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Inductive classi�cation ofm ultipartite entanglem ent under SLO C C
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W e propose an inductive procedure to classify N � partite entanglem ent under stochastic local

operationsand classicalcom m unication (SLO CC)provided such a classi�cation isknown forN � 1

qubits.The m ethod isbased upon theanalysisofthecoe�cientm atrix ofthestate in an arbitrary

productbasis.W e illustrate thisapproach in detailwith thewell-known bi-and tripartite system s,

obtaining asa by-producta system atic criterion to establish theentanglem entclassofa given pure

state without resourcing to any entanglem ent m easure. The generalcase is proved by induction,

allowing us to �nd an upper bound for the num ber ofN -partite entanglem ent classes in term s of

the num berofentanglem entclassesforN � 1 qubits.

PACS num bers:03.67.M n,03.65.U d,02.10.Y n
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Entanglem entresidesin the rootofthe m ostsurpris-

ing quantum phenom ena (cf.e.g.[1]). Furtherm ore,it

is the m ain resource in the usage ofquantum system s

to processinform ation [2]in taskssuch ascryptographic

key distribution [3],quantum com putation [4,5],quan-

tum state teleportation [6],quantum com m unication [7]

and dense coding [8]. Howevera com prehensive under-

standing ofentanglem entisstilllacking,m ainly because

it is a highly counterintuitive feature ofquantum sys-

tem s (non-separability [9])and because its analysiscan

beundertaken underdi�erent,although com plem entary,

standpoints[10].Asprom inentexam plesthesubjectsof

deciding in fullgenerality whether a given state carries

entanglem entornotand how m uch entanglem entthesys-

tem should beattributed to arevivid open questions(cf.

e.g.[11]and referencestherein). This state ofa�airs is

criticalin m ultipartite system s,wherem ostapplications

�nd theirdesired utility.

Am ong others,partofthe e�ortsarebeing dedicated to

classify under diversely m otivated criteria the types of

entanglem entwhich a m ultipartite system can show. It

isin thissensedesirable,independently ofthesecriteria,

to haveclassi�cation m ethodsvalid forany num berN of

entangled system s.O neofthesem ostcelebrated criteria

to carry outsuch a classi�cation wasprovided in [12].In

physicalterm sD �uretal. de�ned an entanglem entclass

asthesetofpurestateswhichcan beinterrelatedthrough
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stochasticlocaloperationsand classicalcom m unications

(SLO CC hereafter)orequivalently,asthose pure states

which can carry out the sam e quantum -inform ational

taskswith non-nullpossibly di�erentprobabilities.They

also proved them athem aticalcounterpartofthischarac-

terization:two states	 and �	 ofa given system belong

to thesam eentanglem entclassif,and only if,thereexist

invertible localoperators(ILO ’shereafter;thatis,non-

singular m atrices),which we agree on denoting as F [i]

such that �	 = F [1]
 � � � 
 F[N ](	).M oreover,they pro-

vided the �rst classi�cation under this criterion oftri-

partitem ultiqubitentanglem ent,giving birth to thetwo

well-known genuineentanglem enttriqubitclassesnam ed

asG H Z and W classes.Lateron,exploiting som e acci-

dentalfacts in group theory,Verstraete etal. [13]gave

riseto the classi�cation of4-qubitstates.

Regretfully none ofthe previous works allowed one to

succeed in obtaining a generalizablem ethod.In the sec-

ond case,the exploitation ofa singularfactsuch asthe

isom orphism SU (2)
 SU (2)’ SO (4) is clearly useless

in a generalsetting;in the �rst case,the use ofquan-

titative entanglem entm easures speci�cally designed for

threequbits,asthe 3� tangle[14],to discern am ong dif-

ferententanglem entclassesdiscouragesone to follow up

the sam e trend,since we would haveto be able to build

m oregenericentanglem entm easures,perse aform idable

task.However,Verstraeteetal.[15]succeeded in thisap-

proachbyintroducingtheso-callednorm alform s,nam ely

those pure states such that allreduced localoperators

are proportionalto the identity m atrix. These authors

also provided a system atic,m ostly num erical,construc-

tive procedure to �nd the ILO ’s bringing an arbitrary

pure state to a norm alform . Furtherm ore,the use of

these norm alform sallowed them to introduce entangle-

m ent m easures (entanglem ent m onotones [16],indeed),

which o�ered the possibility to quantify the am ount of

entanglem ent in the originalstate. In this sam e trend,

other alternatives can also be found in the literature
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[17, 18, 19]. For com pleteness’sake let us recallthat

classi�cation under SLO CC is coarser than that using

only localunitaries,that is in which every F [k] is uni-

tary.Neverthelessrelevantresultsin thisrealm can also

be found in the literature[20,21,22,23].

Here we o�er an alternative and com plem entary ap-

proach to the classi�cation under SLO CC based on an

analysis ofthe singular value decom position (SVD) of

the coe�cient m atrix ofthe pure state in an arbitrary

product basis. The coe�cient m atrix is chosen accord-

ing to the partition 1j2:::N with the subsequent goal

ofestablishing a recursiveprocedureallowing oneto elu-

cidate the entanglem entclassesunderSLO CC provided

such a classi�cation is known with one less qubit. The

key feature in this schem e is the structure ofthe right

singularsubspace,i.e.ofthe subspace generated by the

rightsingularvectorsofthecoe�cientm atrix,setup ac-

cording to the entanglem entclasseswhich itsgenerators

belong to.Asa secondary long-term goal,the approach

seeks possible connections to the m atrix product state

(M PS) form alism (cf.e.g.[24]and m ultiple references

therein), which is becom ing increasingly ubiquitous in

di�erent�eldssuch asspin chains[25],classicalsim ula-

tionsofquantum entangled system s[26],density-m atrix

renorm alizationgrouptechniques[27]andsequentialgen-

eration ofentangled m ultiqubitstates[28].

W e have preferred the m athem aticalconventions. The

canonicalorthonorm albasis in C
N willbe denoted by

fejgj= 1;:::;N (correspondingly in physics the kets jj �

1i). Norm alization is not relevant in elucidating the

entanglem ent class which a state belongs to. Thus

we will deal with unnorm alized vectors and non-unit-

determ inant ILO ’s. In the SVD ofan arbitrary m atrix

(cf.appendix),V and W willdenote the left and right

unitary m atrix, whereas � willstand for the diagonal

possibly rectangular m atrix with the singular values as

entries.In the m ultiqubitcases,we willagreeon denot-

ing by sm allG reek letters �;’;:::vectors belonging to

C
2,whereas capitalG reek letters 	;�;:::willdenote a

genericentangled state in C2 
 C
2.

The paperis organized asfollows. In section IIthe en-

tanglem ent oftwo qubits is revisited with a reform ula-

tion ofthe Schm idt decom position criterion in term sof

the singular subspaces. In section III the extension to

the three-qubitcase isdeveloped in detailand the prin-

ciplesofthegeneralization to m ultipartiteand arbitrary-

dim ension system sarediscussed in section IV.W e close

with som econcludingrem arksin section V.An appendix

with the relevantfactsaboutthe SVD isalso included.

II. B IPA R T IT E EN TA N G LEM EN T

A . T he Schm idt decom position criterion revisited

The determ ination ofentanglem ent ofpure states of

bipartite system s in any dim ensions,in general,and in

two dim ensions (qubits),in particular,was solved long

ago with the aid ofthe well-known Schm idtdecom posi-

tion [29,30],by which any bipartitestatecan bewritten

asa biorthogonalcom bination

	 =

m in(N 1;N 2)X

n= 1

�n�
(1)
n 
  

(2)
n ; (1)

where �1 � �2 � � � � � 0 for alln and Ni denotes the

dim ension ofsubsystem i.If�n = 0 exceptforonly one

index �1 6= 0,then the state is a product state;on the

contrary,if�n 6= 0fortwoorm oreindices,then thestate

isan entangled state.Furtherm ore,�2n coincideswith the

com m on eigenvalues ofboth reduced density operators.

Thus,topracticallydeterm inetheentangled orseparable

characterofa given purestateallwem ustdo isto com -

pute the spectrum of�1 or�2 orequivalently to analyze

the dim ensionality oftheirranges.Thisisthe backbone

in the study of3� partite entanglem ent carried out in

[12].

Followingly in orderto pavetheway fora generalization

to m ultipartitesystem s,wewillreform ulatetheSchm idt

decom position criterion for bipartite system s focusing

upon thesubspacegenerated by thesingularvectors.W e

need the next

D e�nition II.1. W e will denote by V (resp. W ) the

subspace generated by the left (resp. right) singular

vectors, i.e. V = spanfv1;:::;vkg (resp. W =

spanfw1;:::;wkg).

W e can now statethe following

T heorem II.1. Let 	 2 C
m 
 C

n and C (	) denote

the m atrix ofcoe� cients of	 in an arbitrary com m on

productbasis. Then 	 is a productstate ifand only if

dim W = 1 (or alternatively dim V = 1).

Proof.Let feigi= 1;:::;m and ffjgj= 1;:::;n denote bases in

C
m and Cn,respectively.Then any vector	 2 C

m 
 C
n

can be written as

	 =

mX

i= 1

nX

j= 1

cijei
 fj; (2)

wherecij arethe com plex coe�cientsof	,which wear-

rangeas:

C (	)�

0

B
@

c11 ::: c1n
...

...
...

cm 1 ::: cm n

1

C
A : (3)

The m atrix C (	) � C always adm its a SVD,given by

C = V �W y,whereV and W areunitary m atricesand �

isa diagonalm atrix with entries�k (thesingularvalues,

indeed).Thus

cij =

m in(m ;n)
X

k= 1

vik�kw
�
jk: (4)
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Inserting (4)into (2)and identifying new basesf�eigi= 1;2
and f�fjgj= 1;2 we arrive at the well-known Schm idt de-

com position

	 =

m in(m ;n)
X

k= 1

�k�ek 
 �fk: (5)

Thenum berofnon-nullsingularvaluescoincideswith the

rank of�,which in turn coincides with the dim ensions

ofV and W (cf.appendix).

From theproofwecan deducea practicalm ethod to rec-

ognizewherea bipartitesystem isentangled ornot:

C orollary II.1. Let	 2 C
m 
 C

n denote the state ofa

bipartite quantum system and C (	)itscoe� cientm atrix

in an arbitrary productbasis. Then 	 is a productstate

if,and only if,r(C (	))= 1.

B . C lassi�cation oftw o-qubit entanglem ent under

SLO C C

W e only need one further toolto �nd the classi�ca-

tion ofbipartite entanglem ent under SLO CC,which is

established asfollows:

P roposition II.1. Let	; �	2 C
2 
 C

2 denote two two-

qubitstatesrelated by SLOCC,i.e.

�	 = F
[1]

 F

[2](	); (6)

where F [1] and F [2] are non-singular operatorsupon C
2.

Then their corresponding coe� cientm atricesC;�C in an

arbitrary productbasisare related through

�C = (F [1]
T

V )�(F [2]y
W )y: (7)

Proof.Justsubstitute 	 =
P

i;j= 1;2
cijei
 fj in (6)and

identify indices.

The key idea in ouranalysisisto recognize the e�ectof

theILO ’sF [i]upon thesingularvectors.Ifvj (resp.wj)

isa left(resp.right)singularvectorforthe m atrix coef-

�cientC ,then F [1]T (vj)(resp.F
[2]y(wj))isa left(resp.

right)\singularvector"[37]forthenew m atrix coe�cient
�C . In order to ease the notation, we willagree here-

afteron relating 	 and �	 through �	= F [1]T 
 F [2]y(	),

which allows us to drop the transpose and Herm itian

conjugation[38]in future considerations.

The case oftwo qubits is elem entary,since there is no

m uch spaceto discuss.Thebasesin which thecoe�cient

m atrix willbe expressed are the canonicalorthonorm al

basis fe1;e2g in C
2. O nly two options are present: ei-

ther dim W = 1 or dim W = 2. In the �rst case,after

choosing F [1] such that

F
[1](v1) =

1

�1
e1; (8a)

F
[2](w1) = e1; (8b)

thenew coe�cientm atrixwillturn into �C = (1 0
0 0

),which

correspondsto the productstate �	 = e 1 
 e1. W e will

agreeon statingthat	belongstotheentanglem entclass

denoted by 00.

In the second case,where �1 � �2 > 0,after choosing

F [1] and F [2] such that

F
[1](v1)=

1

�1
e1; F

[1](v2)=
1

�2
e2; (9a)

F
[2](w1)= e1; F

[2](w2)= e2; (9b)

the new coe�cientm atrix willbe �C = (1 0
0 1

),which cor-

responds to the entangled state �	 = e 1 
 e1 + e2 
 e2.

Now wesay that	 belongsto the class	 + .

The reader can readily check by sim ple inspection how

in the �rst case the canonicalm atrix �C has rank one,

whereas in the second it has rank 2, as expected. In

sum m ary,only two classes are possible,nam ely 00 and

	 + .

III. T R IPA R T IT E EN TA N G LEM EN T

Theclassi�cation oftripartitepurestatesisperform ed

along the sam e lines,nam ely choosing the ILO ’sF [i] so

that the �nalcoe�cient m atrix reduces to a canonical

one.In orderto�nd such canonicalm atrices,wem ustbe

exhaustive in the considerationsofallpossibilitieswhen

discussing aboutV and W .

The analysis of tripartite entanglem ent can be under-

taken upon three possible coe�cient m atrices, arising

from the three di�erentwaysto group the indices,that

is,since 	 =
P

i1;i2;i3= 1;2
ci1i2i3ei1 
 ei2 
 ei3,where as

before fekg denotes the canonicalorthonorm albasis in

C
2,wehave

C
(1)

� C1j23 =

�
c111 c112 c121 c122

c211 c212 c221 c222

�

; (10a)

C
(2)

� C2j13 =

�
c111 c112 c211 c212
c121 c122 c221 c222

�

; (10b)

C
(3)

� C3j12 =

�
c111 c121 c211 c221

c112 c122 c212 c222

�

: (10c)

There is no loss ofgenerality in choosing one ofthem ,

since the analysiswillbe exhaustive. Hereafter we will

choose C = C (1). Notice thatnow the leftsingularvec-

tors ofC belong to C
2 whereas the right singular vec-

tors are in C
2 
 C

2. Also,we im m ediately realize that

only two possibles options arise,nam ely dim W = 1 or

dim W = 2,sincethereareatm osttwo positivesingular

values.Therecursivity appearswhen classifying thedif-

ferentstructureswhich the subspace W can show. The

classi�cation ofthese subspaces is perform ed according

to the entanglem ent classes which their generators be-

long to.In orderto do thatweneed thefollowing result,

which was�rstly proved in the contextofentanglem ent

theory in [31]. W e o�eran alternative proofin orderto

illustrateourm ethods.
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P roposition III.1. Any two-dim ensional subspace in

C
2 
 C

2 containsatleastone productvector.

Proof.LetV be a two-dim ensionalsubspaceofC2 
 C
2.

W ith no lossofgenerality two entangled vectorscan be

chosen asgeneratorsofV with coe�cientm atricesgiven

by C1 = Iand C2 beingan arbitraryrank-2m atrix in the

productcanonicalbasis.Then itisalwayspossibleto�nd

non-nullcom plex num bers� and � such that�I+ �C 2

hasrank one[39].

In otherwords,thisproposition showsthatspanf	 1;	 2g

alwaysequalseitherspanf�1 
  1;�2 
  2g orspanf�


 ;	g, where im plicit are the assum ptions that di�er-

ent indices denote linear independence and in the last

case only one product unit vector can be found. Thus,

with thesam econvention,therightsingularsubspaceW

can show six di�erent structures,nam ely spanf� 
  g,

spanf	g,spanf� 
  1;� 
  2g,spanf�1 
  ;�2 
  g,

spanf�1 
  1;�2 
  2g and spanf� 
  ;	g.W e pursue

Prop.III.1 a step further:

P roposition III.2. Let W be a two-dim ensional sub-

space in C
2 
 C

2. Then W = spanf� 
 ’;	g if, and

only if,W = spanf�
 ’;�
 �’ + ��
 ’g,where �denotes

linear independence.

Proof.Suppose � 
 ’ is the only product vector in W

(up tonorm alization factors).Itsorthogonalvectorin W

willbean entangled vectorwith coordinatesin aproduct

basisf�;��g
 f’;�’ggiven by (0;�12;�21;�22),i.e.itwill

beoftheform �
 �’+ ��
 ’+ a��
 �’,with a 2 C.Since�


’ m ustbetheonlyproductvectorin W ,itnecessarilyhas

to bea = 0;otherwisecould italwaysbepossibleto �nd

�;� 2 C such that�� 
 ’ + �
�
�� 
 ’ + � 
 �’ + a�� 
 �’

�

isanotherproductvector(� = a�).

Suppose now that W = f� 
 ’;� 
 �’ + �� 
 ’g,then

�� 
 ’ + �
�
� 
 �’ + �� 
 ’

�
is a product vector if,and

only if,� = 0,i.e.ifitisthe original� 
 ’.

W e can now state our result,already contained in [12]

with di�erentcriteria:

T heorem III.1. Let	 2 C
2
 C

2
 C
2 bethepurestate

ofa tripartite system . Then 	 can be reduced through

SLOCC to one ofthe following six states,which corre-

spondsto thesixpossible entanglem entclasses,according

to the following table:

C lass C anonicalvector C anonicalm atrix W

000 e1 
 e1 
 e1

 

1 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

!

spanf� 
  g

01	
+

23 e1 
 e1 
 e1 + e1 
 e2 
 e2

 

1 0 0 1

0 0 0 0

!

spanf	g

02	
+

13 e1 
 e1 
 e1 + e2 
 e1 
 e2

 

1 0 0 0

0 1 0 0

!

� 
 C
2

03	
+

12 e1 
 e1 
 e1 + e2 
 e2 
 e1

 

1 0 0 0

0 0 1 0

!

C
2 
  

G H Z e1 
 e1 
 e1 + e2 
 e2 
 e2

 

1 0 0 0

0 0 0 1

!

spanf�1 
  1;�2 
  2g

W e1 
 e1 
 e2 + e1 
 e2 
 e1 + e2 
 e1 
 e1

 

0 1 1 0

1 0 0 0

!

spanf�1 
  1;	g

Proof.W e discussdepending on W :

1.W = spanf�
  g.In thiscase,w1 = �
  .Choose

the ILO ’sF [k],k = 1;2;3 so that

F
[1](v1) =

1

�1
e1; (11a)

F
[2](�) = e1; (11b)

F
[3]( ) = e1: (11c)

Then the new coe�cientm atrix willbe

�C =

 
1

�1
�

0 �

!

�

 

�1 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

!

�

0

B
B
B
@

1 0 0 0

� � � �

� � � �

� � � �

1

C
C
C
A

=

 

1 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

!

; (12)

which corresponds to the state e1 
 e1 
 e1,and

where the dots� indicatesthe irrelevantcharacter

ofthatentry.
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2.W = spanf	g.In thiscasew 1 = �1
  1+ �2
  2.

Choosethe ILO ’sso that

F
[1](v1)=

1

�1
e1; (13a)

F
[2](�1)= e1; F

[2](�2)= e2; (13b)

F
[3]( 1)= e1; F

[3]( 2)= e2: (13c)

Then the new coe�cientm atrix willbe

�C =

 
1

�1
�

0 �

!

�

 

�1 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

!

�

0

B
B
B
@

1 0 0 1

� � � �

� � � �

� � � �

1

C
C
C
A

=

 

1 0 0 1

0 0 0 0

!

; (14)

which correspondsto the state e1 
 e1 
 e1 + e1 


e2 
 e2.

3.W = � 
 C
2 = spanf� 
  1;� 
  2g. In thiscase

w1 = �11�
  1 + �12�
  2 and w2 = �21�
  1 +

�22�
  2,wherethem atrix [�ij]hasrank 2,since

w1 and w2 are linear independent (orthonorm al,

indeed).Choosethe ILO ’sso that

F
[1]

1 (v1)=
1

�1
e1; F

[1]

1 (v2)=
1

�2
e2; (15a)

F
[1]

2
= [F

[1]

2
(e1)F

[1]

2
(e2)]= [��ij]

� 1; (15b)

F [1]= F
[1]

2 F
[1]

1 ; (15c)

F [2](�)= e1; (15d)

F [3]( 1)= e1; F [3]( 2)= e2: (15e)

Then the new coe�cientm atrix willbe

�C =

 

��11 ��12

��21 ��22

! � 1

�

 
1

�1
0

0 1

�2

!

�

 

�1 0 0 0

0 �2 0 0

!

�

0

B
B
B
@

��11 ��12 0 0

��21 ��22 0 0

� � � �

� � � �

1

C
C
C
A

=

 

1 0 0 0

0 1 0 0

!

; (16)

which correspondsto the state e1 
 e1 
 e1 + e2 


e1 
 e2.

4.W = C
2 
  = spanf�1 
  ;�2 
  g.In thiscase

w1 = �11�1 
  + �12�2 
  and w2 = �21�1 
  +

�22�2 
  ,wherethem atrix [�ij]hasrank 2,since

w1 and w2 are linear independent (orthonorm al,

indeed).Choosethe ILO ’sso that

F
[1]

1 (v1)=
1

�1
e1; F

[1]

1 (v2)=
1

�2
e2; (17a)

F
[1]

2 = [F
[1]

2 (e1)F
[1]

2 (e2)]= [��ij]
� 1; (17b)

F [1]= F
[1]

2 F
[1]

1 ; (17c)

F [2](�1)= e1; F [2](�2)= e2; (17d)

F [3]( )= e1: (17e)

Then the new coe�cientm atrix willbe

�C =

 

��11 ��12

��21 ��22

! � 1

�

 
1

�1
0

0 1

�2

!

�

 

�1 0 0 0

0 �2 0 0

!

�

0

B
B
B
@

��11 0 ��12 0

��21 0 ��22 0

� � � �

� � � �

1

C
C
C
A

=

 

1 0 0 0

0 0 1 0

!

; (18)

which correspondsto the state e1 
 e1 
 e1 + e2 


e2 
 e1.

5.W = spanf�1 
  1;�2 
  2g. In this case w1 =

�11�1 
  1 + �12�2 
  2 and w2 = �21�1 
  1 +

�22�2
  2,wherethem atrix [�ij]hasrank 2,since

w1 and w2 are linear independent (orthonorm al,

indeed).Choosethe ILO ’sso that

F
[1]

1 (v1)=
1

�1
e1; F

[1]

1 (v2)=
1

�2
e2; (19a)

F
[1]

2 = [F
[1]

2 (e1)F
[1]

2 (e2)]= [��ij]
� 1; (19b)

F [1]= F
[1]

2 F
[1]

1 ; (19c)

F [2](�1)= e1; F [2](�2)= e2; (19d)

F [3]( 1)= e1; F [3]( 2)= e2: (19e)

Then the new coe�cientm atrix willbe

�C =

 

��11 ��12

��21 ��22

! � 1

�

 
1

�1
0

0 1

�2

!

�

 

�1 0 0 0

0 �2 0 0

!

�

0

B
B
B
@

��11 0 0 ��12

��21 0 0 ��21

� � � �

� � � �

1

C
C
C
A
=

=

 

1 0 0 0

0 0 0 1

!

; (20)

which correspondsto the state e1 
 e1 
 e1 + e2 


e2 
 e2.
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6.W = spanf�1
  1;	g.In thisnotation,rem em ber

thatim plicitistheassum ption thatonly oneprod-

uct unit vector can be found in W . In this case

	 can be chosen so that 	 = � 1 
  2 + �2 
  1

(this is the statem ent in Prop.III.2). Thus the

singular vectorscan alwaysbe expressed as w1 =

�11 (�1 
  2 + �2 
  1)+ �12�1 
  1 and w2 =

�21 (�1 
  2 + �2 
  1)+ �22�1 
  1, where the

m atrix [�ij]has rank 2,since w1 and w2 are lin-

earindependent(orthonorm al,indeed).Choosethe

ILO ’sso that

F
[1]

1 (v1)=
1

�1
e1; F

[1]

1 (v2)=
1

�2
e2; (21a)

F
[1]

2 = [F
[1]

2 (e1)F
[1]

2 (e2)]= [��ij]
� 1; (21b)

F [1]= F
[1]

2 F
[1]

1 ; (21c)

F [2](�1)= e1 F [2](�2)= e2; (21d)

F [3]( 1)= e1 F [3]( 2)= e2: (21e)

Then the new coe�cientm atrix willbe

�C =

 

��11 ��12

��21 ��22

! � 1

�

 
1

�1
0

0 1

�2

!

�

 

�1 0 0 0

0 �2 0 0

!

�

0

B
B
B
@

��12 ��11 ��11 0

��22 ��21 ��21 0

� � � �

� � � �

1

C
C
C
A

=

 

0 1 1 0

1 0 0 0

!

; (22)

which correspondsto the state e1 
 e1 
 e2 + e1 


e2 
 e1 + e2 
 e1 
 e1.

Since there is no m ore options for the subspace W we

havealready considered allpossible alternatives.

In conclusion,we have found that there are six classes

ofentanglem ent,nam ed after[12]as000,0i1	
+

i2i3
,G H Z

and W . The theorem also indicates how to practically

classify a given state 	: com pute the SVD ofitscoe�-

cientm atrix and elucidatethestructureofspanfw1;w2g.

W e include a furtherproposition com prising the practi-

calim plem entation ofthisresult. W e need to introduce

the following de�nition.

D e�nition III.1. Letwj = e1
 wj1+ e2
 wj2 2 C
2
 C2

be an arbitrary vector. W e associate a two-dim ensional

m atrix W j to wj by de� ning

W j = [wj1 wj2]: (23)

Thisde�nition willbem ainly applied to therightsin-

gularvectorsofthe coe�cientm atrix C . As usual,the

singularvaluesofC willbedenoted by �k,in nonincreas-

ing order,and �(A)denotesthespectrum ofa m atrix A.

O urproposalto im plem entthe preceding resultis

T heorem III.2. Let 	 denote the pure state ofa tri-

partite system and C (i) its coe� cient m atrix according

to the partitions ijjk (cf.(10a)-(10c)).Then

1.	 belongsto the 000 classif,and only if, r(C (i))=

1 for alli= 1;2;3.

2.	 belongs to the 0 1	
+

23 class if, and only if,

r(C (1))= 1 and r(C (k))= 2 for k = 2;3.

3.	 belongs to the 0 2	
+

13 class if, and only if,

r(C (2))= 1 and r(C (k))= 2 for k = 1;3.

4.	 belongs to the 0 3	
+

12 class if, and only if,

r(C (3))= 1 and r(C (k))= 2 for k = 1;2.

5.	 belongs to the G H Z class if,and only if,one of

the following situationsoccurs:

i.r(C (i)) = 2 for alli = 1;2;3 and r(W 1) =

r(W 2)= 1.

ii.r(C (i)) = 2 for all i = 1;2;3, r(W 1) = 2,

r(W 2)= 1 and �(W
� 1
1 W 2)isnon-degenerate.

iii.r(C (i)) = 2 for all i = 1;2;3, r(W 2) = 2,

r(W 1)= 1 and �(W
� 1
2 W 1)isnon-degenerate.

iv.r(C (i)) = 2 for all i = 1;2;3, r(W 1) = 2,

r(W 2)= 2 and �(W
� 1
1 W 2)isnon-degenerate.

6.	 belongsto the W classif,and only if,one ofthe

following situationsoccurs:

i.r(C (i)) = 2 for all i = 1;2;3, r(W 1) = 2,

r(W 2)= 1 and �(W � 1
1 W 2)isdegenerate.

ii.r(C (i)) = 2 for all i = 1;2;3, r(W 1) = 1,

r(W 2)= 2 and �(W � 1
2 W 1)isdegenerate.

iii.r(C (i)) = 2 for all i = 1;2;3, r(W 1) = 2,

r(W 2)= 2 and �(W � 1
1 W 2)isdegenerate.

Proof.W e will exclusively concentrate upon the suf-

�ciency, since the necessity directly follows from the

canonicalform ofeach class.

The �rst four cases are elem entary,since it is a m atter

ofdetection ofthevectorwhich factorizes.The�naltwo

cases correspond to true tripartite entangled states. If

r(W k) = 1 for k = 1;2,it is clear that there exist two

productvectorsbelonging to W ,thus 	 belongs to the

G H Z class.Ifr(W 1)= 2and r(W 2)= 1weneed tocheck

whetheran ILO applied upon the �rstqubitcan reduce

the rank ofthe transform ed �W 1. As it can be deduced

from the preceding proofs,an ILO upon the �rst qubit

am ounts to constructing a linear com bination between

thetwo rightsingularvectors,which isequivalentto �nd

new m atrices �W j = F
[1]

1j W 1 + F
[1]

2j W 2,with j = 1;2. If
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r(W 1)= 2,then by m ultiplyingthisexpression totheleft

by W � 1
1

,wehave

F
[1]

1j I+ F
[1]

2j W
� 1
1 W 2: (24)

It is im m ediate to realize that it is possible to reduce

the rank ofW 1 to 1 and to choose F
[1]

ij such that F [1]

isnonsingularprovided the spectrum ofW
� 1
1 W 2 isnon-

degenerate,in which case 	 belongsto the G H Z class.

Ifthe spectrum isdegenerate,thusboth eigenvaluesbe-

ing null,no furtherreduction ispossible and 	 belongs

to the W class. The sym m etric case runsalong parallel

lines.

Finally ifr(W 1) = r(W 2) = 2,reasoning along sim ilar

lines ifboth eigenvaluesofW � 1
1 W 2 are equal,only one

rank can be reduced keeping the nonsingularity ofF [1]

and 	belongsagain to theW class,whereasiftheeigen-

valuesaredi�erent,both rankscan bereduced to1keep-

ing thenonsingularity ofF [1]and 	 belongsto theG H Z

class.

As a �nalrem ark let us indicate how close,despite the

apparent di�erences in the approach,our analysis runs

parallel to that perform ed in [12]: the ranges of the

reduced density operators are indeed generated by the

corresponding singular vectors,and the study ofthese

ranges drove them and has driven us to the sam e �nal

result. The change ofm ethod is m otivated by the at-

tem pt to �nd a generalizable criterion not using entan-

glem entm easuresspeci�cally built upon the num ber of

qubits ofthe system ,such as the 3� tangle [14]. W ith

thisapproach itisnotnecessary to consideratany stage

thereduced density m atricesand entanglem entm easures

upon them .A strongly related approach can befound in

[32,33].

IV . G EN ER A LIZA T IO N S (N � 4)

The generalization ofthe preceding approach to pure

statesofarbitrarym ultipartitesystem sistwo-folded.O n

onehand,the generalization to m ultiqubitstatescan be

im plem ented inductively:

T heorem IV .1. If the entanglem ent classes under

SLOCC are known for N qubits,the corresponding en-

tanglem entclasses for N + 1 qubitsare also known.

Proof.W eproceed by induction.W ehaveproved in pre-

ceding sectionsthatthisstatem entistrueforN = 2 and

haveexplicitly found theentanglem entclassesforN = 3.

For a given (N + 1)-qubit system ,write the coe�cient

m atrix C1j2� � � N + 1� C .Becauseoftheinduction hypoth-

esisone knowsin advance the classi�cation ofthe right

singular subspaces ofC according to W = spanf	 ig if

dim W = 1 and W = spanf	 i;	 jg ifdim W = 2,where

each 	 i and 	 j belong to one (possibly the sam e) of

the entanglem entclassesofN qubits.Choosethe ILO ’s

F [2]
 � � � 
 F[N + 1] so that the two �rst colum ns of �W

(thetransform ed rightsingularvectors)areexpressed as

linear com binations ofthe canonicalvectors ofthe en-

tanglem entclassescorresponding to the structure ofW

and choose the ILO F [1] so that �V � �W y drops out as

m any non-nullentriesaspossible (typically F [1] willbe

the inverseofa rank� 2 subm atrix ofW y).Theresultis

the canonicalm atrix foran entanglem entclassofN + 1

qubits.

Thereisan im portantrem ark in thepreceding inductive

construction,already stated in [12]and explicitly shown

in [13]: there willbe a continuous range ofstates with

a sim ilarrightsingularsubspacebutwith no ILO ’scon-

necting them . Let us illustrate this peculiar fact with

an explicitexam ple.W hen considering 4� partiteentan-

glem ent, there will exist 45 a priori structures of the

right singular subspace of the coe�cient m atrix, aris-

ing from 6 possible one-dim ensionalright singular sub-

spacesW = spanf	g,where	 belongsto oneofthe six

entanglem ent classes of N = 3, tim es 4 possible sites

for the fourth added qubit, plus 21 possible bidim en-

sionalrightsingularsubspacesW = spanf	 1;	 2g,cor-

responding to the
�
6+ 2� 1

2

�
waysto choosethe classesfor

N = 3 which 	 1 and 	 2 belong to. An exam ple willbe

W = spanf000;G H Zg,with thealready convention that

only oneproductvectorand no 0i	 jk belongsto W ,i.e.

W = spanf�1 
 ’1 
  1;�2 
 ’2 
  2 + ��2 
 �’2 
 � 2g,

where the vectors with �are pairwise linearly indepen-

dent. In orderto only have one productvectorand the

restbeing G H Z vectors,we m usthave [40](up to per-

m utations)W = spanf�
 �’ 
  0;�
 ’ 
  + ��
 �’ 
 � g,

with  06=  ;� .

Recalling that

w1 = �11� 
 �’ 
  
0+ �12

�
� 
 ’ 
  + �� 
 �’ 
 � 

�
;

(25a)

w2 = �21� 
 �’ 
  
0+ �22

�
� 
 ’ 
  + �� 
 �’ 
 � 

�
;

(25b)

where the m atrix [�ij]� (
�11 �12

�21 �22
)willbe non-singular,

itisim m ediate to �nd ILO ’sF [2];F [3];F [4] such that

F
[2]

 F

[3]

 F

[4](w1) = �11e1 
 e2 
  + �12 (e1 
 e1 
 e1 + e2 
 e2 
 e2); (26a)

F
[2]

 F

[3]

 F

[4](w2) = �21e1 
 e2 
  + �22 (e1 
 e1 
 e1 + e2 
 e2 
 e2) (26b)
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which correspondsto a coe�cientm atrix given by

�C = �V �

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
@

��12 0 ��11 
�
1 ��11 

�
2 0 0 0 ��12

��22 0 ��21 
�
1 ��21 

�
2 0 0 0 ��22

� � � � � � � �

...
...

...
...

...
...
...

...

� � � � � � � �

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
A

8� 8

;

(27)

where the coe�cients i correspondsto the coordinates

ofthe transform ed  0 in the canonicalbasis. Choosing

F [1] so that

�V � = [� �
ij]

� 1
; (28)

wearriveat

�C =

 

0 0  �
1  �

2 0 0 0 0

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1

!

; (29)

which correspondsto the canonicalvector

e1 
 e1 
 e2 
  
� + e2 
 e1 
 e1 
 e1 + e2 
 e2 
 e2 
 e2 = ( �

6= e1;e2)

= j001 �
i+ j1000i+ j1111i (j �

i6= j0i;j1i) (30)

Thus,di�erent willyield di�erententanglem entclasses

under non-singular local operators F [1] 
 � � � 
 F[N ].

Notice that this vector belongs neither to the G H Z4

classnorto the W 4 classnorto the �4 class(containing

the cluster state of four qubits -see below). It is a

peculiar feature that two in�nitesim ally close states

could belong to distinct entanglem ent classes, so a

deeper elucidation ofthis point is on due and willbe

carried out also elsewhere. For the tim e being,we will

agreeon attributing allstatesreducibleto (30)by ILO ’s

F [1]
 � � � 
 F[4],independently ofthe particularvector

 ,the sam eentanglem entpropertiesunderSLO CC and

analogously forarbitrary N -partitem ultiqubitsystem s.

This allows us to �nd an upper bound for the num -

ber of genuine (N + 1)-partite entanglem ent classes.

Firstly, notice that e.g. the right singular subspace

W = spanf000;000g in the 4� partite case actu-

ally contains structures with di�erent properties,

nam ely[41] W = � 
 ’ 
 C
2 (and perm utations),

W = spanf�
 ’1 
  1;�
 ’2 
  2g (and perm utations)

and W = spanf�1 
 ’1 
  1;�2 
 ’2 
  2g. Allof

them drives us to at least one factor qubit in the �nal

canonicalstate,exceptone,thatis,therewillcorrespond

one right singular subspace structure spanf	 1;	 2g to

each genuine(N + 1)� entanglem entclass.

Thisisrigorously proved in the following

P roposition IV .1. Let W N be the right singular sub-

space of the coe� cient m atrix in an arbitrary product

basis ofan N -qubit pure state. IfW N is supported in

a product space W N =  
 W N � 1, then the state be-

longsto a productclass02	,where 	 denotesa classof

(N � 1)-partite entanglem ent.

Proof.Under the above assum ption,wj =  
 �wj,j =

1;2,with  2 C
2 and �wj 2 C

2(N � 2).W ecan always�nd

an ILO F [2] such that

�wj ! e1 
 ŵj; (31)

where also ŵj 2 C
2(N � 2),hence �W N = E 11 
 �W N � 1,

whereE 11 denotestheW eylm atrix E 11 = je1ihe1j.Since

we can alwayswrite �N = E 11 
 �N � 1,the coe�cient

m atrix can alwaysbe written as

�CN = �V �N
�W y = �V (E 11 
 �N � 1)

�
E 11 
 �W N � 1

�y

= E 11 


�

�V �N � 1
�W
y

N � 1

�

: (32)

Therem aining ILO ’sF [1] and F [j],j> 2,can alwaysbe

chosen so that

�CN = E 11 
 �CN � 1; (33)

where �CN � 1 denotes a canonicalm atrix ofan (N � 1)-

partite entanglem entclass. Thisprovesthatthe second

qubitfactorizes,asthe readerm ay check.

W ith appropiateperm utations,thisresultappliesto any

qubit. Ifwe denote by M (N )the num berofN � partite

entanglem entclasses,therewillbe atm ost

�
M (N )+ 2� 1

2

�

=
1

2
[M (N )+ 1]M (N ) (34)

genuine entanglem entclassesforN + 1 qubits. Besides,

thenum berofdegenerate(N + 1)� entanglem entclasses

willbe atm ost(N + 1)� M (N )(corresponding to the

N + 1 possiblefactorpositionswhich the(N + 1)th qubit

can occupy),thus

C orollary IV .1. Let M (N ) denote the num ber of

N � partite entanglem entclasses under SLOCC.Then

M (N + 1)�
1

2
M (N )[M (N )+ 2N + 3]: (35)
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The equality willbe in generalunattainable,since,as

in thecaseoftripartiteentanglem ent,only a few distinct

trueentanglem entclassesexist,com ingoutfrom theonly

actually di�erentstructureswhich therightsingularsub-

space can adopt (only two in the case oftripartite sys-

tem s;cf.proposition III.1).

Let us callreader’s attention on the fact that these re-

sultsallow usto view allstatespaceofN qubitsdivided

into blocks,each one param etrized by a right singular

subspacestructureand correspondingto ourbroad-sense

entanglem entclasses,and within which thedi�erencebe-

tween states stem s from a (possibly several)continuous

param eter.Thenum beroftheseblocksforN + 1 qubits

isupperly bounded by the recursiverelation (35).

Anotherbene�tofthe presentapproach ariseswhen de-

ciding whether two states belong to the sam e entangle-

m entclassornot.Thisisstated asa corollary:

C orollary IV .2. Let	;� 2 (C 2)
 N . LetW 	 and W �

be their respective rightsingular subspaces. Then a nec-

essary and su� cientcondition for 	;� to belong to the

sam e broad-sense entanglem ent class under SLOCC is

thatW 	 and W � have the sam e structure,i.e.thatthey

are generated by entanglem ent-equivalentvectors.

Proof.The result follows im m ediately both from con-

struction and from the convention on the de�nition of

the broad-senseentanglem entclasses.

As an exam ple, let us include a one-line

proof that the 4� qubit G HZ state jG H Z4i �
1p
2
(j0000i+ j1111i) and the cluster state j�4i �

1

2
(j0000i+ j0011i+ j1100i� j1111i) [34]do not belong

to the sam e class [35]. Their respective right singular

subspacesareW G H Z 4
= spanfe1 
 e1 
 e1;e2 
 e2 
 e2g

and W �4
= spanfe1 
 	 + ;e2 
 	 � g,where 	 � denote

two-qubitBellstates. It is im m ediate to conclude that

they are di�erent, since none ej 
 ej 
 ej belong to

W �4
(write the coe�cientm atrix ofa generic vectorin

W �4
in term s of two coordinates � and � and check

that it is im possible to choose the latter so that the

m atrix correspondsto ej 
 ej 
 ej).Thesestatesbelong

to the respective so-called[42] G H Z4 and �4 classes,

characterized by the aboverightsingularsubspaces.

O n the other hand,to �nd a wider generalization one

can focusupon arbitrary dim ensionalentangled system s.

The leit m otiv is still the sam e, with the im portant

exception that the dim ension of the right singular

subspace can grow up to the dim ension ofthe Hilbert

space ofthe �rst subsystem . Thus the analysis ofthe

possible structures which W m ay adopt is now m uch

m orecom plex.

W e include as an illustrative im m ediate exam ple the

analysis of all entanglem ent classes under SLO CC of

any bipartite (N 1 � N 2)-dim ensionalsystem :thereexist

m in(N 1;N 2)entanglem entclasses,which can bedenoted

as00 � 	
+

1 ,	
+

2 ,	
+

3 ,:::,	
+

m in(N 1;N 2)
,whose canonical

states willelem entarily be
P k

i= 1
ei 
 ei,for each class

	
+

k
. They correspond to canonicalm atrices given by

P k

i= 1
je
[N 1]

i ihe
[N 2]

i j,so thatwecan state the following

T heorem IV .2. Let	2 C
N 1 
 CN 2 bethepurestateof

a bipartite quantum system with coe� cientm atrix in an

arbitrary productbasisdenoted by C (	).Then 	 belongs

to the 	
+

k
class,k = 1;2;:::;m in(N 1;N 2),if,and only

if,r(C (	))= k = dim V = dim W .

Proof.Let V = spanf�kgk= 1;� � � ;n� m in(N1;N 2)
and W =

spanf’kgk= 1;� � � ;n� m in(N1;N 2)
. Choose F [1] and F [2] so

that

F
[1](�k) =

1

�k
ek; (36)

F
[2](’k) = ek: (37)

Then the coe�cient m atrix (in blocks) willturn out to

be

�C =

 

In 0N 2� n

0N 1� n 0N 1� n;N 2� n

!

: (38)

Form oregeneralcases,thedi�erencestem ssolely in the

highercom putationalcom plexity.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have developed a recursive inductive criterion to

classify entanglem entunderSLO CC in m ultipartite sys-

tem sin purestateswhich allowsoneto�nd theentangle-

m entclassesforN + 1 qubitsprovided thisclassi�cation

isknown forN qubits. The m ethod restson the analy-

sisofthe rightsingularsubspace oftheircoe�cientm a-

trix,which ischosen according to thepartition 1j2:::N ,

hencea2� 2N � 1 rectangularm atrix.Then onem ustelu-

cidate the classi�cation ofthe one-and two-dim ensional

right singular subspaces according to the entanglem ent

classes which their generators belong to. As a conse-

quence, this construction reveals a system atic way to

detect the entanglem ent class ofa given state without

resorting to quantitative m easures ofentanglem ent. In

arbitrary-dim ensionalgeneralizations,the sam e schem e

m ustbe followed with the exception thatthe dim ension

ofthe rightsingularsubspacesishigherand theirstruc-

turenow dependson severalgenerators.

ForN � 4 ithasbeen showed thatwithin each rightsin-

gularsubspace structure,there could exista continuous

in�nity ofstates not connected through invertible local

operators. Additionally,up to thiscontinuousdegree of

freedom within each right singular subspace structure,

wehavefound an upperbound forthenum berofclasses

on N + 1 qubitsin term softhe num berofclassesofN

qubits.

Asa �nalrem ark,letusconjecture thata possible con-

nection with theM PS form alism isprobableto exist.In



10

this form alism (cf.[24]and m ultiple references therein)

any purestate iswritten as

	=
X

i1:::iN

tr

�

A
[i1]

1
:::A

[iN ]

N

�

ei1 
 � � � 
 eiN ;

so that adjoining a further (N + 1)-th qubit am ounts

to adjoining a furtherA
[iN + 1]

N + 1
m atrix in the trace giving

the coe�cients. In the analysis carried out above,this

lastadded qubitisequivalentto increase the dim ension

ofthe rightsingularsubspace dim W N ! dim W N + 1 =

2� dim W N .O urconjectureisthatthestructureofW N

should be read from the properties ofthe N m atrices

A
[ik ]

k
,so that the succesion ofstructures ofW N should

run parallelto thatofthe m atricesA
[i1]

1 ;:::;A
[iN ]

N
.

A P P EN D IX A :T H E SIN G U LA R VA LU E

D EC O M P O SIT IO N

W e include the relevant properties ofthe SVD ofan

arbitrary m atrix and suggest the interested reader to

consulte.g.[36]fora com prehensive analysisofthisde-

com position with the corresponding proofs. The set of

m � n com plex m atrices will be denoted as usual by

M m ;n(C) � M m ;n and the group ofunitary m atrices

ofdim ension k willbedenoted by U (k).Them ain result

can be stated as

T heorem A .1. (Singular V alue D ecom position)

LetQ 2 M m ;n.Then Q can always be decom posed as

Q = V �W y
; (A1)

whereV 2 U (m ),W 2 U (n)and � 2 M m ;n isa diagonal

m atrix with non-negative entries,i.e. �ij = �i�ij,with

i= 1;:::;m ,j= 1;:::;n and �k � 0 for allk.

Thecolum nsofV and W and thepositiveentriesof�

receivea specialnam e:

D e�nition A .1. The colum ns of V = [v1 v2 ::: vm ]

(resp. W = [w1 w2 ::: wn]) are the left (resp. right)

singular vectors ofQ . The positive entries of� are the

singular valuesofQ .

Noticethatwith thisde�nition any m � n dim ensional

m atrix willhave m leftsingularvectorsand n rightsin-

gularvectors;since the relevantsingularvectorswillbe

thoseassociated to non-nullsingularvalues,weagree,as

usual,on referring assingularvectorsonly to the latter,

i.e.to those vk and wk forwhich �k > 0.Anothercom -

m on convention is the decreasing order ofthe singular

valuesin the diagonalof�:� 1 � �2 � � � � � 0.

Thesingularvectorsarehighlynonuniqueorequivalently

there always exist another unitary m atrices V̂ and Ŵ

such thatQ = V̂ � Ŵ y,wherethesenew unitary m atrices

depend ofthe form erV and W and the m ultiplicitiesof

each singularvalue [36].Howeverthisfacthasnotbeen

exploited in the text.

O ne ofthe m ain consequences ofthe SVD is that the

rank ofa given m atrix Q coincides with the rank of�,

i.e.with thenum berofpositivesingularvalues,which,in

turn,coincideswith the dim ension ofthe subspace gen-

erated by the left(orright)singularvectors.Thisisthe

basistotheanalysisofentanglem entofapurestateupon

itscoe�cientm atrix in a productbasisperform ed in the

text.
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