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Lower B ounds ofC oncurrence for Tripartite Q uantum System s

Xiu-Hong Gaoa,Shao-M ing Feia;b,and Ke W ua

a Departm entofM athem atics,CapitalNorm alUniversity,Beijing 100037,China

b M ax Planck Institute for M athem aticsin the Sciences,D-04103 Leipzig,Germ any

Abstract

W e derive an analyticallowerbound fortheconcurrence oftripartite quantum m ixed states.A

functionalrelation isestablished relating concurrence and the generalized partialtranspositions.
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Asthekey physicalresourcesin quantum inform ation processing and quantum com puta-

tion [1],thequantum entangled stateshave been investigated with a greatdealofe�ortin

thepastyears[2-14].So farforgenericm ixed statesonly partialsolutionsareknown on de-

tection and quanti�cation ofentanglem entin an operationalway.Concurrenceisoneofthe

wellde�ned quantitative m easures ofentanglem ent. Fortwo-qubit case anotherm easure,

entanglem ent ofform ation [15,16]is a m onotonically increasing function ofconcurrence

and an elegant form ula ofconcurrence was derived analytically by W oottersin [4],which

playsan essentialrole in describing quantum phase transition in variousinteracting quan-

tum m any-body system s [17]and m ay a�ectm acroscopic propertiesofsolidssigni�cantly

[18].W hatism ore,itcan beexperim entally m easured [19].

Nevertheless,calculation ofthe concurrence isa form idable task forhigherdim ensional

case. Therefore som e nice algorithm s and progresses have been concentrated on possible

lowerboundsofthe concurrence forqubit-quditsystem s[11,12]and forbipartite system s

in arbitrary dim ensions[5,14]butinvolving num ericaloptim ization overa largenum berof

freeparam eters.In [20]an analyticallowerbound ofconcurrenceforany dim ensionalm ixed

bipartite quantum stateshasbeen presented,which isfurthershown to be exactforsom e

specialclassesofstatesand detectsm any bound entangled states.

Although thelowerbound forentanglem entofform ation can besim ilarly investigated for

bipartitecase[21],fortripartitecasetheentanglem entofform ation isnotyetwellde�ned.

In contract,the concurrence fortripartite statesiswellde�ned. In thispaperwe consider

the lower bound ofconcurrence fortripartite states,by exploring the connection between

thegeneralized partialtransposition (GPT)criterion and concurrence.

LetH A,H B and H C bethree�nitedim ensionalHilbertspacesassociated with thesub-

system s A,B and C,with dim ensions dim A = m ,dim B = n and dim C = p. The

concurrence fora generalpuretripartitestatej i2 H A 
 H B 
 H C isde�ned by

C(j i)=

q

3� Tr(�2
A
+ �2

B
+ �2

C
); (1)

wherethereduced density m atrix �A (resp.�B ,�C )isobtained by tracing overthesubsys-

tem sB and C (resp.A and C,A and B ).Theconcurrencefora tripartitem ixed state� is

de�ned by theconvex roof,

C(�)� m in
fpi;j iig

X

i

piC(j ii); (2)
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forallpossibleensem blerealizations� =
P

i
pij iih ij,wherej ii2 H A 
 H B 
 H C ,pi� 0

and
P

i
pi= 1.Forany pureproductstatej i,C(j i)vanishesaccording to thede�nition.

Consequently,ifa state� isseparable,then C(�)= 0.

To geta lowerbound of(2),werelatedirectly theconcurrenceto thegeneralized partial

transposition separability criterion. W e �rstrecallsom e notationsused in variousm atrix

operations[9,22,23].

A generic m atrix M can be always written as M =
X

i;j

aijhjj
 jii,where jii;jji are

vectorsofa suitably selected norm alized realorthogonalbasis.W ede�netheoperationsTr

(resp.Tc)to betherow transposition (resp.colum n transposition)ofM which transposes

thesecond (resp.�rst)vectorin theabovetensorproductexpression ofM :

Tr(M )=
X

i;j

aijhjj
 hij; Tc(M )=
X

i;j

aijjji
 jii: (3)

Itiseasily veri�ed thatTcTr(M )= TrTc(M )= M t,wheretdenotesm atrix transposition.

W efurtherde�neTrk (resp.Tck)(k = A;B ;C;AB ;B C;AC)tobetherow (resp.colum n)

transpositions with respect to the subsystem s k. Set Tfx1;x2;:::g � Tx1Tx2:::for x1; x2 �

�� frA;cA;rB ;cB ;rC ;cC ;rA B ;rA C ;rB C ;cA B ;cA C ;cB C g.W econsiderthegeneralized partial

transposition operationson a tripartitedensity m atrix given by TY,whereTY standsforall

partialtranspositionscontained in Y which isa subsetof�. The GPT criterion saysthat

ifa tripartitem � n � p density m atrix isseparable,then thetracenorm jj�TY jj� 1,where

�TY = TY(�),forinstance �
TfcA ;rB ;rC g � TfcA gTfrB gTfrC g(�)and so on. In the following we

discussthreeclassesofY:

I:Yi= fck;rkg,wherei= 1;2;3 fork = A;B ;C respectively;

II:Y4 = fcA;rB C g;Y5 = fcA B ;rC g;Y6 = fcA C ;rB g;

III:Y7 = fcA;rB g;Y8 = fcA;rC g;Y9 = fcB ;rC g.

Itis veri�ed that�TY i = �Tk,where k = A;B ;C with respect to i= 1;2;3,Tk stands

forpartialtransposition with respectto the subsystem k. Hence the operationsin classI

correspond to the partialtranspositionsof�. W hile the operationsin classIIIcorrespond

to therealignm entsofa tripartitestate� [9,10].

W e �rst study the relation between GPT and the concurrence for three qubits (m =

n = p = 2). A three-qubit state j	i can be written in term s ofthe generalized Schm idt
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decom position [24],

j	i = � 0j000i+ �1e
i 
j100i+ �2j101i+ �3j110i+ �4j111i (4)

with norm alization condition �i� 0; 0�  � �,where
P

i
�i= 1,�i� �2i.

De�ning �� j� 1�4e
i � �2�3j

2,wehave,for� = j	ih	j

Tr�2A = 1� 2�0(1� �0 � �1);

Tr�2B = 1� 2�0(1� �0 � �1 � �2)� 2�;

Tr�2C = 1� 2�0(1� �0 � �1 � �3)� 2�:

Therefore

C
2
(�)= 2�0(3� 3�0 � 3�1 � �2 � �3)+ 4�; (5)

which variessm oothly from 0,forpure productstates,to 3

2
form axim ally entangled pure

states.

On theotherhand,wehave

�
TY 1 =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

�0 0 0 0 �0�1e
i 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 �0�2 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 �0�3 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 �0�4 0 0 0

�0�1e
� i �0�2 �0�3 �0�4 �1 �2�1e

i �3�1e
i �4�1e

i 

0 0 0 0 �1�2e
� i �2 �2�3 �2�4

0 0 0 0 �3�1e
� i �3�2 �3 �3�4

0 0 0 0 �4�1e
� i �4�2 �4�3 �4

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

:

As �TY 1 = �TY 1
y
,the square root ofthe eigenvalues of�TY 1�TY 1

y
is the absolute value of

the eigenvalues of �TY 1: f0;0;0;0;�
p
�0(�2 + �3 + �4);

1

2
(1 �

p
1� 4�0(�2 + �3 + �4))g.

Thereforethenorm of�TY 1 isgiven by

jj�
TY 1jj= 1+ 2

p
�0(�2 + �3 + �4): (6)

Sim ilarly wehave

jj�
TY 2jj= 1+ 2

p
�+ � 0(�3 + �4); (7)

jj�
TY 3jj= 1+ 2

p
�+ � 0(�2 + �4): (8)
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A lowerbound fortheconcurrenceofthree-qubitstatesisgiven by thefollowingtheorem .

[Theorem 1].Forany three-qubitm ixed quantum state�,theconcurrenceC(�)satis�es

C(�)� m ax

�

k�
TY ik� 1;

1
p
2
(k�

TY jk� 1)

�

; (9)

wherei= 1;2;3,j= 4;5;6.

[Proof]. Let us assum e that one has already found an optim aldecom position
P

i
pi�

i

for � to achieve the in�m um of C(�), where �i are pure state density m atrices. Then

C(�)=
P

i
piC(�

i)by de�nition. Noticing thatk�
TY jk �

P

i
pik(�

i)
TY jk,forallpossible j,

duetotheconvex property ofthetracenorm ,oneonlyneedstoshow C(�i)� (k(�i)
TY jk� 1)

forj= 1;2;3 and C(�i)� 1p
2
(k(�i)

TY jk� 1),forj= 4;5;6.

Fora purestate�i,from Eqs.(5),(6),(7)and (8),wehave

C 2(�i)� (k(�i)TY 1k� 1)2 = 2�0�4 + 4�� 0;

C 2(�i)� (k(�i)TY 2k� 1)2 = 4�0�2 + 2�0�4 � 0

and

C
2
(�

i
)� (k(�

i
)
TY 3k� 1)

2
= 4�0�3 + 2�0�4 � 0:

ThatisC(�i)� (k(�i)
TY jk� 1)forj= 1;2;3.

Fora purestate�i,weconsideritasa 2
 4,or4
 2 bipartitestate,respectively.From

theresultsforbipartitesystem s[20],wehave

1� Tr((�iA)
2)�

1

2
(jj(�

i
)
TfcA ;rB C gjj� 1)

2
;

1� Tr((�iB )
2)�

1

2
(jj(�

i
)
TfcA C ;rB gjj� 1)

2
;

1� Tr((�iC )
2)�

1

2
(jj(�

i
)
TfcA B ;rC gjj� 1)

2
:

Therefore

C(�i)=
p
3� Tr((�i

A
)2)� Tr((�i

B
)2)� Tr((�i

C
)2)�

1
p
2
m ax

�
(jj(�

i
)
TfcA ;rB C gjj� 1);(jj(�

i
)
TfcA C ;rB gjj� 1);(jj(�

i
)
TfcA B ;rC gjj� 1)

	
;

(10)

i.e.

C(�
i
)�

1
p
2
m ax

n

jj(�
i
)
TY jjj� 1

o

; j= 4;5;6;

which endstheproof. �
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Asan exam ple,letusconsidertheD �ur-Cirac-Tarrach states[25]:

� =
X

�= �

�
�
0
j	

�
0
ih	

�
0
j+

3X

j= 1

�j(j	
+

j ih	
+

j j+ j	
�
j ih	

�
j j); (11)

wheretheorthonorm alGreenberger-Horne-Zeilinger(GHZ)-basis

j	
�
j i�

1
p
2
(jjiA B j0iC � j(3� j)iA B j1iC );

jjiA B � jj1iAjj2iB with j= j1j2 in binary notation.Forexam ple,j	
�
0 i�

1p
2
(j000i� j111i)

isthestandard GHZ states.

A directcalculation givesriseto jj�TY 1jj= 4

3
,jj�TY 2jj= jj�TY 3jj= 1,and jj�

TY jjj= 0:8727

forj= 4;5;6.Therefore,C(�)� 1

3
according to theorem 1 for�

+

0 = 1

3
;�1 = �3 =

1

6
;�

�
0 =

�2 = 0.Thisshowsthatthestateisentangled,which isalsoaconclusion im plied by [25,26].

W e have obtained lower bounds ofthe concurrence in term s ofthe generalized partial

transposition. Sim ilarto the bipartite case,itisalso possible to �nd lowerboundsofthe

concurrencein term softherealignm entoperations,described in classIII,which correspond

to the realignm ents ofthe density m atrix � on A;B ; A;C and B ;C subsystem s, while

leaving therem aining C;B and A subsystem sunchanged.Forinstance,with respectto the

operation Y7,�
TfcA ;rB g im plies�

TfcA ;rB g

ijm ;kln
= �ikm ;jln,where the indicesi(k;m )and j(l;n)are

viewed astherow and colum n indicesforthesubsystem A(B ;C)respectively.

Letusconsidera special-typeofthree-qubitstatesby setting �i= 0,i= 1;2;3 in (4),

j�i = � 0j000i+ �4j111i (12)

with norm alization condition �0;�4 � 0,�20 + �24 = 1.W eget,for�0 = j�ih�j,

�
TfcA ;rB g

0
= �

2

0
j000ih000j+ �0�4j010ih011j+ �0�4j101ih100j+ �

2

4
j111ih111j:

Hence the sum of its singular values is jj�
TfcA ;rB g

0
jj = 1 + 2�0�4. Sim ilarly, we have

jj�
TfcA ;rC g

0 jj= jj�
TfcB ;rC g

0 jj= 1+ 2�0�4.

From Eqs.(5),(6),(7) ,(8) and direct calculations we have at last C(�0) =
p
6�0�4,

jj�
TY j

0
jj= 2�0�4 + 1,j = 1;:::;9. By using the procedure in proving Theorem 1,we arrive

at:

[Corollary].Forany three-qubitm ixed statewith decom position � =
P

i
pij	 iih	 ij,ifj	 ii

can bewritten in theform (12)forany i,then theconcurrenceC(�)satis�es

C(�)� m axfjj�
TY jjjg� 1; j= 1;:::;9: (13)
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W e rem ark that once a density m atrix has a decom position with allthe pure states

ofthe form (12),then its allother possible decom positions willalso have the form (12),

since otherdecom positions can be obtained from the unitarily linearcom binations ofthis

decom position,and any linearcom binationsofthetype(12)stillhavetheform (12).

Although for generalthree-qubit states we do not have an analyticalrelation between

concurrence and therealignm entoperations(ClassIII),thenum ericalcom putationsim ply

that C(�) � m axfjj�
TY jjjg � 1,j = 7;8;9,is stillvalid. W e chose 106 random vectors

(�0;�1;�2;�3;�4; ) forstate (4),calculated C(�) and jj�
TY jjj� 1,j = 7;8;9. Allresults

agree with the inequality in Corollary. From the proofofTheorem 1,it im plies that the

inequality would bealso correctform ixed states.

GeneralizingtheresultsofTheorem 1toarbitrary dim ensionaltripartitequantum states,

wehavethefollowing lowerbounds:

[T heorem 2]. For any m 
 n 
 p (m � n;p) tripartite m ixed quantum state �,the

concurrence C(�)satis�es

C(�)� m ax

( s

1

m (m � 1)
(jj�

TY ajj� 1);

s

1

q(q� 1)
(jj�

TY bjj� 1);

s

1

r(r� 1)
(jj�

TY cjj� 1)

)

;

(14)

whereq= m in(n;m p)and r= m in(p;m n),Ya = Y1 orY4,Yb = Y2 orY6,Yc = Y3 orY5.

[Proof].Letusassum ethatonehasalready found an optim aldecom position
P

i
pi�

ifor

� to achieve the in�m um ofC(�),where �i are pure state density m atrices. Then C(�)=
P

i
piC(�

i) by de�nition. Noticing that jj�TY kjj�
P

i
pijj(�

i)TY kjj,k = a;b;c,due to the

convex property ofthetracenorm ,oneonly needsto show C(�i)�

q
1

j(j� 1)
(jj(�i)TY kjj� 1),

where j = m ,q,r for k = a,b,c,respectively. For a pure state �i,we consider it as a

m 
 np,n 
 m p orm n 
 p bipartitestate,respectively.From theresultof[20],weobtain

1� Tr((�iA)
2)�

1

m (m � 1)
(jj(�

i
)
TY ajj� 1)

2
;

1� Tr((�iB )
2)�

1

q(q� 1)
(jj(�

i
)
TY bjj� 1)

2
;

1� Tr((�iC )
2)�

1

r(r� 1)
(jj(�

i
)
TY cjj� 1)

2
:
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Thereforefrom thede�nition ofC(�i),

p
3� Tr((�i

A
)2)� Tr((�i

B
)2)� Tr((�i

C
)2)�

m ax

�r
1

m (m � 1)
(jj�TY ajj� 1);

r
1

q(q� 1)
(jj�TY bjj� 1);

r
1

r(r� 1)
(jj�TY cjj� 1)

�

:

(15)

�

In sum m ary,by m aking a novelconnection with the generalized partialtranspositions,

wehaveprovided an entirely analyticalform ulaforlowerbound ofconcurrencefortripartite

system s. One only needs to calculate the trace norm ofcertain m atrices, which avoids

com plicated optim ization procedure over a large num ber offree param eters in num erical

approaches. The results could be used to indicate possible quantum phase transitions in

condensed m attersystem s,and to analyze�nitesizeorscaling behaviorofentanglem entin

variousinteracting quantum m any-body system s.In principle onecan sim ilarly investigate

the lower bound for generalm ultipartite quantum system s. However as the generalized

Schm idt decom position ofm ultipartite pure states becom es m ore com plicated when the

num berofsubsystem sincreases,theproblem would bem oresophisticated.

W e gratefully acknowledge the support provided by National Natural Science Foun-

dation ofChina Under Grant Nos. 10375038,90403018,10271081,10675086,NKBRPC

2004CB318000and theFund ofBeijingM unicipalEducation Com m ission KM 200510028021.

W ethank Zhi-XiW ang forvaluablediscussions.

[1] M .A.Nielsen and I.L.Chuang,Q uantum Com putation and Q uantum Inform ation,Cam bridge

University Press,Cam bridge,2000.

[2] A.Peres,Phys.Rev.Lett.77,1413 (1996).

[3] M .Horodecki,P.Horodecki,and R.Horodecki,Phys.Lett.A 223,1 (1996).

[4] W .K .W ootters,Phys.Rev.Lett.80,2245 (1998).

[5] K .Audenaert,F.Verstraete,and B.De M oor,Phys.Rev.A 64,052304 (2001).

[6] K .Chen and L.A.W u,Q uant.Inf.Com p.3,193 (2003).

[7] M .Horodecki,P.Horodecki,and R.Horodecki,quant-ph/0206008.

8

http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0206008


[8] O .Rudolph,Phys.Rev.A 67,032312 (2003);

K .Chen and L.A.W u,Phys.Rev.A 69,022312 (2004);

P.W ocjan and M .Horodecki,O pen Syst.Inf.Dyn.12,331 (2005).

[9] S.Albeverio,K .Chen,and S.M .Fei,Phys.Rev.A 68,062313 (2003).

[10] K .Chen and L.A.W u,Phys.Lett.A 306,14 (2002);

O .Rudolph,quant-ph/0202121.

[11] P.X.Chen etal.,Phys.Lett.A 295 175 (2002);

E.G erjuoy,Phys.Rev.A 67 052308 (2003).

[12] A.Lozi�nskietal.,Europhys.Lett.62 168 (2003).

[13] A.C.Doherty,P.A.Parrilo,and F.M .Spedalieri,Phys.Rev.Lett.88,187904 (2002);

O .G �uhne,Phys.Rev.Lett.92,117903 (2004);

Fora review see D.Bru� etal.,J.M od.O pt.49,1399 (2002).

[14] F.M intert,M .K u�s,and A.Buchleitner,Phys.Rev.Lett.92,167902 (2004);

F.M intert, Ph.D.thesis, M easures and dynam ics of entangled states, M unich University,

M unich,2004.

[15] C.H.Bennett,D.P.DiVincenzo,J.A.Sm olin,and W .K .W ootters,Phys.Rev.A 54,3824

(1996).

[16] M .Horodecki,Q uant.Inf.Com p.1,3 (2001);

D.Bru�,J.M ath.Phys.43,4237 (2002);

M .B.Plenio and S.Virm ani,quant-ph/0504163.

[17] A.O sterloh etal.,Nature 416,608 (2002);

L.-A.W u,M .S.Sarandy,and D.A.Lidar,Phys.Rev.Lett.93,250404 (2004).

[18] S.G hosh,T.F.Rosenbaum ,G .Aeppli,S.N.Coppersm ith,Nature 425,48 (2003);

V.Vedral,Nature 425,28 (2003).

[19] S.P.W alborn,P.H.Souto Ribeiro,L.Davidovich,F.M intertand A.Buchleitner,Nature440,

1022 (2006).

[20] K .Chen,S.Albeverio,and S.M .Fei,Phys.Rev.Lett.95,040504 (2005).

[21] K .Chen,S.Albeverio,and S.M .Fei,Phys.Rev.Lett.95,210501 (2005).

[22] R.A.Horn and C.R.Johnson,M atrix Analysis,Cam bridgeUniversity Press,New York,1985.

[23] R.A.Horn and C.R.Johnson,Topics in M atrix Analysis,Cam bridge University Press,New

York,1991.

9

http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0202121
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0504163


[24] A.Acin,A.Andrianov,L.Costa,E.Jane,J.I.Latorre,R.Tarrach,Phys.Rev.Lett.85,1560

(2000).

[25] W .D �ur,J.I.Cirac,and R.Tarrach,Phys.Rev.Lett.83,3562 (1999).

[26] C.S.Yu,and H.S.Song,Phys.Rev.A,72,022333 (2005).

10


	References

