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D oubly constrained bounds on the entanglem ent of form ation
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W e derive boundson the entanglem ent of form ation of statesofa 4 N bipartite system using two
entanglem ent m onotones constructed from operational separability criteria. T he bounds are used
sin ultaneously as constraints on the entanglem ent of form ation. O ne m onotone is the negativity,
which is based on the Peres positive-partialtranspose criterion. For the other, we fom ulate a
m onotone based on a separability criterion introduced by Breuer H P . Breuer, eprint quant—

ph/0605036) .

PACS numbers: 03.67M n

T he nonclassical correlations of entangled quantum
states 'E:] have been of interest since the very inception
of quantum m echanics i'g, 'l_'q’]. Quantum inform ation sci-
ence has kd to the idea that entanglem ent is a resource
for inform ation processing and other tasks. The abik
ity of quantum com puters to solve classically hard prob—
lem s e ciently, the increased security of quantum cryp—
tographic protocols, and the enhanced capaciy of quan—
tum channels| allthese are attributed to entanglem ent.
Investigating entanglem ent has led to new understand-
Ing of techniques such as the density-m atrix renomm al-
ization group i_4] and of quantum phase transiions E,:_é]
and properties of condensed system s '{j]. D esgpoite the In —
portance of entanglem ent, however, characterizing and
quantifying it in m ost physical system s that are of inter—
est from an experin entalstandpoint rem ainsa challenge.

An inportant measure of entanglkment for a pure
state j i of two systems, A and B, is the entropy,

Tr(a log ap),ofthem arginaldensity operator , . W e
w rite this entropy sometines as a function h( ) and
som etin es as the Shannon entropy H ( ) of the vector

of Schm idt coe cients of j i. This m easure can be
applied to bipartite m ixed states by the convex-roof ex—
tension of h( ). The extended quantity, called the en-
tangkm ent of form ation EOF), isde ned as

X X

h() min psh( ) ps3 Jih I3
fpy;3 Jig

@)

The EOF is a nonoperational m easure of entanglem ent
because the m Inin ization over all pure-state decom posi-
tions of generally m eans there isno e cient procedure
for calculating it. Thism inin ization is the bottleneck in
evaluating m ost nonoperational entanglem ent m easures
for m ixed states. C onsequently, bounding the EOF, in—
stead of com puting is value, becom es In portant.

An alemate approach to quantifying entanglem ent is
based on the use ofpositive (out not com pletely positive)
m aps on density operators [g]. A quantum state is sepa—
rabk ifand only if it rem ainspositive sem ide nie under
the action of any positive m ap. G iIven a positive m ap,

we can construct a related entanglem ent m onotone by
considering the spectrum of density operators under the
action of the m ap f_ﬁ, :_l-C_i] Such m onotones are typically
much easier to calculate for general quantum states, be-
cause they do not involve the convex-roof construction,
and thus are said to be operational 'g.'].

W e can use the m onotones constructed from positive
m apsand from otheroperationalentanglem ent criteria as
constraints to obtain bounds on nonoperational, convex—
roofextended m easuresofentanglem ent. T he com plexity
ofthem inim ization n Eq. @) is reduced by sokring it over
a constrained set, nstead of over all pure-state decom —
positions. Thiswas done In [_1-1:,:_2@] forthe EOF, using a
single operational constraint. O ur endeavor in this Let—
ter is to carry this program forward. W e rst sketch a
general schem e for m any constraints, which we discuss
farther in [13], and then illistrate the generalschem e for
a particular case of tw o operational constraints.

Let us say that f;;:::;fx are operational entangle—
ment monotones for a bipartite system . W e gather
their values or an arbirary state into a vectorn =
(n1;:::;ng ). Their actions on pure states are func—
tions of the Schm idt coe cients, ie., fx ( )= Fy ( ) Pr
k= 1;:::;K .

W e are interested in a lowerbound on the valie ofthe
EOF . Let us assum e that for thePstate ' thg optin al
pure—st%te decom position is ;P53 Jih 73 giving
h()= ,psH 7 .Now de ne the function

n o
Em)=mih H()Fe()=my; k= 1;:::;K : ()

Notice that ¥ (m ) is de ned only on the region of pos-
sble values of m corresponding to pure states, a region
we call the purestate region. If ¥ is not a m onotoni-
cally nondecreasing fiinction ofm , which wewillcall a
m onotonic finction for brevity, we replace it w ith such a
m onotonic function ¥+ m ), constructed by dividing the
pure-state region into subregionson which subsets ofthe
constraints are applied. W e describe the procedure for
constructing ¥+ (n ) in detailin [3].

Let Hm) = ooffrm )] be the convex hull of
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¥+ m ), ie. the largest convex function of K variables
mi;:::;mg ) bounded from above by B« m ). W e can
show that H m ) is also a m ontonic function f_l-g], w hich
can be extended naturally to a m onotonic function on
the entire space of values of m . Using Eqg. Q'j) and the
convexity and m onotonicity ofH , we can w rite
X , X
psH @7) H
j j

h() pn’  H@; Q)

where we ]_Qave used the convexiy of the m onotones fix
to cbtain  ,psn;  nx. Knowing the easily caleulated
n or thusladstoaboundonh( ).

W e now carry through the generalprogram for4 N
states using tw o operational entanglem ent m onotones as
constraints. Ours is the rst instance of a doubly con—
strained bound on an entanglem ent m easure for a fam ily
of states. It gives tighter bounds than those ocbtained
previously [L1]. i

The rstm onotone isthe negativity :_ﬂ_‘O], w hich isbased
on the P eres criterion [_1-4] T he negativity of a bipartie
state isde nedasm ()= (J™ § 1)=2 where Tp is
the partial transposition w ith respect to %{stem A and
the trace nom is de ned as jPp Jj= Tr( O0O0Y). For
pure states, the negativity, gp tIeDrm s ofthe Schm idt coef-

clents, isgiven by v = [( 5)?  1F2.

W e de ne a second m onotone based on the -map In—
troduced by B reuer Ll-:’-';] The action of the -map on
any state isgiven by () = Tr()I v Tvy,
where the superscript T stands for transposition and V
isa unitary m atrix w ith m atrix elem entshj;m ¥ f;m %=
( 1)3™ L, n ointheangularm om entum basis f3;m ig.
Themap  provides, for any bipartite state having a
subsystem with even dim ension greater than 4, a non-
trivial condition for separability as (I ) () 0.
T he related entanglem ent m onotone, which we call the

—negativity, is de ned for a generalm ixed state as

DO 1) Ja ) ()T

= 1 4
() 2 D 2 4)

where D is the din ension of the sn aller of the two sys—

tem s In the blpartite state The -negativity is a
convex fliinction of For 4 N systems N 4),
the -negativiy for pure states, as a function of the
fourSchm idtcoe cients,isn =3 ( 1+ 4)( 2+ 3).

The -negativity for various states is given in [l:ﬁ]

W e can place bounds on the EOF of4 N statesby
using etthern ornr asconstraints. To nd the bound
w ith nt as the single constraint, which was done In @-]_]],
one rst nds the singly constrained functionf® (hr ) of
Eqg. (:_2) . This function being m onotonic, but not convex,
its convex roofgives the bound. Forthe4 N stateswe
consider, the bound is given by

(
Ho()+ @ )log, 3; nr 2 0;1];

H (nr)= .
nr 2 [115]/

nr 3

> log, 3+ 2;
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FIG .1: The shaded region is the pure-state region in then -
nr plane for 4 N pure states. The dashed lines are the
m onotone boundaries given by Eq. (:é) andbyny = n =3.In
the 2-constraint region between the m onotone boundaries, we
st B ) = ¥ (n), and in the 1-constraint region above the
upper m onotone boundary, we set ¥« (n) = ¥ (nr ).

where H, is_the binary entropy function and =

2ny + 1+ 9 6ng )°=16. If nstead weusen as
the single constraint, we rst nd the functionff m ),
which being m onotonic and convex, gives directly a dit-
ferent bound on the EOF of4 N states [13],

P 2
1+ 1 4n%=9

Bm)=H @ )=Ha(); = >

6)

Werferto H @ ) and H (nr) as singly constrained
bounds on the EOF .W e now proceed to place a doubly
constrained bound on the EOF of4 N density operators
by sin ultaneously usihg ny and n as constraints.

Both n and ny take on valuesbetween 0 and 3=2, so
all4 N states lie In a square of side 3=2 n then -nr
plane. Not all points in the square corresoond to pure
states. pSolving sim ultaneously the nom alization con-—
gtrajnt =1 Ej)= 1 and the UAI,DO constraint equations,

1P TrFland3 (1t (o4
n , etsusexpress i1, z,and 3 n temmsofn ,nr,
and 4.Forsomevalilesofn and nr, there isno value
for , for which the other three Schm idt coe cients are
realnum bers in the interval [0;1].

To nd the purestate region, we ook for the m ax—
mum and mininum allowed values of ny for a xed
n , assum ing a pure state. To nd themaxinum, we
apply the technique of Lagrange m ultipliers and obtain
nt = 2n =3+ 1=2. Them nimum lies on the boundary
of allowed valniesof ,with 3= 4 = 0, and is given
by nr = n =3. The resulting pure-state region, shown in
Fjg.:_i, is convex. T he purestate region is not convex in
general, how ever; the subtlkties this introduces into our
program are addressed in t_l-g].

To nd the doubly constrained bound on the EOF,

3) =



we start with the function (;_2), specialized to our two
constraints,
X
) P=
J

P
B® ;n) min H ( 2n + 1;

P
3 (1+ 4)(2+ 3)=n : (N

Tt tums out that ¥ (0 ;nr) is not monotonic, so we
must replace it w ith the m onotonic function ¥« (0 ;nt )
discussed above. The procedure for oconstructing
Bw( ;nr), depicted In Fjg.:;l:, m akes a connection to
the singly constrained bounds. T his connection is based
on the fact that them Inimum ofany function sub gct to
tw o constraints is greater than or equalto the m Inin um
of the sam e function sub fct to only one of the two con-—
straints. Thuswe can say that ® m ;n;) K () for
alln and® n ;n;) K ©n ) Prallng.

The mininum of H ( ) sub®ct only to the nyr con—
straint, ie., ¥ (n ), occurswhen the Schm idt coe cients
aregivenby = (; % 59 Hilwih °= @  )=3.
Thiscorrespondston = 2@ + 1)@ ), thusde n-—
Ingacurve n then —-nr plne.W ritlhg In tem sofnr
puts this curve In the form

0 r________ s — 1

3 4 4
np=-€1 1 -n?+ -n?+2 1 -n? 22 : @)
4 3 9

Along this curve, which we call a monotone bound-
ary, the n constraint is autom atically satis ed when
H () is minin ized with respect just to the nt con-—
straint, which means that ¥ n ;nr) = ¥ (ny) on this
m onotone boundary. To construct the required m ono—

nic function, we set ¥« (n ;nr) = ¥ (hy) when n

2@ + 1)@ ), ie., above this m onotone boundary.

Sin flarly, the m inimum of H ( ) subct just to the
n constraint, ie. ¥ h ), occurs when = (;1
0;0), which gives a lower m onotone boundary nt =

(U8 ) = n =3. A long this line, the ny constraint is
autom atically satis edwhen H ( ) ism inin ized w ith re—
spect Justto then constraint, which gives®® (n ;nr) =
¥ (n ) on this boundary. Since this lower m onotone
boundary coincidesw ih the lowerboundary ofthe pure—
state region, it has no in pact on de ningf« n ;nr).

The de nition offf+ n) is depicted in Fig. d. Be-
tween the m onotone boundaries, a region we call the 2—
constraint region, we set v (n) = ¥ (), and in the pure—
state region above the upper m onotone boundary, which
we call the 1-constraint region, we set B« n) = ¥ (nr).
The resulting function K (n) is m onotonic throughout
the pure-state region.

W enow ocuson ndinglf ) in the 2-constraint re-
gion. The method of Lagrange m ultipliers is not suit—
able for ndingthem inim um -'_(:7) because the problem is

p;

overconstrained. T he equations obtained using Lagrange
m ultipliers have a consistent solution only ifn  and nr
are related as n Eq. (:’_3:), In which case ¥ 0) = ¥ (nr).
T his does not m ean that there isnom inimum forH ( )
for other values of n  and nt, jist that the m lnim um
lies on a boundary of allowed values of . The bound-
ary with three of the Schm idt coe cients being zero is
the origin In the n —nr plane, where H ( ) = 0. The
boundary with two zero Schm idt coe cients is the line
ny = n =3,and along thislne® ) =¥ 0 ).

Themiimum ofH ( ) In the ram aining part of the
2-constraint region can be found using a straightforward
num erical procedure. A s discussed above, the constraint
equationscan be solved to express 1, z,and 3 htems
ofn ,nr,and 4. Therearetwo distihct solutions, @)
and . For a particular valuie of 4, one or both of
these solutions can be invalid in parts of the pure-state
region because one or m ore of the three Schm idt coe -
cients lies outside the interval [0;1]. For valid solutions
we com pute the entropy H ( ).

FIG . 2: The part of the 2-constraint region covered by four
values of 4. The two lines are the m onotone boundaries.

W e st consider the boundary where one Schm idt co-
e clent is zero by setting 4 = 0 1 the solutions ¢
and @ . Notallpoints in the 2-constraint region can be
reached ifwe set 4, = 0. This is easily seen by noticing
that thepointn = nr = 3=2 corresponds uniquely to a
maxin ally entangled 4 N state, and for this state all
four Schm idt coe cients have the value 1=4. Indeed, a
continuum ofpoints cannot be reached ifwe stay on the
boundary de ned by 4 = 0, so we increase the value of

¢4 In snall steps. The parts of the 2-constraint region

that are covered by four valuesof , are shown In Fjg.:_Z .

T his num erical procedure gives us, for each point n =
0 ;nr) In the purestate region, the range of values of

s rwhichH @ and/orH @ can be caloulated

at that point. Them inin um of these entropies over the
allow ed range of values for 4 is the value of ¥ (n).

The function ¥ (n) in the 2-constraint region is, as re—
quired, a m onotonic function ofboth n and ny . It is
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FIG.3: (Colr online) The doubly constrained bound H (n)

on the EOF of4 N states. A lso shown is a contour plot of
the sam e function.

extended to them onotonic function F¥» (n) on the the en—
tire pure-state region using the procedure outlined above.

T he m onotonic function ¥+ ) is not convex, how ever,

so we must com pute its convex hullH (n). This can be

done num erically, and i tumsout that the di erencebe-
tween H M) and EB» (1) is quite small ( 10 %), the two

functions di ering only In a sm all area near the m ax—
In ally entangled state. Had the purestate region, on

which B« ) isde ned, notbeen convex, H (n) would be
de ned on an extended convex dom ain |[18].

To obtain abound on the EOF ofall4 N states,we
have to extend H (n) outside the pure-state region to the
rest ofthe n —n7 plane. The extension has to preserve
the m onotonicity of H (n) so that the string of nequali-
ties in Eq. @) holds. This is achieved by extending H ()
using surfaces that m atch the function at the lower and
upper boundaries of the purestate region. To preserve
m onotonicity, the surface added in the region below the
low erboundary has zero slope along the ny direction, and
the surface added in the region above the upper bound-
ary has zero slope along the n direction. T he resulting
doubly constrained bound H (n) on the EOF is shown
in Fig. d. The gure indicates that the extension to
the whole n —nr plane produces a an ooth and seam less
surface.

A third constraint based on the realignment crite-
rion l_lﬁ‘, :_1-]'] can be used to in prove our bound on the
EOF for certain classes of states. W e can de ne the re—

alignm ent negativity for a bipartite density operator
asng = (GR ()P D=2, where R ()], = ;5. For
pure states, ng = nr . Thismeans that in deriving the
bounds, we could have rede ned iy asmax (@ ;ng ).

In this Letter we focused on the derivation of a par-
ticular doubly constrained bound on the EOF of 4
N systams. Starting from the -map introduced by
B reuer E[E'n, :_1-€_%], we de ned an entanglem ent m onotone,
the -negativity, and combined it w ith the usualnegativ—
iy to formulate a doubly constrained bound. W e found
that the purestate region In then -nr plane is divided
Into sectors by m onotone boundaries. The doubly con—
strained pure-state m argihalentropy is applicable only in
the region between the m onotone boundaries. In the re—
m aining portions of pure-state region, singly constrained
entropiesare applicable. M onotonicity and convexity dic—-
tate how to extend the bound to all states. W e expect
these features to persist for system s that arenot 4 N
and for m ore than two constraints, in which case the
m onotone boundaries w ill generally be hypersurfaces. A
sector in which an m -constrained m argihalentropy holds
w illbe bounded by sectors in which m  1)-constrained
m argihalentropieshold. T hesem ethodsm ight provide a
usefilprocedure orbounding the EO F and other convex—
roof entanglem ent m onotones.
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