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G eneralized Bell inequality for m ixed states w ith variable constraints
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In thispaper, we present a generalized B ell inequality form ixed states. T he distinct characteristic
is that the inequality has variable bound depending on the decom position of the density m atrix.
T he inequality has been shown to be m ore re ned than the previous Bell inequality. It is possible
that a separable m ixed state can violate the Bell inequality.
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The concept of local realism is that physical system s
m ay be described by local ob fctive properties that are
Independent of cbservation [L,2]. Bell established that
quantum theory is incom patible w ith localrealism by an—
alyzing the special case oftwo spin-1/2 particles coupled
In an angularm om entum singlet state B]. In particular,
the constraints on the statistics of physically separated
system s, called B ell inequality that can be violated by the
statistical predictions of quantum m echanics, is in plied.
In general, the Bell nequality can be w ritten as a locally
realistic bound rr on the expectation vagiepof some

Hem itian opeJ:atorBA (B ell operator), ie. B LR

R]. However, i is not all the entangled states that vio—
late the conventionalBell inequaliy [3,4,5]. In fact, if
is considered quantum nonlocal, it is not necessary for a
state to violate allpossible B ell’s inequalities, as m plied
In Ref. [68]. The violation of any Bell's nequality can
show a given state to be nonlocal. T herefore, the uncov—
ery of quantum locality depends not only on the given
quantum state but also on the \Bell operator". That
is to say, n order to uncover the quantum locality of a
given quantum state, one must construct a proper Bell
nequality or Bell operator.

Sihce the origihal Bell inequality was introduced [3]
and developed by Clauser, Home, Shimony and Holt
(CHSH) [], the Investigation of Bell nequality has at—
tracted a ot of attentions P-12]. H owever, only the case
of pure states is com pltely solved [3,4,9,10], for density
m atrices ie. m ixed states, only partial results have been
obtained so far [11-12]. In this paper, we present a gen—
eralized Bell inequality for m ixed states. The distinct
characteristic is that the inequality has variabl bound
depending on the decom position of the density m atrix,
ie. the concrete realization of the density m atrix. By
the study of W emer states [13] and m axim ally entan—
gld m ixed states [14], the nequality has been shown to
be more re ned than the previous Bell inequalities. W e
also show a surprising result that a separable state m ay
violate the Bell nequality. Even though a potential un—
derstanding of the violation for a separable m ixed state
hasbeen provided nally, a desper one rem ains open.

At rst,wewillfollow the analogousprocedure to Ref.
4] to give our Bell inequality.

Suppose we have an ensamble of particle pairs w ith
% the density m atrix. Wemeasure A (@; ) and B (; )
on the two particles of each pair, respectively, with
A@ )] land B ; )J 1. In particular, note that
a and b are adjistable apparatus param eters and  is
the hidden variablesw ih the nom alized probability dis—
tribution () for the given quantum m echanical state.
Furthem ore, A (@; ) independent ofb and B (o; ) inde—
pendent of a are required due to the locality. A 1l above
are analogous to Ref. H].

R De ning the oorrelation function P (a;b) =
A@; ) B;) ()d, where is the total space,
we have
}l; @ib) P @;9j
= AR@ Bb ) A@ BE) ()d :Q)

can alwaysbe divided into di erent regions denoted by
i W ith

where N represents the number of di erent regions. In
the di erent regions, therem ay be di erent correlations.
T herefore, eq. (1) can be rew ritten analogousto Ref. K]
by

P @b) P @io)j
w Z
= A@ Bk )L Ad B )] ()d

=1 ; \

Z .
A@ BE )DL Ad B )] ()d

w2

+ BR@ Bb ) A@ )BIE )l ()d2)

i=n+1 i

where n = 1;2; ;N . According to the nequality
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f x)dx If x)Jjdx, one can obtain
P @b P @;o)]
xo Z
i A@; B )I ()d
=1 J \
Z .

+ i1 Al B b )J ()d
@« 2
+ R @; )B b; )

i=n+1 +

Af@; )B ()] ()d GF

where A x% B % )j 1 wih x%y°= a;bjcord is
Inplied. It is obvious that ifN = 1, eq. (3) will reduce
to the orighalCH SH inequality (4] ﬁgpure states.

Consider the density m atrix $ = ;PiJ iih ;3 the
correlation function P (a;b) can always be expressed by
the Ppint measurem ent of cbservables A (@) and B ().
That isto say, P (a;b) can be obtained by

P @ib) = &5 p @ B b)I= habi
= pih 1JA @) B®OJii=  pihabi@)
where habi; = h ;jA (@) B () j :i. If isdivided as

m entioned above into regions which Jjust correspond to
the given decom position fp;; ig such that
Z
A@; B l;) ()d =pihabi ; )

eq. (3) can be rew ritten based on the expectation values
of the cbservables as

X

Jebi tacij 2 pijobl+ KLy 6)

i=1
when n = N [6]. In fact, the mequality (6) will have
di erent form s fordi erentn. Com pared w ith the origi-
nalCHSH inequality, them ost di erence lies in that the
expectation value of Bell operator R], ie. habi haci in
nequality (6), is constrained by a variable bound which
depends on not only the decom position of $ but also the
apparatus param eters b, c and d.

Asa specialcase, iflet d= cand the 5 partsare per-
fect correlated, the inequality (6) can also be converted
to

X Xn
Jabi hacij pi Gabi; haci)) ; Py lrihbc:ij.j ;
i=n+1 Jj=1
n = 1;2; ;N
w here

treid, = Febiy  ocy ®)

"+ " Mcii> 0
and " j "= ] "; Hicii 0
ization of the originalBell inequality [B]. O bviously, the
nequality will reduce to the original Bell nequality if
N = 1.

Consider a com posite quantum system described in a
Hibert spaceH = H? H?2. The corresponding density
m atrix can be given by %, ie. an operatorwih % = %Y,

$= land % 0. Thedensity is separable or classically
correlated if exists a decom position fp;;’ i ig
such that % = ;Pid sdb 33 J iih i3 O therw ise, the
density m atrix is inseparable or EPR correlated. Since
our Inequalities given by eg. (6) are derived from a lo-
calhidden variablem odel, the pint m easurem entson the
separable density m atrix $ should be constrained by our
variabl bound forany n = 1;2;
violation ofthe nequality (6) or (7) in plies the existence
of EPR correlation. R ecalling the previous B ell inequali-
ties [3,4], the violation ofthe inequalities form ixed states
usually becom esm ore di cult than that for pure states.
That is to say, not all entangled states can be dem on—
strated to violate the inequalities. The most fam iliar
exam ples should be the W emer states P] and the m ax—
In ally entangled m ixed states [12]. H owever, the states
de ned n 2 2) dinensional H ibert space) will be
shown to violate the inequality given here. In this sense,
we say that the inequality w th current form seem sto be
more re ned than the previousones [3,4].

The maxin ally entangled m ixed state predicted by
W hite et al. [14] has the explicit form

. This is a general-

0 1
g() 0 05
B 0o 1 29()0 0 &
o B
mT e 9 0 0 0 A ©)
3 0 0 g()
w ih
_ 2
g()= 2 3
3 <3

T he state is entangled for all nonzero due to its con—
currence [13]C &, ) = . The statewas shown to violate
the previous Bell inequality only for > 0:8. Consider

one of its decom positions, the state can be w ritten by
h i h i

/Ong()"'g +g()5
+ L 2g()]P1ihl0J;

where P11 =

10)

= i+t J 1) and j i =
pl—g (P0i dJli)andj i= pl—g (P11  1L0i) are HurBell
states w ritten in com putationalbasis. C onsider the cor-
relation function P ( 1; ,) given by

() P(172)=1t% RBA(1) B(2)] (11)
w here
A (4)= cos ; (PiN0]j Jihl)+ sin ; (Pihlj+ Jik0J

. In other words, the
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FIG .1l: Pt ofthem axinum violation of our Bell nequality
versus (@) corresponds to the state %, which shows the
inequality can be violated forall > 0; (b) corresponds to the
W emer state, ie. the state %, ( ; =4), which show s that our
Inequality can be violated forall > 1=3. (b) also shows the
nequality can be violated for 1=3 due to the considered
decom position of %y

and B ( ;) are de ned analogously, and substitute the
decom position given by eq. (10) associated w ith the cor—
responding correlation functions into inequality (6), one
can obtain the corresponding Bell inequality. Num eri-
cal optin ization to m axin ize the violation show s that
the nequality is viclated for all > 0. See Fig. 1.
N ote that "m axim ize violation" m eans m axin izing
< B >= jabi hacij+ L, p; Jdbi + hdcijin the pa-
per.

A nother exam pl is the variationalW emer state intro-
duced In Ref. [b]given by

2 iy} L+ J nonih nonJi 12)
where I, is (2 2)-din ensional identity m atrix and
J noni= cos POi+ sin Jjli. For = ;,eq. (12) is
the usualW emer state which wasthe rst state found to
be entangled or > % [11,14] and not violate a Bell In—
equality for single states. TheW emer statewas shown to

violate the B e]l'alequaljty nRef. l1]only for its concur-

rence C (3, ) > % . Consider a possible decom position

+ + +

and the analogous correlation function given by eq. (11),
one can obtain the corresponding Bell inequality. By
optim ization to m axim ize the violation (see Fig. 2), one

j non lh non ];

wih ¥j
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FIG.2: The maxinum violation of our nequality for the

variational W emer state %, ( ; ) versus and . The g-
ure show s the periodic violation of the state with  and the

violation with

can nd that the state § ( ) violates the Bell nequality
fprall > i:

Above exam ples have shown that they violate our In—
equality by considering proper decom positions, although
the originalCH SH inequality isnot violated. In ouropin—
jon, the key lies In the constraint on the Bell operator,
habi haci. Ie. the bound on the Bell operator in the
originalCH SH inequality is not tight enough for any en—
tangled m ixed state. O urs can be regarded as a correc—
tion ofthe bound. In this sense, we say our nequality is
morere ned.

W hat’smore, from Fig. 2 and Fig. 1 (), i is so sur-
prising that the inequality is violated not only or > 1
but forall > 0, which m eans a separable m ixed state
can also violate the inequality. It seem s to be a para—
dox. In fact, it is not the case. The key lies in that our
hequality depends on the decom position of the density
matrix. To better show the dependent relation, let us
take a third density m atrix as an exam ple. C onsider the
bipartite density m atrix given by

; @3)

o
Il
@Iw o
X o owlx
o X =k o
orlr X O
sl O O X
>N -

%, one can have C () = 0 for all kJ

1
Z .
T hat is to say, %5 can expressed by the convex com bina—



tion of product states, ie.

%1 = %= Z+X Jik j Fik 3
1 iy s s a1
+ 2 x Jih 3 J ih jJ
1 i e ey
+ 2 x Jih j ik j
1 C e e e e
+ Z+x jih 3 jih 3; (14)
where i = p%(j)i+ i) and j i = pl—z(jOi ).

However, $ can also obtained by the convex com bination
ofm axim ally entangled states, ie.

1s)

C onsidering the sam e correlation fiinctions and follow ing
the sam e procedure, based on the nequality (6), one can
obtain the corresponding B ell inequality foreqg. (14) and
eq. (15), respectively. By our num erical optin ization to
m axin ize the violation of the inequalities for eq. (14)
and eq. (15), respectively, given by Fig. 3, one can nd
that %, always violate the inequality for nozero x, whike
%1 is always constrained by the inequality forallx. This
Just show s the property that the current nequality de—
pends on the decom position of density m atrix. In fact,
if keeping it in m ind that all pure states cannot violate
the original CH SH inequality, one will easily nd from
the derivation of our nequality that a separable density
m atrix cannot violate our inequality if considering the
product-state-decom position.

Since the violation of Bell nequality m eans there ex—
ists quantum correlation, our exam ples have shown that
a separable m ixed state m ay have quantum ocorrelation
which depends on the concrete realization of the state,
even though the state has been de ned as a separable
one based on the usual entanglem ent m easure such as
concurrence and so on [L7]. In fact, this is not strange.
A smentioned In Ref. [], the classical correlation does
notm ean the state hasbeen prepared In the m anner de—
scribed, but only that its statistical properties can be
reproduced by a classical m echanisn . In other words,
if considering the entanglem ent of pure states as a cost,
the usualm easurem ent of entanglem ent of form ation for
m ixed states just gives the least cost to reproduce the
m ixed states. That is to say, the usual entanglem ent
m easure does not always extract quantum ocorrelations
that have been used to generate the given m ixed state.
Ie. The violation of our Inequality m eans that quantum
correlations are needed to produce the given m ixed state
by the considered concrete realization (decom position).

<B>
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FIG .3: Them axin um violation of our inequality for the sep—
arable state %s versus x in tem s of two di erent decom posi-
tions. The gure shows that the inequality can be violated
for the entangled-state decom position (solid line) and can not
be violated for the product-state decom position (dotted line).

In this sense, we say that a separable m ixed state m ay
owe som e quantum correlations. T herefore, in order to
dem onstrate whether a m ixed state owe quantum cor-
relations In tem s of previous entanglem ent m easures or
w hether our inequality is consistent w ith the usualentan—
glem ent m easures, one has to test w hether our inequality
is violated in tem s of the optin al decom position In the
sense of the given entanglem ent m easure (for exam ple,
concurrence and so on).

In summ ary, we have presented a generalized Bell in—
equality. The inequality has been shown to be m ore re—

ned than the previous ones. T he m ost In portant prop—
erty is that the inequality has a variable bound which
depends on the decom position of the state. A s a resul,
a separable quantum m ixed state m ay be shown to In—
clide quantum correlation, a potential understanding of
which hasbeen provided. F nally, we hope that the cur-
rent result will further the understanding of quantum
entanglem ent and quantum nonlocality.
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