the p;; @ =
o P3 Pa. W e call these states the Ishizaka and
Hiroshin a (1) ones and their concurrence readsCy =

P1 P3 27 pP2ps, @ relation valid for ranks 3 that
has num erical support also if the rank is four R1]. O f
course, allM EM S belong to the IH-class. Our goal is
to uncover interesting correlationsbetw een entanglem ent
and m ixedness that em erge when we study these states
from the view point of conditional entropies.

II.ENTROPIC INEQUALITIES AND M EM S

W e begin here w ith the presentation of our resuls. A
few of them are of an analytical nature. For instance,
n the case of all states of the form s (6) and/or (5), the
partial traces ,_g over one of the subsystem s A or B
are equal, ie., for the reduced density m atrices we have

A = B, which entalls S;AB) = SqB A) for both
the Renyiand the T sallis entropy. Notice that this is a
particular feature of these states.

A s for the form (6), we establish a lower bound to its
states’ concurrence for a considerable R range (see Fig.
3), nam ely,

P
3R4 R)

Cramin = [ REECR): (7)

In the case ofM EM S and In the vicinity ofR = 1 wecan
analytically relate entropic changes w ih concurrence—
changes, In the fashion (rem ember that orM EM S C
CM ax)
R -
steB) =

Befn@) @ 1)g] C: ®)

Thecaseg! 1 isthe strongest gentropic criterion R0].
Eqg. (8) expresses the fact that, forM EM S, an alldevia—
tions from pure states (for which the g-entropic criteria
are necessary and su cient separability conditions) do
not change the criteria’s validiy, that becom es then ex—
tended to a class ofm ixed states.

1. Num erical resuls

W e will random ly generate states in the space S ™) of
m ixed states N = 4 in ourcase). T his can be regarded
asaproduct space,S® ) =P b ,whereP stands forthe
set of orthonom alpro fctors ( Iil 1 PAi = I})) and isthe
set ofallrealN uples (£ ;g; 0 i 1; Iiil 1= 1).
A llstates aregenerated according to the ZH SL m easure

Ly 1 . Here, isthemeasure induced on P by the
Haar m easure on the group of unitary m atrices U NN )
and Ly 1 Is the Leguesbe measure on the sinplex of
elgenvalues [25,26].

A s stated above, we deal In this paper w ith two kinds
ofm axin ally entangles states M EM S and Ishizaka and
H iroshin a ones). W e call the class that com prises both
kinds the M E-one. Fig. 1 depicts the overall situation.



In the upper part we plot the M E -states’ concurrence
Cig Vvs. the participation ratio. R ranges in the inter-
vall < R < 18 (the latter gure corresoonds to the
above m entioned transition point or M EM S). @ ): the
upper lne gives M EM S-states and the inferior one the
Iowerbound (7). B):the lower part of the F igure gives
the conditional entropy of the ME states S§ A B) for
g! 1 (the solid curve corresoondsto theM EM S case).
Tt is always negative, so that here the entropic nequal-
ities provide the correct aswer in order to detect entan—
glem ent.

Fig. 2 isa plot ofthe concurrence C1y VS. p axs the
maxinum eigenvalie of our M E bipartite states . The
dashed line corresponds to M EM S. The graph con m s
the statem ent m ade In [15] that the latter are not m axi-
m ally entangled states if m ixedness is m easured accord—
Ing to a criterion that isnot the R one. T hree separate
regions (I, IT, ITT) can be seen to em erge. The m axin um
and m lnimum (continuous) contour lines are of an ana-
Iytical character:

Fist zone: a) (2" =
b) (4™ = 2 nax
Second: a) CIy** = 3 g ax
b) " =0

Thid: A 1l states are separable Gy = 0.

max O pax 2 [1=2;1]
1 for Bell diagonal states.
1 or n,ax 2 [0=3;1=2]

O ur three zones (I, IT, I1I) can be characterized accord—
Ing to strict geom etrical criteria, as extensively discussed
In R7]. In point of fact, the paper by W ei et al. R2]
exhaustively studiesM EM S for di erent m easures of en—
tanglem ent and m ixedness. T he extension m ade here to

max as a proper degree of m xture con mms in Fig. 2
the discussion given in R2] that assertsthat M EM S are
sensitive to the form ofm ixture em ployed.

Fig. 3isa Cig vs. R plt lke that ofFig. 1, but or
an extended R range (1 < R < 3). The pertinent TH
bipartite states 1la \band" with dots (a sample of 104
states). In Fig. 3 we focus attention on a special type of
bipartite states: those that, being entangled, do fil 1lthe
nequalities (4). For these states, let us call them entan-
gled states w ith \classical" conditional entropic behavior
(ESCRE), the quasitriangular solid line depicts, foreach
R, them aximn um degree of entanglem ent attainable. For
each value ofR (crosses), we generate 10® states accord—
Ing to the aforem entioned ZH SL m easure, keeping only
the ESCRE onesw ith m axin alC . Interestingly enough,
them axin um degree ofentanglm ent forESCRE obtahsat
R = 18, which signals the change of regine forM EM S
(C£f. (5) and com m entaries in m ediately below that equa—
tion). This fact gives an entropic m eaning to that par-
ticular R valie. W e can state then that i) whenever
the entropic criteriim tums out to constitute a neces—
sary and su cient condition for sgparability @t R = 1
and R = 3), the ESCRE -degree of entanglem ent is null,
and ii) the E SCRE -degree ofentanglem ent ism axim alat
the M unro et al. changeofregineR valie of1.8.

III.CONCLUSION S

Forentangled statesw ith classical conditionalentropic
behavior ESCRE), the maxinum degree of entangle-
m ent attainable obtainsatR = 1:8. Even though the en—
tropic criteria are not universally valid for all tw oqubits
states (yielding only a necessary condition for separabik-
iy), they have been shown here to preserve their full
applicability for an in portant fam ily of states, nam ely,
those w ith cannot increase their entanglem ent under the
action of logic gates for participation rations In the inter-
val R 2 [1;18]). This In tum, gives an entropic m ean—
Ing to this specialR  value encountered by M unro et al.
[15]. W e nd explicit \boundaries" to C1y when we ex—
press the degree of m xture using the m aximum eigen—
valie pax of M . Xk would seem that the characteriza—
tion ofthe entanglem ent for these states, using the  ax
criterion, provides the best Insight Into the entanglem ent
features of these states. Beyond a certain valie of the
concurrence, all states, not necessarily the ones consid-
ered before, can be correctly describbed by the entropic
nequalities as far as this criterion is concemed. One
may argue that if the quantum correlations are strong
enough (greater than Cg g or C™ #* _, ), there is still
room for entropicbased separability cnt3ena to hold.

A cknow ledgem ents

This work was partially supported by the M EC grant
BFM 2002-03241 (Spain) and FEDER (EU), by the G ov—
emm ent of Balearic Islands and by CONICET @A rgen—
tine A gency) .

FIGURE CAPTIONS
Fig. 1- Pt of the concurrence C;y for two kinds
of m axim ally entangled states: Ishizaka and H iroshim a
ones (dots) and MEM S vs. R (upper solid curve), for
a sam pleset. Their corresponding SlR A B )values are
also shown. Contour lines can be found analytically. See
text for details.

Fig. 2-P ot ofthe concurrence C1y forthe class ofm ax—
In ally entangled states vs. their m axinum eigenvalue

max Or a sampl set of states. The dashed line cor-
responds to u gm s States. Notice the fact that these
states are not m axin ally entangled if the m ixedness is
not given by R. M axinum and m inimnum ocontour-lines
for C1y are PHund in analytical fashion. See text for de—
tails.

Fig. 3-Same as in Fig. 1, but for an extended R-
range. The lower curve (W ith crosses on i) represents,
for each R wvalue, the m axinum oconcurrence for those
states which obey classical entropic nequalities. The
curve exhbitsamaxinum at R = 1:8 and it is vanishes
atR = 1 and R = 3, where the entropic criterion is nec—
essary and su cient. That this curve does not exactly



m atch theM EM S \quasidiagonal'curve above i, for the
range [L8;3), is due to the relative scarcity of the perti-
nent states (generated random ly according to the ZH SL
m easure). See text for details.
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