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W e Introduce the general catalysts for pure entanglem ent transform ations under local operations
and classical com m unications in such a way that we disregard the pro t and loss of entanglem ent
of the catalysts per se. A s such, the possibilities of pure entanglem ent transform ations are greatly

expanded. W e also design an e cient algorithm to detect whether a k

k general catalyst exists

for a given entanglem ent transformm ation. This algorithm can as well be exploited to w itness the

existence of standard catalysts.

PACS numbers: 03.67.4; 03.67M n

Entanglem ent playsa centralrole in quantum inform a—
tion processing (Q IP) tasks, such as quantum comm uni-
cation ], quantum superdense coding E] and quantum
com putation E]. W ith the developm ent of quantum in-—
form ation science, people have realized that quantum en—
tanglem ent is a kind of physical resource In nature, lke
energy. To In plem ent certain Q IP tasks, m easuring, m a—
nipulating and purifying entanglem ent ﬂ] by localopera—
tions and classicalcom m unications (LO CC) are unavoid—
able. An In portant problem concems the entanglem ent
transform ation between bipartite states under LOCC.
Thisproblem arises asa consequence of the findam ental
question of how we can convert one type of physical re—
source Into another. T here havebeen considerablee orts
devoted to this problem @,[4,[3,14,1d,[1d,[11,[12,[13, [14).
Bennett et al made a rst step on this problem E] and
proposed an entanglem ent concentration protocolw hich
solves the entanglem ent transform ation problem in the
asym ptotic case. Another signi cant advance for nite
caseswasm ade by N ielsen ], w ho connected the entan—
glem ent transform ation w ith the theory oi:; m a prization
s, 16pin m gthem atics. Let J i= Y ¥ Tididiand
Ji= L, ijiji be pure bipartite states with or-
dered Schm idt coe cient O SC) vectors = ( 1735 o)
and " = (1;:35 o), where 1 n 0 and

1 n 0. Then there exists a transfom a—
tion that converts j ito ¥ i wih 100% probabiliy un—

der LOCC i ", where denotes a m a prization
relation, namely, forl 1 n
Xt X1

i it 1)

N ielsen’s theorem provides us w ith a convenient tool
for nvestigating entanglem ent transform ation. Shortly
after N ielsen’s work, a surprising phenom enon discov—
ered by Jonathan and P lnio [B] is that som etin es an
extra entangled state can allow otherw ise in possible en—
tanglem ent transfom ation to becom e realizable. The
extra state acts just lke a catalyst n a chem ical reac—
tion, ram aining what i was before the transform ation.

A sinple exam ple introduced by Jonathan and P lenio
isthat 19 JFibutji Ji! F1i Ji where
Ji= (04;04;01;01), i = (05;025;025;0), and
jJi= (0:6;04). Here, we have used an O SC vector
to represent a bipartite state. But the state j 1 can—
not alwaysact as an assistant in the aboveway, eg., i is
not capable of catalyzing the transfom ation § i! 7%
where ¥ %= (048;027;025;0).

However, ifwe allow som e entanglem ent ofthe catalyst
state j i to be consum ed, then we will greatly in prove
the possbilities of entanglem ent transform ations. For
exam ple, if we choose j % = (2=3;1=3), then, by using
N delsen’s theorem , one can easily verify that the trans-
mation 31 Fi! §% 3 % can be realized under
LOCC .During this process, som e entanglem ent of j i is
consumed, ie, E (3 i) > E (§ %), where E is the von
N eum ann entanglem ent entropy.

Fom ally, suppose that j i1 and 7 i are bipartite pure
stateswih j 19 Fiunder LOCC, and that another
auxiliary bipartite pure entangled state j i is standby. If
thereexists § “isuchthat 31 Ji! i 7% wecall
j i a general catalyst for the entanglem ent transform a—
tion from j i to 7 i, In the sense that we do not care
w hether the entanglem ent of catalyst j i is reduced or
Increased during the process. W hen the entanglem ent of
j %4 keepsthe sam easthatofj i,ie,E (J 1) = E (3 %),
the catalyst j i reduces to the standard one de ned by
Jonathan and Plni [E]; fE (i) < E (G %), the cat—
alyst § 1 becom es the so called supercatalyst introduced
by Bandyopadhyay et al. [L1}; fE (3 i) > E (§ %), some
entanglem ent of the catalyst is consum ed, which is illis—
trated by the above exam ple; n thiscaseweterm j ia
subcatalyst.

An in portant question arises naturally: G iven bipar-
titepure states j iand f iwih j 19 § iunderLOCC,
what states can be general catalysts for the above en—
tanglem ent transfom ation? A nother question concems
how could we decide whetherornot a k  k general cat—
alyst exists for certain entanglem ent transform ation. On
the other hand, as entanglem ent is a very scarce resource
(because it cannot be generated by localm eans and w ill
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unavoidably be degraded by decoherence w hen tranam it—
ted In a noisy environm ent), we hope that the entangle-
m ent ofthe catalyst consum ed during the entanglem ent-
assisted transformm ation is as little as possble. This
evokes us to investigate the properties of general cata—
Iysts, which will be the rst part of this paper. In the
follow ing we shall start w ith the sin plest cases, ie., en—
tanglem ent transform ationsbetween 2 2 bipartite pure
states.

Consider 2 2 bipartite pure states j if = (17 2)
and §i* = (1; 2), where we have used j i’ to denote
a state with Schm idt coe cient vectors being sorted in
a nonincresing order, and 7 19 §iunder LOCC.As
sum e that we are provided w ith another2 2 entangled
bipartite pure state j if = x;1 x),where05 x 1.
T he ©llow Ing theorem providesa su cientand necessary
condition for j ito be a generalcatalyst for realizing the
transform ation of § ito § i:

Theorem 1. The above pure state j 1 is a general cat-
alyst for the transform ation of j ito Fii x 1= 1.

Proof: Assum e that there exists j %' = ®%1 x9
suchthat 31 Ji! ¥1i 7 %.UshgN ielsen’s theorem
wehavex ; x° ;andsox x° 1=, 1= 1:Con-—
versely, we assum e that x 1= 1:Then we shall show
that j i1 is a generalcatalyst. Notice st that 1 > 15
because j 19 T i:For convenience we divide the prob—
Jlem into two cases.

Casel:x 1. In this case we can sort the Schm idt
coe clentsofj i j iin anoninhcreasing order

Gi 305 = (ax; 2% 1@ x5 20 x): @)
Ifx%> |, then
Fi 3% = (1x% x% 1@ x9; .a x9);
(3)
and N felsen’s theorem in poses the follow ing inequalities
8
< 1x 1x%
x  x% @)
1+ 2X 1+ 2XO:

Thesg Inequalities will be satis ed as long as £

max —x;1 -2 (1 x) :If othewise, ie, x° 1r
then the second inequality in [4) should be replaced by
X 1 which, together w ith the assum ption x 15

contradicts w ith the requirement > 1:
Case 2: x < .. Ifx%> ., then the mequalities
In posed by N ielsen’s theorem are

8
< X 1x%
0.
1 X7y (5)
0.
1+ 22X 1+ 22X
n o

which hold as Jong as x° —<@ x)

If x° 1; then the second hequality in [@) willbe re-
placed by 1 1 which isa contradiction to the prem ise
1> 1t

m ax —ix; 151

Remark. j i is alvays a subcatalyst shce x° > x. If
we choose the lower bound of xO, then we could get an
optin alj %, in that there willbe a m ininum loss ofen—
tanglem ent of § 4. An extrem e case on the other side
is where the entanglem ent of the auxiliary state is com —
pltely consum ed. Indeed, any k  k bipartie pure state
(X1 ::5Xy) Is a general catalyst for transform ing
Jito 7ii =xn 1= 1: This can be shown by sin -
ply using Nielsen’s theorem and putting j %' = @);
ie. a separable state. If x; is strictly smaller than

1= 1, wecan always nd su ciently anall™ such that
Ji it i @ "M, thersby the auxiliary state
w ill not be consum ed com pletely.

Next, we consider 3 3 cases.

Theorem 2. Let 3 3 Dbipartite pure states
i = (17 25 3) and i = (17 27 3) be in-
comparabk, ie., ji = J1iunder LOCC. If x;
minf ;= 1;( 1+ 2)=(1+ 2)g, then an arbitrary k
k bipartite pure state J i’ = (x1;:5%x) is a general cat—
alyst for the transform ation of § ito ¥ i.

P roof: Suppose the entanglem ent of j i is com pletely
lost after the transform ation. Then i su ces to con—
sider the rsttwo Schm idt coe cientsofj i J i.Two
separate cases should be considered In tum.

Case 1: x; X, 1= 2. In this case, the two largest
Schm idt coe clentsofj i jiare i1x; and 1x,. If
there exists § i such that i Ji! Fi % wih
j % being a separable state, then N ielsen’s theorem in —
poses the conditions that x; 1= 1 and x1 + X,
(1+ 2)= 1. On the other hand, since ji= F1i, it
follow s from N ielsen’s theorem that one of the follow Ing
tw o possbilities m ust hold: either

P
J1 =

1> 1

6a
1+ 2< 1+ 2 (6a)

or

1< 1

6b
1+ 2> 1t 2 )

In both cases,wehave 1+ 5, > 1. Hence, the condi-
tion x; + X, (1+ 2)= 1 awaysholdsand so can be
neglected.

Case 2: X1 > X 1= 2. By a sinilar procedure we
can verify that, in order @,F jito bedal general catalyst,
X1 must satisfy x;, min —1;% : If the above in-
equality is strict for all x;, then there exist cases where
the entanglem ent of § %1 is Jarger than zero.

The follow ing Theorem 3, Theoram 4, and Example 1
and Exampl 2 show that som etin es the only possble
choice is to use subcatalysts. This captures what we
have em phasized that general catalysts greatly expand
the possbilities of entanglem ent transform ations.

Theorem 3. Let j i and 7 i be incom parabk states,
where j i# = (155 n) and ji# = (17325 a). Sup—
posea 2 2or 3 3state jiisa catalyst Por the trans—
formation of j ito §i.If ;> ;and , < 4, then
J imustlhe a subcatalyst.



Proof: First, suppose J it = ;1 x) and § %' =
%1 x%. By Nielsen’s theorem we have ix 1 %0
which, together wih the condition 1 >
x < x°. Second, suppose j i =
®9;x3;%3).

o#
(x1;x27x3) and J 1" =

Using Nielsen’s theorem we have 1x;
1x¥ and  ,x3 nxJ which, together with | >
and , < 5, Ipl x; < x{ and x; + %, < x{+ x9.
C onsequently, we cbtain 0,

Theorem 4. Let j iand Fibe 2 n-lkvelstateswith
319 7 i, then there does not exist any standard catalyst
or supercatalyst for the transform ation of j ito 7 i.

P roof: Suppose there exists a catalyst j i such that
ji Jit! 91 3% withE 31 E (§%). Then
wehaveE 1)+ E 31 E i +E 3%), and s
E (1) E (§ 1. Recalling that there is an equiv—
alnce between ji ! Fiand E (3 1) E (71 for
2 n-kvel states [@], we cbtain § 1 ! ¥ i; which isa
contradiction.

N ote that this theorem is com patdble w ith Theorem 1.

Exampk 1. W hen j i has fewer Schm idt coe cients
than 7 i, by using N ielsen’s theorem it is evident that
no standard catalyst exists for transform ing j i to ¥ 1i.
However, in som e situations the transform ation m ay be
realized by using a subcatalyst. Suppose J it = (17 2),
7i' = (1; 25 3),and §i= &;1 x). To mpkment
the transform ation of j i to J i, it is obvious that the
entangkm ent of j 1 should ke consum ed com pktely. If
X 1, then the condition arising from N ielsen’s theo—

rem readsx minhf = 1; 1+ 2g;if x< 1, then the
condition reads x 1= ; 1 1+ 5. W e conclude
that under the condition - 1+ 2, the pure state
Ji= x;1 x)wihx £ 1= 1; 1+ .9 isa subcata-

st for transform ing j ito 7 i.

Exampke 2: Let j i= Y535Vl , and 71 =

YeiYeiYiei Yei Voilh0ith0itho + we are provided
with another auxiliary 4 4 entangkd bipartite state
YaiY4:Ya: Y, as catalyst. W e coud

optim al state J %= l/2;1/2 (ie., the entangkm ent of

the subcatalyst state j 1 consum ed during the transform a—
tion reach a m inim um value) such that the transform a—
tion 31 J1i! 71 3 % ispossibk. Furthem ore, it is
easytoshow that § 1 §3i$ F1i j %, sihce the Schm idt
e cientsof i Jjiand i j % are the same. Tt
m eans that we could also transom the state ¥1 j %ito
J 1 ji.Here, wecllstate j iasa tin e-reverse subcat-
alyst in the above entangkm ent transform ation process.

Next, we consider an interesting question. Let
£ 1i;7ig and fj i;3 %g be two incom parable state
pairs. Can they assist each other m utually so as to real-
ize the transformation 3 i Ji! ¥i 7§ %byLOoCC?
W e shall dem onstrate that this can be the case n som e
situations.

Exampk 3. Consider two incom parabk state pairs
£9 i;7 g and £9 i;3 %ig, where § if =

R P
Ji = (15 27 3), J1 =

ji= nd an

(17 27 3)
YT 4
(X1;%2;%3); and J %4° =

x9;x9;x3). Suppose that
2X1 1X2 3X1 2X27 3X2 1X3 v
0 0. 0 0. 0 0 (7)
2X1 1X57 2X5 1X37 2X3 3X7

Then we can sortthe Schm idt acoe cientsof j i j iand
¥i 3% in a nonincreasing order

L .o

(i J1 = (1X1; 2X1; 1X2; 3X17 2X2; 3X2; 1X35
2X37 3X3); (8)

y o PR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

i 737D = (1x17 2X17 1X57 2% 1X37 2X37 3X1;

3%9; 3%3) : 9)

Since j i= 7 i, efther the set of inequalities in Eq. [&a)
or that in Eq. [6d) is satis ed. To be speci ¢, we as—
sum e the ormer. Accordingly, in view of the fact that
ji= 9 %; in order for the desired entangkm ent trans—
form ation to e realizable, the follow ing inequalities m ust
e satis ed:

8 x1+x2>x1+x2,
§ 1X1 1x$,
(1+ 2)x1 (1+ 20x%
R (14 xit+ o1xy (1+ )xI+ 1xd;

0

x1+ 1% (1+ 2) &I+ x3);

X1+ (1+ 2)%2 1+ 2 &+ x9);

X+ Xp 1t 27

X1t X+ 1X3 1+ 2t 3X(1);
X1+X2+(1+ 2)X3 1+ 2+ 3(X$+X2):

(10)
To show these Inequalities can ke satis ed sim ultaneously,
we choose

1= 05; , = 026; 3= 024;
1= 049; o, = 048; 3= 0203;
x1 = 0:62; x,=03; x3= 008: 1)

Then, the set of inequalities in Eq. [7) and Eq. [I0) are
equivalent to the follow ing set:

8 0
x;  31=49;

% 0:97x) + 049xJ  0:6212;

2 097 &%+ x3) 0:77;
0:48xY  0:49x9; 12)
0:49x) + 0:97xJ  0:49;

« MR/

179 + 16x3  16;
%9+ xJ < 0:92:

W e can picture the region of the independent param e-
ters x{ and x) which satisfy the above inegqualities si-
mulaneously in a diagram , Fig. 1. We nd the re—
gion nonem pty, the desired resul. For exam pk, we m ay
choose %Y = 0:81;x) = 0:1;x3 = 0:09. Tt shoud ke noted
that what j i1 and j i act as in this process are subcata—
Fysts.

Ontheotherhand, if§ 19 j %and ¥ iisam axin ally
entangled state, then forany state j iwehavej 1 j 19
7i j%;shcectherwisewehave i Fi! Fi ji!
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FIG. 1l: For two Incom parable state pairs fj i;7 ig and
£j1i;9 %gwith § i= (05;026;024), 7 i= (0:49;0:48;0:03),
Ji= (0#62;03;0:08),and j Yi= «%;x2;1 %% x9), ifthe
transPmation 3 i ji! J1i J% is asble, then the
param eters xf and xg should lie in the shadow region.

71 J%. Butamaxinally entangled state cannot act
as a standard catalyst.
In the rem ainder of this paper, we w ill consider the

follow ing problem . Assume j it = (1733 o) and
71" = (1;m3 ) with 719 7iunder LOCC.How
could we decide whether ornot a k  k general catalyst
exists for converting j i nto § i? Notice that i suf-
ces to consider whether the process 71 Xi ! i
is possble, where Xi is a k k maximally entangled
state. For k n, the above process is always possi-
bl, because a k' k maxin ally entangled state can alk-
ways be transform ed Into any k  k entangled state un—
der LOCC; for k < n, we only need to check whether
the m aprization relation (3 1 ¥X1)f §if hods. &
can be Inplem ented by checking whether then 1 In-
equalities are satis ed. However, thism ethod cannot be
applied to decide the existence of k  k standard cata-
Iysts for certain entanglem ent transform ation. W e w ill
propose a M onte C arlo algorithm to solve this problem .
Firstly, we generateia,group of x; x X 0 ran—

dom ¥y which satisfy ]i<=1xi= 1. Then, we m erge sort
the Schmidt coe cientsof i jiand i Jjimhm
a nonincreasing order where j 1 = (x1;:::;%X¢x). Now

the ain is to check whether the m aprization relation
Gi 30% @i 3D hous. After minning thispro-
cedureM tin es, ifwe stillcannot nd the state j i such
that the above m a prization relation holds, we say there
does not exist a standard catalyst for this transfom a—
tion. O f course, there is a ailire probability when the
algorithm gives a false output. But when the big num —
berM is lJarge enough, the successful probability of our
algorithm w ill approach 1. T he detailed description is as
follow s:

@@ Fori= 0

x X 0, and
(i) set count= 0

k dO, X4

k
=1Xi= 1

rand 0;1], where x;
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FIG . 2: The num erical results for the successfiil probability
as a function of the big num ber we choose. It increases w ith
the big num ber and reaches 99:92% when the big number is
100.

(iid) while count< BIGNUM BER

(Iv) begin m erge sort the Schm idt coe clentsofj i
jJiand ¥i Jj iin anonihcreasing order, respectively

(v) if there exists 7 i = (X1 :5xx) satisfying

R N
i Ji Fi J1i

(vi) then ak k standard catalyst exists for thistrans—
form ation

(vil) retum success

(viil) else
count= count+ 1
end begin

(xi) retum fAilure

In Ref. @] X .M .Sun et alalso proposed a determ in—
istic algorithm which runsin 0 n?**3® time. However,
if k is a varable, em ploying their algorithm to deter—
m ine the existence of standard catalyst will become a
NP -hard problem . Suppose we choose the big num ber to
be M , then i is easy to see that our algorithm runs in
O M nk) tin ewhich is greatly im proved than the deter—
m Inistic one.

To show thee ectivenessofthisalgorithm ,wew illgive
som e exam ples in the ©llow ing. W e devise a program to
generate 5000 pairof8 8 statesfj i;7 igwhich always
have 4 4 standard catalysts,where j 19 F i.W e run
the above algorithm and nd that, when the big num ber
is chosen to be 100, the successful probability is 99:92% .
W e plot the result in Fig. 2.

In summ ary, by Introducing the concept of the gen—
eral catalyst, we can greatly expand the possbilities of
entanglem ent-assisted transform ations between pure en—
tangled states. W e consider the problem ofhow to decide
the existence ofa k  k generalcatalyst for certain entan—
glem ent transform ation. W e also propose a M onte C arlo
algorithm for determm ining the existence of the standard
catalyst. W hen the dim ensions of the state and of the



potential catalyst are both very big num bers, our algo-
rithm is farm ore e cient than the previous determ inis-
tic algorithm . W e believe our resultsm ay have potential
applications in future m anipulations of quantum entan-—
glem ent.

W e thank Shengjin W u for helpfiil suggestions. T his

work was supported by the N ational N SF of China, the
Fok Y ing Tung Education Foundation, and the Chinese
Academy of Sciences. W e also acknow ledge the sup-—
port by the European Comm ission under Contract No.
509487.

[l]C.H.Bennett, G .Brassard, C. Crepeau, R. Jozsa, A .
Peres, and W .K . W ootters, Phys. Rev. Lett. 70, 1895
(1993).

R]1C.H .Bennett and S. J. W desner, Phys. Rev. Lett. 69,
2881 (1992).

BIM .A .Neilsen and I.L.Chuang, Quantum Com putation
and Q uantum Inform ation (C am bridge U niversity P ress,
New York, 2000).

4] C.H .Bennett, G .Brassard, S.Popescu, B . Schum acher,
J.A .Smolin,and W .K .W ootters, Phys.Rev. Lett. 76,
722 (1996).

B] C.H .Bennett, H .J.Bemstein, S.Popescu, and B . Schu—
m acher, Phys.Rev.A 53,2046 (1996).

6] M .A .Nilsen, Phys.Rev. Lett. 83, 436 (1999).

[71 G .V idal, Phys.Rev.Lett. 83, 1046 (1999).

B]1 D .Jonathan andM .B .P lknio, Phys.Rev.Lett.83, 3566
(1999).

P] J. Eisert and M . W ikens, Phys. Rev. Lett. 85, 437

(2000) .

[10] S. Daftuar and M . K lin esh, Phys. Rev. A 64, 042314
(2001).

[11] s.Bandyopadhyay and V . Roychow dhury, Phys.Rev.A
65, 042306 (2002).

[l2]1Y .Feng,R.Y .Duan,and M .S.Y ing, IEEE Trans. Inf.
Theory 51, 1090 (2005).

[I3]R.Y .Duan, Y .Feng,X .Li,and M .S.Y ing, Phys.Rev.
A 71, 062306 (2005).

l4]X .M .Sun,R.Y.Duan, and M . S. Y ing, IEEE Trans.
Inf. Theory 51, 75 (2005).

5] A .W .M arshalland I.0 kin, Inequalities: T heory ofM a-—
Jrization and Its Applications (@A cadem ic, New York,
1979).

[16] P.A bertiand A .U hln ann, Stochasticity and P artialO r—
der: D oubly Stochastic M aps and Unitary M ixing (@O or-
drecht, Boston, 1982).



