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G eneralized B ellinequality for m ixed states w ith variable constraints
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In thispaper,wepresenta generalized Bellinequality form ixed states.Thedistinctcharacteristic

is that the inequality has variable bound depending on the decom position ofthe density m atrix.

The inequality hasbeen shown to be m ore re�ned than the previousBellinequality. Itispossible

thata separable m ixed state can violate the Bellinequality.

PACS num bers:03.65.U d,03.65.Ta

The concept oflocalrealism is that physicalsystem s

m ay be described by localobjective propertiesthatare

independent ofobservation [1,2]. Bellestablished that

quantum theory isincom patiblewith localrealism by an-

alyzing thespecialcaseoftwo spin-1/2 particlescoupled

in an angularm om entum singletstate[3].In particular,

the constraints on the statistics ofphysically separated

system s,called Bellinequalitythatcan beviolated bythe

statisticalpredictionsofquantum m echanics,isim plied.

In general,theBellinequality can bewritten asa locally

realistic bound �L R on the expectation value of som e

Herm itian operator B̂ (Belloperator),i.e.

D

B̂

E

� �L R

[2]. However,itisnotallthe entangled statesthatvio-

late the conventionalBellinequality [3,4,5].In fact,ifit

isconsidered quantum nonlocal,itisnotnecessary fora

stateto violateallpossibleBell’sinequalities,asim plied

in Ref. [6-8]. The violation ofany Bell’sinequality can

show a given stateto benonlocal.Therefore,theuncov-

ery ofquantum locality depends not only on the given

quantum state but also on the \Belloperator". That

is to say,in orderto uncoverthe quantum locality ofa

given quantum state,one m ust construct a proper Bell

inequality orBelloperator.

Since the originalBellinequality was introduced [3]

and developed by Clauser, Horne, Shim ony and Holt

(CHSH) [4],the investigation ofBellinequality has at-

tracted a lotofattentions[9-12].However,only thecase

ofpure statesiscom pletely solved [3,4,9,10],fordensity

m atricesi.e.m ixed states,only partialresultshavebeen

obtained so far[11-12].In thispaper,we presenta gen-

eralized Bellinequality for m ixed states. The distinct

characteristic is that the inequality has variable bound

depending on the decom position ofthe density m atrix,

i.e. the concrete realization ofthe density m atrix. By

the study ofW erner states [13]and m axim ally entan-

gled m ixed states[14],the inequality hasbeen shown to

be m ore re� ned than the previousBellinequalities. W e

also show a surprising resultthata separable state m ay

violate the Bellinequality. Even though a potentialun-

derstanding ofthe violation fora separable m ixed state

hasbeen provided � nally,a deeperonerem ainsopen.

At� rst,wewillfollow theanalogousprocedureto Ref.

[4]to giveourBellinequality.

Suppose we have an ensem ble ofparticle pairs with

% the density m atrix. W e m easure A(a;�) and B (b;�)

on the two particles of each pair, respectively, with

jA(a;�)j� 1 and jB (b;�)j� 1. In particular,note that

a and b are adjustable apparatus param eters and � is

thehidden variableswith thenorm alized probability dis-

tribution �(�) for the given quantum m echanicalstate.

Furtherm ore,A(a;�)independentofband B (b;�)inde-

pendentofa are required due to the locality. Allabove

areanalogousto Ref.[4].

De� ning the correlation function P (a;b) =R

�
A(a;�)B (b;�)�(�)d�, where � is the total� space,

wehave

jP (a;b)� P (a;c)j

=

�
�
�
�

Z

�

[A(a;�)B (b;�)� A(a;�)B (c;�)]�(�)d�

�
�
�
�:(1)

� can alwaysbedivided into di� erentregionsdenoted by

�i with

NX

i= 1

Z

�i

�(�)d� = 1;i= 1;2;� � � ;N ;

where N representsthe num ber ofdi� erent regions. In

thedi� erentregions,therem ay bedi� erentcorrelations.

Therefore,eq.(1)can berewritten analogousto Ref.[4]

by

jP (a;b)� P (a;c)j

=

nX

j= 1

 Z

�j

A(a;�)B (b;�)[1� A(d;�)B (c;�)]�(�)d�

�

Z

�j

A(a;�)B (c;�)[1� A(d;�)B (b;�)]�(�)d�

! �
�
�
�
�

+

�
�
�
�
�

NX

i= n+ 1

Z

�i

[A(a;�)B (b;�)� A(a;�)B (c;�)]�(�)d� ;(2)

where n = 1;2;� � � ;N . According to the inequality
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�
�
R
f(x)dx

�
��

R
jf(x)jdx,onecan obtain

jP (a;b)� P (a;c)j

�

nX

j= 1

 Z

�j

j1� A(d;�)B (c;�)j�(�)d�

+

Z

�j

j1� A(d;�)B (b;�)j�(�)d�

!

+

�
�
�
�
�

NX

i= n+ 1

Z

�i

[A(a;�)B (b;�)� A(a;�)B (c;�)]�(�)d�

�
�
�
�
�
;(3)

where jA(x0;�)B (y0;�)j� 1 with x0;y0 = a;b;c or d is

im plied. ItisobviousthatifN = 1,eq. (3)willreduce

to the originalCHSH inequality [4]forpure states.

Consider the density m atrix % =
P

i
pij�iih�ij,the

correlation function P (a;b) can alwaysbe expressed by

the joint m easurem ent of observables A (a) and B(b).

Thatisto say,P (a;b)can be obtained by

P (a;b) = tr%[A (a)
 B(b)]= habi

=
X

i

pih�ijA (a)
 B(b)j�ii=
X

i

pihabii;(4)

where habi
i
= h�ijA (a)
 B(b)j�ii. If� is divided as

m entioned above into regions which just correspond to

the given decom position fpi;�ig such that

Z

�i

A(a;�)B (b;�)�(�)d� = p ihabii; (5)

eq.(3)can berewritten based on theexpectation values

ofthe observablesas

jhabi� hacij� 2�

NX

i= 1

pijhdbii+ hdci
i
j; (6)

when n = N [16]. In fact,the inequality (6) willhave

di� erentform sfordi� erentn.Com pared with the origi-

nalCHSH inequality,them ostdi� erenceliesin thatthe

expectation value ofBelloperator[2],i.e.habi� haciin

inequality (6),isconstrained by a variable bound which

dependson notonly thedecom position of% butalso the

apparatusparam etersb,cand d.

Asa specialcase,ifletd = cand the�j partsareper-

fectcorrelated,the inequality (6)can also be converted

to

jhabi� hacij �

�
�
�
�
�

NX

i= n+ 1

pi(habii� haci
i
)

�
�
�
�
�
� �j

nX

j= 1

pjhhbciij;

n = 1;2;� � � ;N (7)

where

hhbcii
j
= hbbi

j
� hbci

j
(8)

and " � �j
" =

�
"+ "; hhbcii> 0

"� "; hhbcii� 0
. This is a general-

ization ofthe originalBellinequality [3].O bviously,the

inequality willreduce to the originalBellinequality if

N = 1.

Considera com posite quantum system described in a

Hilbertspace H = H 1 
 H 2.The corresponding density

m atrix can be given by %,i.e. an operatorwith % = %y,

tr% = 1 and % � 0.Thedensity isseparableorclassically

correlated ifthere exists a decom position fpi;’i
  ig

such that% =
P

i
pij’iih’ij
 j iih ij. O therwise,the

density m atrix is inseparable or EPR correlated. Since

our inequalities given by eq. (6) are derived from a lo-

calhidden variablem odel,thejointm easurem entson the

separabledensity m atrix % should beconstrained by our

variablebound forany n = 1;2;� � � .In otherwords,the

violation oftheinequality (6)or(7)im pliestheexistence

ofEPR correlation.Recalling thepreviousBellinequali-

ties[3,4],theviolation oftheinequalitiesform ixed states

usually becom esm oredi� cultthan thatforpurestates.

That is to say,not allentangled states can be dem on-

strated to violate the inequalities. The m ost fam iliar

exam plesshould be the W ernerstates[5]and the m ax-

im ally entangled m ixed states[12]. However,the states

(de� ned in (2� 2)� dim ensionalHilbert space) willbe

shown to violatetheinequality given here.In thissense,

wesay thattheinequality with currentform seem sto be

m orere� ned than the previousones[3,4].

The m axim ally entangled m ixed state predicted by

W hite etal.[14]hasthe explicitform

%m =

0

B
B
@

g(
) 0 0



2

0 1� 2g(
) 0 0

0 0 0 0



2
0 0 g(
)

1

C
C
A (9)

with

g(
)=

�



2

 � 2

3
1

3

 < 2

3

:

The state is entangled for allnonzero 
 due to its con-

currence[13]C (%m )= 
.Thestatewasshown to violate

the previousBellinequality only for 
 > 0:8. Consider

oneofitsdecom positions,the state can be written by

%m =

h

g(
)+



2

i�
��+

� 

�+

�
�+

h

g(
)�



2

i�
���

� 

��

�
�

+ [1� 2g(
)]j01ih10j; (10)

where j01i = 1p
2
(j	 + i+ j	 � i) and j�� i =

1p
2
(j00i� j11i)and j	 � i= 1p

2
(j01i� j10i)arefourBell

stateswritten in com putationalbasis.Considerthe cor-

relation function P (�1;�2)given by

P (�1;�2)= tr%m [A (�1)
 B(�2)] (11)

where

A (�i)= cos�i(j0ih0j� j1ih1j)+ sin�i(j0ih1j+ j1ih0j)
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FIG .1:Plotofthem axim um violation ofourBellinequality

versus 
. (a) corresponds to the state %m which shows the

inequality can beviolated forall
 > 0;(b)correspondstothe

W ernerstate,i.e.thestate %w (
;�=4),which showsthatour

inequality can be violated forall
 > 1=3.(b)also showsthe

inequality can be violated for
 � 1=3 due to the considered

decom position of%w

and B(�2) are de� ned analogously, and substitute the

decom position given by eq.(10)associated with thecor-

responding correlation functionsinto inequality (6),one

can obtain the corresponding Bellinequality. Num eri-

caloptim ization to m axim ize the violation shows that

the inequality is violated for all
 > 0. See Fig. 1.

Note that "m axim ize the violation" m eans m axim izing

< B > = jhabi� hacij+
P N

i= 1
pijhdbii+ hdci

i
jin the pa-

per.

Anotherexam pleisthevariationalW ernerstateintro-

duced in Ref.[5]given by

%w (
;�)=
1� 


4
I2 
 I2 + 
j	 nonih	 nonj; (12)

where I2 is (2 � 2)-dim ensional identity m atrix and

j	 noni = cos�j00i+ sin�j11i. For � = �

4
,eq. (12) is

theusualW ernerstatewhich wasthe� rststatefound to

be entangled for
 > 1

3
[11,14]and notviolate a Bellin-

equality forsinglestates.TheW ernerstatewasshown to

violatetheBellinequality in Ref.[11]only foritsconcur-

rence C (%w )>

q
1

3
. Considera possible decom position

as

%w (
;�=4) =
1� 


4

��
��+

� 

�+

�
�+

�
�	 +

� 

	 +

�
�

+
�
���

� 

��

�
�+

�
�	 �

� 

	 �

�
�+ 
j	 nonih	 nonj;

�

and theanalogouscorrelation function given by eq.(11),

one can obtain the corresponding Bellinequality. By

optim ization to m axim izethe violation (see Fig.2),one

0

0.5

1

−2

−1

0

1

2
2

2.2

2.4
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3

γ
ξ

<
B

>

FIG . 2: The m axim um violation of our inequality for the

variationalW erner state %w (
;�) versus 
 and �. The �g-

ure shows the periodic violation ofthe state with � and the

violation with 
.

can � nd thatthestate%w (
)violatestheBellinequality

forall
 > 1

3
:

Above exam pleshave shown thatthey violate ourin-

equality by considering properdecom positions,although

theoriginalCHSH inequalityisnotviolated.In ouropin-

ion,the key lies in the constrainton the Belloperator,

habi� haci. I.e. the bound on the Belloperatorin the

originalCHSH inequality isnottightenough forany en-

tangled m ixed state. O urscan be regarded asa correc-

tion ofthebound.In thissense,wesay ourinequality is

m orere� ned.

W hat’sm ore,from Fig.2 and Fig.1 (b),itisso sur-

prising thattheinequality isviolated notonly for
 > 1

3

butforall
 > 0,which m eansa separable m ixed state

can also violate the inequality. It seem s to be a para-

dox. In fact,itisnotthe case. The key liesin thatour

inequality depends on the decom position ofthe density

m atrix. To better show the dependent relation,let us

takea third density m atrix asan exam ple.Considerthe

bipartitedensity m atrix given by

%s =

0

B
B
@

1

4
0 0 x

0 1

4
x 0

0 x 1

4
0

x 0 0 1

4

1

C
C
A ; (13)

with jxj� 1

4
,one can have C (%s) = 0 for alljxj� 1

4
.

Thatisto say,%s can expressed by the convex com bina-
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tion ofproductstates,i.e.

%1 = %s =

�
1

4
+ x

�

j’ih’j
 j’ih’j

+

�
1

4
� x

�

j’ih’j
 j ih j

+

�
1

4
� x

�

j ih j
 j’ih’j

+

�
1

4
+ x

�

j ih j
 j ih j; (14)

where j’i = 1p
2
(j0i+ j1i) and j i = 1p

2
(j0i� j1i).

However,% can also obtained by theconvex com bination

ofm axim ally entangled states,i.e.

%2 = %s =

�
1

4
+ x

�
��
��+

� 

�+

�
�+

�
�	 +

� 

	 +

�
�
�

+

�
1

4
� x

�
��
���

� 

��

�
�+

�
�	 �

� 

	 �

�
�
�
: (15)

Consideringthesam ecorrelation functionsand following

thesam eprocedure,based on theinequality (6),onecan

obtain thecorrespondingBellinequality foreq.(14)and

eq.(15),respectively.By ournum ericaloptim ization to

m axim ize the violation ofthe inequalities for eq. (14)

and eq. (15),respectively,given by Fig. 3,one can � nd

that%2 alwaysviolatethe inequality fornozero x,while

%1 isalwaysconstrained by theinequality forallx.This

just shows the property that the current inequality de-

pends on the decom position ofdensity m atrix. In fact,

ifkeeping itin m ind thatallpure statescannotviolate

the originalCHSH inequality,one willeasily � nd from

the derivation ofourinequality thata separable density

m atrix cannot violate our inequality ifconsidering the

product-state-decom position.

Since the violation ofBellinequality m eans there ex-

istsquantum correlation,ourexam pleshaveshown that

a separable m ixed state m ay have quantum correlation

which depends on the concrete realization ofthe state,

even though the state has been de� ned as a separable

one based on the usualentanglem ent m easure such as

concurrence and so on [17]. In fact,this isnotstrange.

As m entioned in Ref. [5],the classicalcorrelation does

notm ean thestatehasbeen prepared in them annerde-

scribed, but only that its statisticalproperties can be

reproduced by a classicalm echanism . In other words,

ifconsidering the entanglem entofpure statesasa cost,

theusualm easurem entofentanglem entofform ation for

m ixed states just gives the least cost to reproduce the

m ixed states. That is to say, the usualentanglem ent

m easure does not always extract quantum correlations

that have been used to generate the given m ixed state.

I.e.Theviolation ofourinequality m eansthatquantum

correlationsareneeded to producethegiven m ixed state

by the considered concrete realization (decom position).

0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25
1.8

2

2.2

2.4

2.6

2.8

3

x

<
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>

FIG .3:Them axim um violation ofourinequality forthesep-

arable state %s versusx in term softwo di�erentdecom posi-

tions. The �gure shows that the inequality can be violated

fortheentangled-statedecom position (solid line)and can not

beviolated fortheproduct-statedecom position (dotted line).

In this sense,we say that a separable m ixed state m ay

owe som e quantum correlations. Therefore,in orderto

dem onstrate whether a m ixed state owe quantum cor-

relationsin term sofpreviousentanglem entm easuresor

whetherourinequalityisconsistentwith theusualentan-

glem entm easures,onehasto testwhetherourinequality

isviolated in term softhe optim aldecom position in the

sense ofthe given entanglem ent m easure (for exam ple,

concurrenceand so on).

In sum m ary,we have presented a generalized Bellin-

equality. The inequality hasbeen shown to be m ore re-

� ned than thepreviousones.Them ostim portantprop-

erty is that the inequality has a variable bound which

dependson the decom position ofthe state. Asa result,

a separable quantum m ixed state m ay be shown to in-

clude quantum correlation,a potentialunderstanding of

which hasbeen provided.Finally,wehopethatthe cur-

rent result willfurther the understanding of quantum

entanglem entand quantum nonlocality.
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