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G iven tw o tw o-qub it pure states characterized by their Schm idt num berswe investigate an optim al
strategy to convert the states between them selves w ith respect to their localuniary invariance. W e
discuss the e clency of this transform ation and its connection to LOCC convertbility properties
between two single-copy quantum states. A s an illustration of the investigated transformm ations we
present a com m unication protocolwhere in spite of all expectations a shared m axin ally entangled
pair between two participants is the worst quantum resource.
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I. NTRODUCTION

O ne ofthe greatest achievem entsofquantum inform ation theory Q IT ) isthe realization that quantum entanglem ent

serves as a resource forperform ing various com m unication taskswhere E kert’s schem e [I] or quantum key distribution
QKD) or quantum teleportation [Z] are the most agrant exam ples. Shortly after, the question of equivalence of
di erent m ultipartite states cam e into question. Partially m otivated by the security issues in QKD (ie. how to
Jocally distill a shared non m axin ally entangled or even noised quantum state to avoid any correlations wih a
potential eavesdropper) the problem of LOCC [4] (local operation and classical com m unication) convertibility [E]
becam e fundam ental. W e can approach the question from two extrem al sides. Nam ely, asking whether two states
are LOCC transfom able in an asym ptotic lim it or having juist a single copy of an initial state at our disposal. Both
approaches brought the considerable progress in Q IT . To nam e just few, in the rst regine, several m easures of
entanglem ent were de ned in tem s of an asym ptotic rate in which it is possible to convert from /to a m axin ally
entangled state [3,14]. In the second case, the connection between the Schm idt num ber m a prization [6] and LOCC
state transform ation was discovered [L1] or new classes of tripartite entangled states w ere presented [i].

W e w ill treat w ith an Interesting Q IT paradigm which is so called in possbility transform ation (or ho-go process’).
T here exist several kinds of in possble transform ations strati ed by the fact how the im possbility is findam ental.
Quantum cloning [9] or nding the orthogonalcom plem ent to a given quantum state universalNO T) [L0]belong to
the group of the highest stratum . This kind of in possibility com es from basic principles of quantum m echanics [8]
and can be perform ed just approxin ately [9,110]. T here are also known other exam ples of fuindam entally im possble
processes [L1]. In the low er levelthere exist transfom ationsw hich are not forbidden by the law sofquantum m echanics
but they are in possible under som e arti cially augm ented requirem ents. T ypically, we consideronly LO CC operations
as, for exam ple, the above m entioned single-copy transform ation task [L7]. In this case, w thout the LO CC constraint
there is no problem to transform one pure state to another w ithout any lin itations.

In thispaperwe use the m ethods of sam ide nie programm Ing 20]to nd an optim aland com pletely positive (CP)
map for LOCC shgl-copy pure state transform ation regarding its covariant properties. C ovariance m eans that the
sought CP m aps are universal in the sense that they do not change their form s under the action of SU ) group
(or their products) on the input states. T he covariance requirem ent was also added to other quantum m echanical
processes, com pare eg. R2]. In addition to the covariance, we require optin ality m eaning that the output state
produced by the CP LOCC m ap ismaxin ally close to the required target state. T he closeness is m easured by the
valie of the delity between the actual output state and the desired target state. As we will see, our problem of
covariant and optim alLO CC state transfom ation com bines both kinds of the in possibilities m entioned above.

T he structure ofthe paper is the Hllow ng. In section [ we recall som e basics facts about the isom orphisn between
quantum m aps and the related group properties. The m ain part of this paper can be found In section where the
optin alL.O CC single-copy state transform ation is investigated w ith the help of sem ide nie program m ing technigques.
Section [IV] can be regarded as an application of the studied problem where we present a com m unication protocol r
the LOCC tranam ission of a localunitary operation from one branch ofa shared two—qubit state to the second one.
W e show that a m axim ally entangled pair does not always need to be the best quantum comm unication resource.
T he corresponding K rausm aps for the protocolare listed in A ppendix.
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II. METHODS

Tt iswellknow n that there existsan isom orphian between com pletely positivem apsM (%) and sem ide nite operators
Ry , st introduced by Jam iolkow ski [12]

M Gun)=Tn, 1 %, Ry () Ry =™ 1) P ; @
wherep * = ¢, o jihjjjisam axin ally entanglked bipartite state ofthe din ension & . T he isom orphism allow susto
ful N otherw ise a di cul task ofthe param etrization ofallCP m apsby putting a positivity condition on the operator
Ry . Then, the param etrization problem is com putationally m uch m ore feasible. This is not the only advantage the
representation o ers. Aswas shown in [15], the representation is useful for the description of quantum channels (so
called covariant channels) which we w ish to optim ize regarding som e sym m etry properties. M ore precisely, having two
representationsV; ;V, ofa unitary group, themap M (%) is said to be covariant ifM (%) = V,;M V1%V )V, . nserting
the covariance condition into Eq. [d) and using the fact that the positive operator Ry is unique, we get

Ry = V; V{)Rm V2 V;) () Rm ;Va V;]=0: @)

T he space occupied by Vo,  V; can be decom posed into a direct sum of irreducible subspaces and from Schur’s lemm a
follow sthat Ry isa sum of the isom orphisn sbetween all equivalent irreduchble representations. If we now consider
the delity equation in the Jam iokow ski representation

o\

F=Tr %ut % Ru (€)

the task isreduced on nding them axinum ofF sub Ect to non-negativity ofRy and other constraintsposed on Ry
In our case, i is the trace preserving condition Tr, Ry ]= 1 ollow ing from [). This can be easily reform ulated as
a sem ide nie program [20] and thus e clently solved using com puters. M oreover, it is easy to put other conditions
on Ry such as partial positive transpose condition PP T) and they can be easily inplem ented as well R1]. Recall
that for two—qubit system s the PPT condition is equivalent to the LOCC requirem ent. Note that the usefihess of
the presented m ethod was already shown, for exam ple, in connection w ith optin aland covariant cloning [L6].

In our calculation we em ployed the YALM TP environm ent R4] equipped w ith the SeD uM isolver R5]. O ne of the
advantages of sam ide nite program m ing is the indication ofwhich param eters are zero. T hen, analytical solutions for
the delity and even general form s of the K raus decom position 26] ofthe CP m ap m ay be found. In our problem,
using the properties of the Jam iokow skipositive m atrix Ry (which are stated as an aln ost com puterready theorem
In [13,/14]) we derived the corresponding K raus operators as general as possible.

III. OPTIM AL AND COVARIANT SINGLE-COPY LOCC STATE TRANSFORMATION

Let ys have an nnput and et state wrtten in their Scmidt forms ji = aj)Oi+pl a?1i, 741 =
cPOi+ 1 A&11i; a;c2 (0;1= 2). Tt was shown [L7] that a detem inistic LOCC conversion Ji! F1iispos
sblkei a c.Ifwewantto go in the direction where LOCC is not powerfiilenough we have basically two strategies
at our digposal. First, in som e caseswem ay choose a probabilistic strategy [L8] also called conclusive conversion. A s
an altemative, there exists a possible LO CC determm inistic transform ation to a state which is in som e sense closest to
the required one [L9]. Nam ely, i is a state in which the delity with the target state ismaximal. W e will ollow a
related way and nd how an optim alcovariant LOCC CP m ap best approxin ates the idealtransform ation j 1$ 7 i.
In the next sections, we consider the ollow ing param eter space a;c2 (0;1) both for j iand T i.

A dopting the covariance considerations from the previous section into our case we dem and

F=h M GhIFi=n°’™M 0 H7%=F @)

whereV; j i= j %4V, ¥ i= 7 % and the covariance condition [2) ©llows (ote that quite accidentally the condition
is the sam e as in case of covariant cloning).

A . LOCC sem icovariant transform ation

F irstly, we w illbe Interested in how j ican be transformed ifV; = V, = 1 U whereU isa unitary representation
0fSU (2). In other words, we consider the situation where the covariance is In posed on one branch of j 1 wWe callit
a sem icovariant case). From Eq. [2) ollows

Ry;L U 1 UJ=0() Rv;L 1 U U]J=0; ©)
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FIG.1: The delity for the optim aland bcally sem icovariant LO CC transfom ation between j 1= a P0i+ 1 a2 jli and
Ji= cPoi+ 1 & jli.

whereRy = SYRy SandS=1 SWAP y where SWAP = POHO0j+ P1H10j+ L0013+ Llhlljand y isthe
PauliY operator. W ith the unitarily transfom ed rhs in Eq. [§) the decom position is ound in a particularly simple
way

M4
Ry = siiPsyy  aiPayyi (6)
i;3=1

wherePg . ;Pa,, are isom orphisn sbetween equivalent sym m etricaland antisym m etrical irreducible subspaces, respec—
tively. T here are 32 free com plex param etersbut we know that Ry is a nonnegative operator. It follow s that a;i;sis
are realand aij = ay;78ij5 = Sy;. I he number of free param eters is thus reduced to 32 realnumbers. M axin izing the

delity Q) r%im = j h F%ue = 7 & jwith this number of param eters is far from a possible analytical solution
but feasble In tem s of sam ide nie programm ing. For i € j it is advantageous to Introduce the decom position
aiiPa,; + a;Pay, = < Bij]®a,; + Pay )+ =Bi31@Pa,, 1Pa,,) and sim flarly for the sym m etricalpart. W ith the above
de ned variables the delity to bem axin ized has the form (leaving out the zero param eters)

P @
F=% a’Fentan)t @ AHA a )+ aw)+ QL a¥)sp+ @ Hass+tac 1 )1 Aay

(7)
where a;’ = < [ag1]. The resulting delity is depicted in Fig.[dl. First, we note that ora ¢ the result corresponds to
the analytical result found in @] which, for our bipartie case, has the form

P
F = ac+ 1 a®)a &) (8)

T he reason isthat the optim al delity found in E] isdependent only on the Schm idt num bers of the input and target
state and thus it is autom atically locally covariant. If we do not consider the param eters of Ry which are shown
to be zero (yielded from the sam ide nite program ) a general form in the K raus representation can be in principle
found Ry can be diagonalized w ith the help ofa software for the sym bolicm anipulations). But i appears that this
decom position is too com plex and for our purpose i is not necessary to present i. The only comm ent is deserved
by the identity m ap which covers the whole region of param eters where Eq. [§) is valid. This is in contrast with
the original work @] where the m ap is not the identity due to the know ledge of param eters a;c. In reality, this
trivialm ap appears to be the covariant and optin alm ap for a bit Jarger region as depicted in Fig.[2. It ©llow s that
under the realm ofthe identity m ap no optin alcovariant CP m ap exists. T he ram aining part of the param eter space



FIG.2:A 2D view on Fig.[d (on the right) together w ith the indication where the trivial identity is the optin alm ap (the red
area on the lft). The blue part corresponds to various non-uni m aps.

of a;c show s that in spite of the allow ance of the perfect determ inistic conversion by the m a prization criterion the
sam icovariant transform ation does not reach the m axin al delity. W e Intentionally left out the word LO CC because
the second interesting aspect isthat forthe w hole param eter space the LO CC condition isunnecessary. In otherw ords,
there are only LO CC sem icovariant transform ations or the identity m ap which isalso (trivially) LO CC sem icovariant.
W e con m the existence of another fundam ental no-go process saying that it is not possible to construct a CP m ap
perfectly copying a partially or totally unknown quantum state to a generally di erent quantum state even if the
m a prization criterion allow s us to do i (attention to the related problem was called in 23]). The in possbility is
easy to show by considering the follow Ing tiny lemm a valid not only for the investigated dim ension d = 2:

Let M be a uniary and covariant map, ie. i= M j iholds for two arbitrary qudis j i;7 i. Then, from the
covariance llowsM U §ji= U i= UM ji() M;U]= 0. W e suppose that this holds orallU 2 SU (d) and
then by one of Schur’'s emma M = cl. Considering the requirem ent of unitariy of M it ©llows c= 1 and thus
Ji= ji.

W e con med this lemm a in Fig.[Dl where the delity is equalto one only ifa = c and wem ay re ect the calculated
optin alvalies of the delity as a re nem ent and quanti cation how much is the above process in possble.

N ote that the m a prization criterion [L7] was developed w ith respect to the degree of entanglem ent (the Schm idt
num ber) but relies on the com plete know ledge ofthe converted state w hat is at variance w ith the covariant requirem ent
where no particular state is preferred. The situation is a bit sin flar to quantum cloning where if we know the
preparation procedure of a state to be cloned then there is no problem to m ake an arbitrary number of its perfect
coples.

A nother worthy aspect is that the intervalofa and c goes from zero to one thus covering the target states w ith the
sam e Schm idt num ber m ore than once. Nevertheless, the delity is di erent in such cases (com pare eg. the target
states P0iand jl1i). In fact, to com pletely describe the (sem i)covariant properties of the type presented in this article
we should not distinguish input and target states by their Schm idt num bers but rather to fiillly param etrize them In
SU ) SU (2) representation for every a;c 2 (0;1= 5). But by relying on the lemm a above we expect that this
situation does not bring anything surprising into our discussion. A 1so, due to the (sam i)covariance we have actually

described potentially interesting transform ationsbetween j i= a Pli+ 1 a?jl0iand fi= cPli+ 1 & J0i.

B. FullLOCC covariant transform ations

A s the second case we investigate a full local covariance where, rst, both qubits from an nput two-qubit state j i
are rotated sim ultaneously and, second, both qubits are rotated independently. T he covariance w ith respect to these
tw o types of rotation is required.

T he covariance condition in the rstcaseisV; = V, = U U and thus

Ry ;U U U UJl=0() Rv;UuU U U Ul=0: )
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FIG . 3: The  delity for the optin aland fiill locally covariant LOCC transfomm ation between j i= a P0i+ 1 a2 jli and

Yi= cPoi+ 1 & 4lli.

Em ploying the fact that

M2
SU (2)3.:41:2 = oD &) 10)
J=0

wih c; 2 (2;3;1) we nd the basis vectors of all irreducible subspaces (sum m arized In Tab.[l) and construct isom or-
phisn sP between equivalent soecies

M2 Mo
RM = d.JklPD ) s (11)
k1
J=0k;l=1

Choosing the param eters dyx; we require Ry  to be a sam ide nitem atrix. W e calculate the delity for the sam e kind
of Input/target states from the previous subsection yilding

P @@ 2
F= ac+ @1 a?)ad &) %dozz+éd21l + FQ adH)+ a4 A)a® dys: 12)

Running an appropriate sam ide nite program for m axim izing F we are able to get analytical results both for the

delity and the CP map in the K raus fom . It appears that m any of the coe cients d ;i) are zero and thus Eq. [12)
sim pli esaswellasthe constraints given by the trace preserving condiion. A sfarasthe LO CC condition the situation
here is that the CP m apsw ith and w ithout the posed condition are di erent but both give the sam e optim al delity.
Tt can be shown that the LOCC ocondition in this case is jist a dummy constraint determ ining the value of a free
param eter in the resultingm ap (see the param eter dy1; in Eq. [I4)). Then

p

-2 1 P
F=max ac+ 1 as)@a1 &) ;l—o ac+

-2
1 a5)d &) += Fa adH+ata &) 13)

gl w

and the corresponding graph is in Fig.[3. It is notew orthy that there are jist two types of CP covariant m aps for two
investigated intervals of a;c corresponding to the di erent delity fiinctions in (I3). The identity m ap isthe st one



TABLE I:0 rthogonalbasis vectors of all irreducible subspaces of SU (2)].:41:2 .

(J)

Totalm om entum J TIrreducible subspace D B asis vectors
0 DY L1 10iP1 101
0 D #= (PO111 £ P1+ 10iP1+ 101+ J1004)
1 D7 P~ DL 101 POi

P11 10iP1+ 10i
2= Pl 101714
1 DSy 2= P0iPL  10i
2 P1+ 10iP1  10i
o= Jl1iP1 104
(POLiP1+ 10i P11+ 10i§0i)
?1—5 (P011i H1100i)
1 (P1+ 10i4l1i H1iP1+ 101)
0001
2 (POiPLl+ 10i+ P+ 10i904)
?1—5 (PO11i+ JL100i+ PL+ 10iP1 + 101)
2 (P1+ 10i7l1i+ 111+ 104)
1114

[
lw}
W~
o8
N

and the conclusion from the previous case holds. T he second m ap is described by the set of the K raus operators

q 0 0 11 01 q 0 00 O 01 q 0 0 0 O Ol
_ 1 4,830 0 00C _ 1 4,800 0 0C . _ 1 4,830 11 0C
Al @ 0 0 0 OA IAZ 3 @ 00 0 OA IA3 12 @ 0 11 OA ’
0 0 00O 01 10 0 0 0O
0 0 0 O 01 0 1 0 O 01 q 0 0 00 Ol
0 1 1 0C 0 1 1 0c 3 100 OcC
— _do1s . - i . — 3 .
Aim SRB) ) ) KRsmrhBg ] ) RRem mE ) (g oA
0 0 0 O 0 0 0 1 0 110
q 0O 1 1 01 q 0 000 11 q 0 000 Ol
_ %500 o1 _%T3ooooc  _“3Boo0o0oc
A7 20 @ 0 0 0 1A IA8 5 @ 000 OA IA9 5 @ 000 OA ’ (14)
0O 0 0 O 00O0O 1000

P
where dg;; is a free param eter from the decom position [Idl). The tracepreserving condition ilA{Ai = 1 is

satis ed 2€].
Let us proceed to the second case where we consider independent unitary rotations on both qubits of the pair, that
isVy = Vp, = U; U;y.Derived analogously as before, it ©llow s

Ry ;U1 U; Uz Uz]=0 15)
w ith the decom position in a particularly sim ple form
Ry = piPa  Pa+ p2Pa Ps+ p3Ps Pa+ pgPs  Psj (16)

where P, ;Ps are the profctors into asym m etricaland sym m etrical subspaces, resoectively 27]. T he resulting delity
equation (@again independent on the LO CC condition) can be derived analytically

P2 P 2

1
F=max ac+ (@1 a?)@l &) ig act 1 a3l &) +- da ad)+a%2a &) 17)

Ol

w ith the picture Jooking sim ilarly as in F ig.[3. The achieved delity is even lower due to the stronger requirem ents on
the covariance properties in Eq. [18) in com parison w ith Eq. [9). A s in the previous case, there are two m aps ortwo



di erent delity functions, one of them being the identity m ap. T he K raus decom position of the nontrivialm ap is

0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1
10 00 9 00 0 0 000 0000 0000

1Eo 1oo§ E%ooo% E o ooo% Eoooo% B0 0 0 0f
A1=—% 12=8 ;A3=8 Ps iA4=8 ;A5=8 N c
380 0 10A 0 0 0 O0& - 0 00 000 O0A 02008
00 01 0 00 0 5200 2000 0000

as)

andAg= AY;A,=A%;Ag=Al;Ae=AJ.

Iv. COVARIANT LOCC COMMUNICATION PROTOCOL

Letustry to apply the prevbusgonsjderatjonsto the solution ofthe follow ing com m unication problem . Suppose that
the two—qubi state j i= a P0i+ 1 a? jlliwas bcally and unitarily m odi ed on A lice’s side and then distrduted
between A lice and Bob. Next in agine that the distrbutor of this state is confiised and oblivious and he wanted
originally to m odify B ob’s part of the state. M oreover, he forgot which uniary m odi cation was done. Since A lice
and B ob are separated the only possibility to rectify the distrbutor’sm istake is LO CC com m unication between them .
In other words, they would like to perform the follow ing transform ation

§%= 0 DI @ vyii= 7% 19)
such that the LOCC transform ation w illbe equally and m axin ally successfill irrespective ofU . G enerally, this is the
problem of sending an unknown localunitary operation between branches of a shared bipartite state. N otice that if
j 1isamaxim ally entangled state then the task changesto nding a transposition ofthe unitary operation U due to
the wellknown relation

U 1L)Po+ 11li= @ UT) PO+ 11i: (20)
T he covariant condition in the Jam lokow skirepresentation reads
Ry ;1 U U 11=0 (1)

using decom position [@) and the unitary modi cation Ry = SRy SYwith S= (1 SWAP v)@d 1 SWAP).
Again, the gure ofm erit is the delity which now has the fom

1
F =2 a'srtan)+t @ a®) (st aw) +a°@ a’)n+ spta  sh); ©2)

wherea;r =< [a41];sJ7r = < [341].Onemay ndageneralform ofthism ap in tem softhe K rausoperators in A ppendix.
Ifwe st run the corresoonding sem ide nite program w ithout the LOCC condition we get the delity equalto one
for alla. This has a reasonable explanation because ifwe allow the nonlocal operations there exists a universal and
always successfiill uniary operation { SWAP. The inspection of the particular Ry con m s this inference. A fter
in posing the LOCC condition the resulting delity is depicted in Fig[d. This result is notew orthy because we see
that the LOCC CP m ap is the m ost successfiil for the factorized states @ = 0;1 F = 2=3) whik it holdsF = 1=2
for the m axin ally entangled states. The reason lies in Egs. [20) and [[9). If j i is a m axin ally entangled state then
a localunitary action passes the whole local orbit whereas for non-m axin ally entangled states the unitary action on
one branch is not su cient for the attainm ent of all possble partially entangled states characterized by the sam e

Schm idt number a. W e m ay conclide w ith an intriguing clain that in case of our protocol it is better for A lice and
Bob to share a factorized state Instead of a m axim ally entangled state. Let us stress that the optin alm ap is not
trivially identical for any valie of the param eter a in the input state j i.

V. CONCLUSION

In thiswork we studied the LO CC transform ationsbetw een tw o-qubitbipartite states characterized by their Schm idt
num bers. In addition to the ocbvious CP requirem ent, we looked for the covariant m aps which m axin ize the delity
between an input and a target state. M oreover, we supposed that we had Just a single copy of the input state at
our disposal. T he studied covariance can be divided into two groups: so called sam icovariance w here we required the
Independence of the Input state regarding the action o£fSU (2) representation on one ofthe input qubits. T he second
Investigated possibility were tw o cases of full covariance condition w here the independence and optin ality ofthe state
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FIG.4: The delity of the protocol for handing over’ a local uniary operation between branches of a partially entangled
two—qubit pair. T he entanglem ent of the shared pair is characterized by the Schm idt numbera.

transform ation had been exam ined w ith respect to two (equivalent and nonequivalent) SU (2) representations acting
on both branches of the Input bipartite state.

W e em ployed the m ethods of sam ide nite program m ing which, in spite ofbeing a num ericalm ethod, enables us to

nd totally or partially general analytical solutions for the delity and for the corresponding LOCC CP maps. W e

have found that, zst, due to the covariance conditions there are no possble perfect state transform ations even if
the m a prization criterion allow sthem and w ith the calculated optin al delity we quanti ed the h axin alallowance’
of the considered transform ations. Second, we have shown that there only exist LOCC covariant transform ations.
Hence, since this condition is unnecessary this kind of transform ation can be rated as another basic process forbidden
by the law sofquantum m echanics. W e have also connected ourw ork w ith the earlierworkson so called faithfil sihgle—
copy state transform ations [L9]. Notably, for the corresponding subset of the investigated param eter area the sam e
analytical results for the delity were derived but under the localunitary covariant circum stances. C onsequently, the
form softhe particularCP m apsaredi erent from previously derived putting thisproblem into a di erent perspective.

F inally, we illustrated these m ethods on an application ofthe com m unication protocolfor LOCC handing over’ ofa
Jocalunitary operation from onebranch ofa shared two-qubit bipartite state to another w tthout its actualknow ledge.
Intriguingly, is hasbeen shown that the best results (in term s ofthe delity between an input and a target state) are
achieved if both parties share one of the considered factorized states P01 or jl1i and not the m axin ally entangled
state.

Even if for generalm ultipartite states the PPT condition used here is not equivalent to the LOCC condition, the
described m ethods m ight be useful for this kind of study as well, for exam ple, to help clarifying the role ofthe PPT
operations and the transfom ation properties of these states.
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APPENDIX A

C onsidering

T
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and
1 q 1=2
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ds = = s33 (A 8)
wem ay w rite the K raus operators for the problem in Sec.[IV] as
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and A3 = A};As= Al.Them aps satisfy 1f1A§Ai= 1 if the trace preserving condition on the Jam iolkow skim ap
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