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Abstract
W e derive an analytical Jower bound for the concurrence of tripartite quantum m ixed states. A

functional relation is established relating concurrence and the generalized partial transpositions.
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A sthe key physical resources In quantum inform ation processing and quantum com puta-—
tion [l], the quantum entangled states have been Investigated w ith a great dealofe ort in
the past years R-14]. So far for generic m ixed states only partial solutions are known on de—
tection and quanti cation ofentanglem ent in an operationalway. C oncurrence is one ofthe
well de ned quantitative m easures of entanglem ent. For two-qubit case another m easure,
entanglem ent of formm ation [L5, [16] is a m onotonically Increasing function of concurrence
and an elkgant fom ula of concurrence was derived analytically by W ootters In 4], which
plays an essential role in describing quantum phase transition In various interacting quan-—
tum m any-oody system s [L7] and m ay a ect m acroscopic properties of solids signi cantly
[L8]. W hat ism ore, i can be experin entally m easured [L9].

N evertheless, calculation of the concurrence is a form idable task for higher din ensional
case. Therefore som e nice algorithm s and progresses have been concentrated on possble
Jower bounds of the concurrence for qubitqudit system s [11,112] and for bipartie system s
In arbirary dim ensions [5,114] but Involving num erical optin ization over a large num ber of
free param eters. In R0] an analytical Jow er bound of concurrence for any din ensionalm ixed
bipartite quantum states has been presented, which is further shown to be exact for som e
goecial classes of states and detects m any bound entangled states.

A Yhough the lowerbound for entanglem ent of form ation can be sin ilarly nvestigated for
bipartite case R1], for trpartite case the entanglem ent of form ation is not yet wellde ned.
In contract, the concurrence for tripartite states iswell de ned. In this paper we consider
the lower bound of concurrence for tripartite states, by exploring the connection between
the generalized partial transposition (GPT) criterion and concurrence.

LetH,,Hy and H be three nite dim ensional H ibert spaces associated w ith the sub-
systems A, B and C, wih dinensionsdim A = m,dim B = nand dim C = p. The
concurrence for a generalpure trjpartite state j 12 Hy Hpyg Hc isde ned by

q
cHi= 3 Tr(Z+

2t )i @

where the reduced density m atrix , (resp. g, ¢ ) isobtained by tracing over the subsys—
tamsB and C (resp.A and C,A and B ). The concurrence for a trjpartite m ixed state is
de ned by the convex roof,
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for allpossbl ensem ble realizations = F ;PiJ ith jjwhere j ji2H, Hg He,pi O
and F ;Pi= 1.Forany pure product state j i, C (j i) vanishes according to the de nition.
Consequently, ifa state is sgparable, then C () = 0.

To get a Iower bound of [2), we relate directly the concurrence to the generalized partial
transposition ssparability criterion. W e rst recall som e notations used in various m atrix
operations [9,122,123].

A generic matrix M can be always written asM = * a;yhjj  Jii, where jii; jji are
vectors of a suitably selected nom alized realorthogonalb;;js. W e de ne the operations T,

(resp. T.) to be the row transposition (resp. colum n transposition) of M which transposes
the second (resp. rst) vector in the above tensor product expression ofM :

Tr(M)ZX a;yhjj  hij; Tc(M)ZX a;y pi 3)
43 ]
Tt is easily veri ed that T.T, ™M )= T,T.M™ ) = M %, where t denotes m atrix transposition.

W e furtherde neT, (resp.T,) k= A;B;C;AB;BC;AC)tobetherow (resgp. column)
transpositions w ith respect to the subsystem s k. Set Tey, x, ;05 Ty, Tx, 2t fOr %3157 %5

frajGirs iG ik ;G itas ilacifec iGe iGc iGcd. W e consider the generalized partial
transposition operations on a tripartite density m atrix given by Ty , where Ty stands forall
partial transpositions contained in Y which isa subsst of . The GPT criterion says that
ifa trpartitem n p density m atrix is ssparable, then the tracenom 1™ §j 1, where
T = Ty (), or nstance Tfameies T (Ten oTer o () and so on. In the Hllow ing we
discuss three classes of Y :

I:Y; = fg;ng,wherei= 1;2;3 fork = A ;B ;C respectively;

Yy = faimcgi¥s = fapingi Y6 = facimgi

LYy = fa i gi¥s = fa i giYo= fgircg.

It isverd ed that ™: = Tx, where k = A;B;C with respect to i= 1;2;3, Ty stands
for partial trangposition w ith respect to the subsystem k. Hence the operations In class I
corresoond to the partial transpositions of . W hik the operations in class IIT corresoond
to the realignm ents of a trjpartite state [9,[10].

W e rst study the relation between GPT and the concurrence for three qubits m =
n=p= 2). A threequbi state ji can be wrtten in tem s of the generalized Schm idt



decom position 4],

ji=

w ith nom alization condition ;

De ning

T herefore
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which varies an oothly from 0, for pure product states, to % form axim ally entangled pure

states.

O n the other hand, we have

Ty, —

the eigenvalues of T¥i:

[ vvsv/uv/vv/usivv/vs/vv/ov/vvivv/oviov/uvivv/os/ve e

o O o o

£0;0;0;0;

0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
03 0 4
0 0
0 0
0 0

T herefore the nom of ™¥: is given by

Sin ilarly we have
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™. ¥, the square root of the elgenvalues of ™1 1Y is the absolute value of
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A Jowerbound for the concurrence of threequbit states is given by the follow ing theorem .

[Theorem 1]. For any threequbi m ixed quantum state , the concurrence C ( ) satis es
- 1 1.
C() max k "k 1;19—§(k ik 1) ©)

where i= 1;2;3, j= 4;5;6.
P
Proof]. Let us assum e that one has already found an optin al decom position  ;p;

or to achive the n mum of C (), where * are pure state density m atrices. Then
C()= F .p:iC () by de nition. Noticing that k ik F Pk ( HT3k, orall possble j,
due to the convex property ofthe trace nom , oneonl needsto show C (1) & (H™ ik 1)
rj= 1;2;3and C () pl—z &(H™sk 1), orj= 4;5;6.

Fora pure state %, from Egs. [8) , [@), [7) and [8), we have

C2(h)  &k(H™Mk 1)P=2,4+4 0

C2(YH  k(HM2k 1)2=4,,+244 O

Ci(YH ®&(H™Mk 1*=4 4 3+2 44 O:

ThatisC (1) &(H™k 1) orij= 1;2;3.

Forapure state !, weconsiderirasa2 4,or4 2 bipartite state, respectively. From

the resuls for bipartite system s RQ], we have
1 Tr((1)?) @ Hemceq 1)%;
1 Tr((1)?) (T Hfracmes g 1)2%;

(jj( i)TfCAB irc g jj 1)2 :

NI, NI N

1 Tr((¢)?)

T herefore

. p . . .
C(H= 3 Tr((x)?) Tr((3)?) Tr((z)?
10)
1 o iTeo . o AT . . o AT . .
p—Emax (H(C ) Feamece gy 1); (P( ) Feacmeeqy  1); (P( ) Farimeeqy 1) ;

c(h P=m ax PBHM 1 ;5= 4;56;

which ends the proof.



A s an exam ple, ket us consider the D ur< irac -Tarrach states R5]:
X X3
0J odh o3+ 5G 5ih 53+ 3 5dh 59 (1)
- =1
w here the orthonom alG reenbergert ome~Zeilinger G H Z)-basis
1
J 51 P (Dias Pic  IJB  Jdas Jic);
Tias Jhia Jpip with j= 3% i binary notation. Forexample, j , 1 pl—z (PO0i J111i)
is the standard GH Z states.
A direct caloulation gives rise to 3 ™ = £, § ™2 P= 1§ 2= 1,and §j I fj= 08727
for j= 4;5;6. Therefore, C () % according to theorem 1 for (= 2; 1= 3= ¢; , =
» = 0. This show sthat the state isentangled, which isalso a conclusion in plied by R25,26].
W e have obtained lower bounds of the concurrence in tem s of the generalized partial
transposition. Sin ilar to the bipartite case, it is also possble to nd lower bounds of the
concurrence In tem s of the realignm ent operations, descrioed in class ITI, which correspond
to the realignm ents of the density matrix on A;B; A;C and B;C subsystam s, whik

Jleaving the ram aining C ; B and A subsystem s unchanged. For Instance, w ith respect to the

operation Y;, 'fa 9 inplies Lf;AkI]‘;g = im ;m, Where the indices i(k;m ) and j(I;n) are
viewed as the row and colum n indices for the subsystem A B ;C ) respectively.

Let us consider a speciaktype of threequbit statesby setting ;= 0, i= 1;2;3 in [4),
ji=  (P00i+ ,il11i 12)
w ith nom alization condition 4; 4 0, 2+ 2= 1.Weget, or (= jihj
3 "% = 2900ih0003+ o ,PL0iK0115+  4301ih100F+ 5311ih1117%:

Hence the sum of its sihgular values is jjgch"ngjj = 14+ 2, 4. Sinilarly, we have
..chA;ng.. ..chB;ng e
T o I= Do =1+ 2 ¢ 4.

From Egs. [B), [@), [@) , [B) and direct calculations we have at Jast C ( o) = P 6 o a4/

Ty .
T, ’J=20 a+1,J= 1;239. By using the procedure In proving Theorem 1, we arrive
at:

P
Corlary]. Forany threequbitm ixed state w ith decom position = ,p;j iih ;3 ifj ;i

can be written in the form [12) for any i, then the concurrence C ( ) satis es

C () maxfjjTijjg 1; j= 1;259: 13)



W e ram ark that once a density m atrix has a decom position with all the pure states
of the form [12), then its all other possble decom positions will also have the form [12),
since other decom positions can be obtained from the unitarily linear combinations of this
decom position, and any linear com binations of the type [12) stillhave the form [12).

A Ythough for general threequbit states we do not have an analytical relation between
concurrence and the realignm ent operations (C lass I1I), the num erical com putations in ply
that C () maxfy iy 1, = 7;8;9, is still valid. W e chose 10° randaom vectors
(07 17 27 37 a7 ) Drsate @), caloulated C () and J 99 1, = 7;8;9. All resuks
agree w ith the nequality in Corollary. From the proof of Theoram 1, it inm plies that the
nequality would be also correct form ixed states.

G eneralizing the results of T heoram 1 to arbitrary din ensional tripartite quantum states,
we have the follow Ing lower bounds:

[T heorem 2]. Foranym n p (@ n;p) trpartite m ixed quantum state , the

concurrence C ( ) satis es

(s _ s s — )

C() max #(“TYE\ Ho1); ;(--Tyb-- 1); 1 @ TeH 1)
mn@m o P 7 gq P P e PP ’

14)

whereg=min(nh;mp) and r=minf;mn), ¥, = Y1 0rYy,,¥p= Y, 0r¥¢, ¥Y.= Y3 0rYs.
P roof]. Let us assum e that one has already found an optin aldecom positjonP feh t for
to achieve the in mum ofC ( ), where iarepure state density m atrices. Then C () =

P ) P .
;piC () by de nition. Noticing that 1j ™« jj (P ™ 3 k = ajbjc, due to the
q

convex property of the trace nom , one only needs to show C ( 1) j(jl o (3 Hlve g 1),

where = m, g r ork = a, b, ¢, repectively. For a pure state *, we consider it as a
m np,n mpormn P bipartite state, respectively. From the result of R(0], we obtain

1

i4y2 e ATy, o 2,
1 Tr((;)) —— l)(]J( ) 1)%;

, 1 ,
1 T i42 Iy X K AL T 12;

r((z)) 2q 1 @) >y 1)

, 1 )

iy2 v 1Ty e 2,
1 Tr((:)) = l)(ZD( )Yep 1)7:



T herefore from the de nition ofC ( 1),

3 Tr((x)?) Tr((§)?) Tr(()?)

r_ r_ r__ 15
T 15)

max ™ 1 ——@™h 1 —— ™3 D)
m@ 1) " g@ 1) " r@e 1)

In summ ary, by m aking a novel connection w ith the generalized partial transpositions,
w e have provided an entirely analytical form ula for lowerbound of concurrence for tripartite
system s. One only needs to calculate the trace nom of certain m atrices, which avoids
com plicated optim ization procedure over a large num ber of free param eters In num erical
approaches. The results could be used to Indicate possbl quantum phase transitions In
condensaed m atter systam s, and to analyze nite size or scaling behavior of entanglem ent in
various Interacting quantum m any-body system s. In principle one can sim ilarly investigate
the Iower bound for general m ultjpartite quantum system s. However as the generalized
Schm idt decom position of m ultjpartite pure states becom es m ore com plicated when the

num ber of subsystem s increases, the problem would be m ore sophisticated.
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