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X iang+*a Zhou,

Yong-Sheng Zhang,” and Guang-Can G uo®

K ey Laboratory of Quantum Infom ation, University of Science and Technology of China,
Hefei, Anhui 230026, Peopk’s Republic of China

W e show that, for N parallel input states, an antilinear m ap w ith respect to a speci c basis is
essentially a classical operation. W e also consider the inform ation contained in phase-con jagate pair
j 1j 1, and prove that there ism ore Inform ation about a quantum state encoded in phase-con jigate

pair than in parallel pair.
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W igner’stheorem saysthat sym m etry transform ations
In quantum mechanics must be uniary or antunitary
[l]. The dentiy is unitary and symm etry, hence any
symm etry that can becom e the identity by continuously
changing a param eter has a unitary representation. On
the contrary antiunitary m aps are not connected to the
identity, so i isnot suitable to descrbe quantum physics.
T herefore nature chooses unitary dynam ics as its reason—
able description. Nevertheless antiunitary transform a—
tions still have m any interesting properties. The well-
know n K ram er’'sdegeneracy com es from the tin ereverse
symm etry of quantum system s which contain an odd
num ber of ferm ions R]. Such tin ereversal transfom a—
tion is antuunitary. Usually an antiunitary operator can
be decom posed Into an antilinear transform ation m ul-
tiplied by a unitary operator. M any strange properties
com e from the antilinearpart ofsuch an operator. R ecent
progress In quantum nformm ation reveals that antilinear
operator m ay play an in portant role during the study
of quantum entanglem ent. In fact the fam ous P ositive
Partial Transpose PPT) criterion [B], where antilinear
map acts on the second particle of a bipartite densiy
operator, provides a usefilcondition for testing quantum
separability. A lso antilinearm ap can be used as a use—
fiul technique to construct superoperators @]. In the case
of2-dim ensionalH ibert space, antilinearm ap is directly
related to the universal ip of a quantum state [B]. For
high dim ensional case, unjyerﬁal— Ip operator do§sn "t ex—
ist. However, themap j i= ;Y o oi= ;o4Jd
w ith respect to a speci ¢ basis fiig still has m any In—
teresting properties. Here the state vector j i is often
called as the phase-conjigate state of j i.

In the case of continuous quantum variables, Cerf et
al. [6] have pointed out that phase conjugate of an un-
known G aussian state can be realized by m easurem ent
procedure. W e think that a sim ilar result exists for any

nite din ension case. In this paper, we sin ply prove
that an antilinear m ap is essentially a classical opera—
tion. That is, if the Input states are com posed of N
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coples of j i, a quantum operation can be in plem ented
by classical ways. W e next consider the Inform ation of
a quantum state j i contained in phase-conjugate pair
jij i.W e nd that there ism ore nfom ation about a
quantum state encoded in phase-conjigate pair than in
parallel pair. In the two—Jevel case, when the num ber of
the output copies is su ciently large, quantum cloning

w ith two antiparallel spins R; nican get higher delity
than w ith parallel spins [7]. O ur proof reveals that such
result still holds in the high-din ension case.

Consider a d-Jdevel system with N copies. The whole
state of such system can be expressed as 7 i V¥ and
jJi12 H Here and the follow ing, w ithout loss of gen—
erality, we assum e that the H ibert space H isC%). The
space spanned by all these states, which is often called
as the \Bose subspace" of H ¥ and denoted by H , N
B], is invariant under pem utation Sy . Our ain is jast
to nd a tracepreserving com pletely positive (CP) m ap

:H+N ! H,which can m axin ize themean deliy

Z Z

F= dF()= dTr§ ih jGi3i"n: @

Fora quantum operation ji:isa]waygposs:b]eto nd
a set of operators which saUsj‘y ()= A AY wih
the nom alization condition AYA = I.Thisisalo
known asK raus representation P]ofquantum operation.
By substituting this into Eg. (1) we can obtain

Z  x

F = d TrR jih J¥AYF ih §: @)

Before proceeding let us introduce the natural isom or-

phisn between operatorsA :H; ! Hy a@d vectors A ii

nH, H; whith isde ned by Aii= 19 A 13 JHe o

Here H; and H, are not required to have the sam e di-

m ension). Thismethod has been used in m any related

works [10, 11] and can greatly sin plify the question we

considerhere. Tt isnot di cul to testify that the follow -
Ing identities are satis ed

M N Aii= M AN ii; (

Tn [AiiHB j= ABY; (

T [AiiB Jj= A B ; @

TrAM 1AYM ,]= Tr[piHA M, M, (


http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0603237v2

Here and represent the transposition and com plex
conjugation w ith respect to the xed basis, while Tr; de—
notes the partial trace over the H ibert space H ;. Hence
by introducing this new notation Eq. (2) now can be

rew ritten as
X Z
F = Tr[A WA § d jih 3V*1)
1 X
= — Tr 1A N1 ]; 7
dN + 1] A JTH+ 1] (7)
_ ™ +d)! . .
wheredN + 1]= mrepresentsthedmens:on

of the \B ose subspace" H , N*+1 Siee fA g com poses a

com plete quantum operation, under the natural isom or-
phisn the nom alization condition becom es

X
Try (jayjjlmyj=IH+N 8)

Substituting Eg. (8) nto Eq. (7) one can easily nd that

Tr[AY iHAY §= dgni]l] =

N+ 1
N +4d’

dN + 1]

Interestingly the right-hand-side ofEqg. (9) is just the
optin al delity forstate estim ation from N parallelinput
coples [12]. Usually quantum physics is govemed by uni-
tary operations. Any physical accessible operations can
be understood from the unitary evolution pluspro gctive
m easurem entsprocess. In them ost cases, quantum oper—
ations have been dem onstrated superior to their classical
correspondence. However Eg. (9) reveals that the -
delity of antilinear operation is bounded by the am ount
of classical nform ation distillable from the input states.
T hism eans one can construct the phase-con jugate states
ofthe Inputs through a classicalm easurem ent-based sce—
nario. It should be addressed that the irreducibility ofthe
nput state space plays an in portant role in the deriva—
tion (see Eg. (7)). Recently it has been pointed out by
Buscam iet al [13] that for equatorial states the optim al
phase covariant tin ereversal states cannot be achieved
via a m easurem ent-preparation procedure.

In the case of 2-level system , P ositive O perator Valie
M easure POVM ) acting on j ij i can get m ore infor-
m ation than twoparallelstates j ij i [14,15]. Thisresult
is often considered as an evidence of \nonlocality w ith—
out entanglem ent". In fact, aswe w illm ention below , In
high dim ensionalsystem d 3, such result w ill stillhold.
Them ethod we use here can be regarded as a generalized
version of Ref. [14, 15] in high-dim ension case.

Forphase-conjigate pair j ij i, the density m atrix is
connected with ( ; )= jih 2 by

(; )=3i 3 J ih 3= (;)"; 10)
where ' denotesthe partialtranspose ofthe second par-
ticles. Suppose there exists a set of H erm itian operators

2

P
a; which satis esthe follow ing dentity ,&;= I.Sice
4; isHem iian , one can always express i as

1 A A

a; = wW1 1+ hom n

X

+ o« Ty 1+s? 1 L) an

E

w here Am represent the generators of the unitary group
SU ). The explicit fom of ", can be found elsew here
[l6]. W hen &; 0, which indicates that &; are physical
accessib le operations, the set £4;g constitutes a com plete
POVM and Tx( ( ; )&i)) corresponds to the probability
of getting the m easurem ent outcom e i. Now consider the
passive transform ation of * on f&;g, which isde ned by

Tr@ ")=Tr@ " ): a2)
Ifa;" O0fralli, £f&,7 g constitute a com plete POVM
for the input state (; ). The probability of get-
ting the outcom e i for nput state j ij inow becomes
Tr4&;" (; ) =Tré& (; ) .TherePreby ntroduc-
hgthe ' operatorallquantitieswe are concemed about
can be uniform Iy expressed in the sam e form except for
di erent positive conditions.

Considerthe input state o = Pih0J 2. W e assum e the
POVM iscovariant and sym m etric. M athem atically this
is equivalent to say that

Tr@ Pi0j %)= Tr@3 ih 3°) @()Pi= 31 @3)

and & is invariant under the pem utation group S, . The
covariance ofthe POVM can greatly sim plify the explicit
form of4.

Since the state ( is invariant underuy ug with [17]
= 14
ug ug 1 I ( )
whereu§ ' isa d 1)-dinensionalunitary m atrix w ith

det(ucgi 1)y = e 19, the operator &, m ust be com m utable
with uy ugy. A detailed analysis can give the explicit
form of&y. Here we choose §p with the follow ing fom
w hich is enough for our consideration

4 = I+ (IB) I+ 1 T‘3))+ T® T®
g 1
(1) @ 2) 2)
+ (TOm TOrn + TOrn TOm )
m=1
1
(8] (8] 2) 2)
+ Tmn Tmn + Tmn Tmn
m;n=1
P T8 as)
. 1 L
where T® = diagl d; ;l;{:::;%), Tan = Joimi+
a1
o . ) Ca . Ca . 3) o .
him § Tpn =  im imj+ ihitm jand Tp'p = I im j



himnj. Actually the last tem ofEq. (15) corresponds to
the quadratic C asim ir operator of unitary group SU d
1).

Since we have assum ed that the POVM is covariant
and symm etric, the com plteness relation can be refor-
mulated as

duu 24, @Y) 2

=1L 16)

w here du denotes the integration w ith respect to the nor—
m alized Haar m easurem ent [16] of the unitary group.
Taking into account of the explicit form of &;, we can
obtain

dd 1)+4 d 1)+ 2 dd 2)= 0: @7)
W hen we get a m easurem ent result r corresponding to
the operation &,, we can guess the Input state to be j 1.
The whole nform ation distilled from the m easurem ent

results can be described by the ollow ngm ean delity
Z
d

X
Tre, (; )1h.jif

2

Tr &g

duu 2 j@Y) 230upif : @)

Substituting Eq. (15) Into Eq. (18) we can sin plify the
expression as

a+2)d 1)

2 @ 1d 2)+ dd 2)
2dd+ 1) d+ 2) )

1
F —
d
19)

Now our ain is just to m axin ize the delity F under

the constraints ofEq.(15;17) w ith &, satisfying di erent
positive conditions.

Case one: W hen the mput state is j ;41 = jij i,
positivity of 4y gives
8
31 2@ H+ d ¢ 0;
S1+2 4+ +292 o
. (20)
31+2+ d(+ ) PR3
1+2 + 2 2 R F

M axin izing F now becom es a usual linear program m ing
problem . A sinpl algebra reveals the m axinum of the

delity Fy = ;25 isobtainedat = 2, =21, =0,
and 2, which is consistent w ith the result of Ref.
[12]. The corresponding &, now can be w ritten as

a%?
POOOSH

i=1

dd+ 1)

a =
0 2

J idih i3 (21)

wih § ii= pl—z(j)ji §01) .

Casetwo: Foriputstate j ;,i= j ij i, the operator
4," should be positive. T his is equivalent to

8
%1 a 2) @ 1) 0;
S1+2 4 2 745 0;

d 2 . 22)
% 1+2 + + 2 a1 l;F ¥ i
T 1+2+ +292 1 2d D+ @ 1D P 5
Since Egq. (22) contains a nonlinear tem , m axim iz—

Ing F corresponds to a nonlinear program m ing problem ,
which m ake the question a little com plicated. Before
giving an analytical expression, here we concentrate on
a very special case. By setting Eqg. (22) to be equal-
iy constraints, one can nd a local extrem al point of

Eq. 2) is 1, 4+ @ 2)@*+2° 1+d)

d?@d 1) ’
—_— 2 P—
1+d 1) 2 d?+d 2) 1+d e .
=(pT,and = +.Thjsmdlcates
that &,

= J 10ca1lh 10ca1]is a rank-1 operator w ith

1
— P —0
1+ 1+d )2

1 pP—
J bcail = pif[(d 1) 1+ d+ 119P0i

% 1
1)

p

(1+4d Jiig: ©3)

i=1

T he corresponding delity becom es

2

p
1) 1+d 1

F 1+ 4

2 1+ 2d)
1+d @2+ 4d

a

Froca1= i 24)

which is lJarger than ﬁ for arbitrary integer d 2.
Interestingly, in the case ofd = 2, such rank-1 operator is
also global optim al [L5]. Hence by considering the local
extram e value of F, i is enough to show that phase-
con juigate paircan encodem ore nform ation than parallel
pair.

In the generalcase, the globalm axin um ofthe delity

for this phase-con juigate nput pair can be obtained w hen

_ A 4 d 1A, +4 _ A _ 4
7@ 1’ 7@ 17 ¢ ~ sa@nrand = g
with A = 2d 2dd+ 1). Themaximum delity can
be form ulated as
r !
2d
F, = 2+ (25)
d+ 2 d+1
And the m easurem ent operator now becom es
L XE
a = Jjihiji+ j - ih - F (@26)
2A 4 .
i;3=1
q q—p
wih §,i= Z&=oi A L] jii. In tabke. 1

w e give som e explicit num erical results on these di erent

delities. O ne can easily get that F', Fica1 > Fy and
In the m ost case the local extrem a are very close to the
corresponding globalm axim a.



TABLE I:Som e num erical resuls of the inform ation distilled
from two di erent input states (from Eqg. (22)). Hered is the
din ension of H . Com pared with parallel pair (), phase-
conjugate Input states . and Fisca1) can encode m ore in—
form ation for our gure ofm erits. O ne can also nd that the
Jocal extrem e values are very close to the globalm axin a.

2 3 4 5 6 11 17
Fy [ 075 06 05 4286 375 2308 :1579

Floca1| 7887 :6444 5427 4678 4195 2531 :1723
F, |:{7887 :6449 5442 4701 4137 2580 :1776

Tthasbeen found that the optim alprocedure to encode
a quantum state depends only on the dim ension of the
encoding space [18]. P hase-con jugatepair gpan thewhole
H ibert space of two particles whilke the space spanned
by paralel pair is only & -dimension. So i might
not be a surprise that phase-con jigate pair encode m ore
Inform ation. However, since the optin al encoding state
is often an entangled state, whilk in our consideration,
the two kinds of nputs are both directproduct states,
w hich m ake the whole question not so cbvious.

M any interesting problem s arise from these resuls.
O nem ay consider, for exam ple, the cloningm achinew ih
phase-con jugate pair. It has been dem onstrated that for
a 2-levelsystem , quantum cloningw ith antiparallelspins
can get better results than parallel nput spins when the
num ber of the output copies issu ciently large [7]. G en—
erally state estin ation can be considered as the lm it
case of quantum cloning [19], so i would be expected

that in high din ension case, quantum cloning w ith phase—
conjugate pair can also get higher delity. O ne can also
consider generalizing this to the case ofhaving N paral
kel input states and M phase-conjugate states R0]. An—
other point is that we have only considered the case that
the input states are n—fold, actually to nd the condition
under which quantum operation is bounded by classical
Inform ation is still an interesting question.

In conclusion, we have shown that an antilinear m ap
is essentially a classical operation for N parallel input
states. The delity of such operation is bounded by the
classical inform ation distillable from the input state. W e
have also considered the classical nform ation contained
In two di erent input states (j ijiand jij 1i). Com-—
pared wih the parallel pair, m ore Inform ation can be
encoded In phase-conjigate pair or our gure ofm erit.
W e expect our work w ill be helpfiil to explore the role
played by antilinearm ap w thin quantum inform ation.
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Note added: Very recently J. Fiurasesk R1] has got
sim ilar results about the state estim ation from phase—
conjigate pair j ij 1, and he has also given a physical
explanation about the results that we have got in this
work. Interestingly the global optinal delity we got
corresponds to the result of the optim alprobabilistic es—
tin ation strategy, while the local extrem e value agrees
w ith the result of the optim al determm inistic estin ation
strategy.
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