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Abstract

Quantum nonlocality of several fourqubit states is investigated by constructing a new Bell
nequality. T hese Inclide the G reenbergerZeilingerfi ome (GHZ) state, W state, cluster state, and
the state j i that hasbeen recently proposed n PRL, 96, 060502 (2006)]. T he Bell inequality is
optim ally violated by j ibutnot violated by the GH Z state. T he cluster state also violates the Bell
nequality though not optin ally. T he state j i can thusbe discrin inated from the cluster state by
using the inequality. D i erent aspects of fourpartite entanglem ent are also studied by considering
the usefulness of a fam ily of fourqubit m ixed states as resources for two-qubit teleportation. O ur

resuls generalize those in PRL, 72, 797 (1994)].
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I. NTRODUCTION

Since Schrodinger’s sam inal paper in 1935 [1], entanglem ent is recognized as being at
the heart of quantum m echanics. It engenders correlations between quantum system smuch
stronger than any classical correlation could be [2,[3]. R ecently, entanglem ent has also been
recognized as an essential physical resource In quantum Infom ation processing [4]. The
power of entanglem ent in quantum oom m unication can m ost convincingly be dem onstrated
by tekportation. In their 1993 paper [B], Bennett et al. have shown that entanglem ent
shared between A lice and Bob can be used to teleport an unknown quantum state. Slightly
m ore than four years later, Bouwm eester et al. [6] reported the rst experim ental dem on-—
stration of quantum telportation. In their experim ent, they produced the necessary pairs
of entangled photons by the process of param etric down conversion. An in portant issue,
which detem Ines the success of their experim ent, is thus w hether or not the produced state
is entangled. In m any of the experim ents In quantum nfom ation science, entanglam ent
w inesses are used for entanglem ent veri cation. A violation of a Bell inequality can for-
m ally be expressed as a w iness for entanglem ent [1], and hence a good candidate for that
purpose.

In addition to practical in portance, quantum teleportation provides a usefiil theoretical
fram ew ork to study entanglem ent. For instance, Popescu B] explored the di erent aspects

of entanglem ent by analyzing the \usefilness" of W emer (channel) states [9]

w = 9J Benih penjt quIU @)
as resources for singlequbit teleportation. Here, 0 g 1, J geni  (P0i+ lei)=p 2, and
I, isthe fourdim ensional dentiy. i can be usefil resources for the standard teleportation
protocolS, of Bennettetal. Blwhen g> gy (So) = 1=3 [LA]. C kearly som e ofthese statesdo
not violate the C Jauser-H ome-Shim ony-H ok (CHSH) inequality [3], sihce to do so dem ands
g> G Bell) = 1=p 2 [L1]. The cribcal visibility g+ Bell) m easures the strength of Bell-
nequality violation [Q]. It isthem ilninum am ount g ofa given entangled state j ithat one
has to add to white noise, so that the resulting state violates local realisn . T he quantity
Grie Bell) is thus the threshold visbility above which the state cannot be described by local
realign .

Recently, Yeo and Chua [lZ2] presented an explicit protocol E, for faithfully teleporting



an arbitrary two-qubit state via a genuine fourqubit entangled state,
1
ji= Ep—é (0001 P011i P101i+ P110i+ jL001i+ J010i+ J100i+ 1111i): @)

This \m axin ally" entangled state belongs to the follow ing fam ily of states
1

3 (1 w)i= ?—é(jo(lzi 12)i+t 3 (127 12D 3)
w ith
1
joi p—E (cos 12:DOOOl sin 12:D0111 sin 12:D101i+ COos 12:D1101)
and
1
jli p_E (cos 12j].001i+ sin 12j].010i+ sin 12j].lOOi+ aos 12j|_llll):
Here, 1 1 2r 12 1 27and 0 < 157 25 15 2 < =2.When = = =4,

Eg.(@) reduces to Eg.(2). In Ref.[L3], one of us considered teleportation w ith a m ixed state
of four qubits and de ned the generalized singkt fraction.

M ultijpartite entanglem ent, still under intensive research, is not a direct extension of the
bipartite case. For instance, four qubits can be entangled in at last nine di erent ways
[14,115]. It is thus insu cient to just say if a given state is entangled, it is also necessary
for one to discrin inate one entangled state from another. Two types of Bell inequalities
have been proposed for four qubits. The welkknown one is the 4-qubi M em in-A rdehali-
BelinskiiK lIyshko M ABK ) nnequality [L€,[17,18]. It is optin ally violated by the 4-qubit
GHZ state [L9]. Recently, Scarani, A cin, Schendck, and A soelm eyer R(0] proposed another
Bell inequality for four qubits. Here, we call it the SA SA inequality. Tt isnot violated by the
G H Z state, but optim ally violated by the cluster state R1]. T herefore, the SA SA nequality
allow s one to discrim nate between GHZ and cluster states.

In anticipation of a future experim ental in plem entation of the above teleportation pro—
tocolwe derive, in this paper, a new fourqubit Bell hequality that is optin ally violated by
the state j i. This, together w ith resuls obtained in Ref.[L3], also enables us to carry out
a study ofthe di erent aspects of m ultipartite entanglem ent, sin ilar to that perform ed by
Popescu [B]. Our results show that nonlocality ism ore fragile to teleport than entanglem ent,
and also generalize P opescu’s results. That is, there are \local" fourqubit states, which are
nevertheless useful resources or Eg .

O ur paper is organized as ollows. In Section [II, we study the quantum nonlocality of
j i usinhg the ourqubi M ABK and SA SA inequalities. W e show that j i violates both



Inequalities. H owever, the degrees of violation are 4p 2 and 2p 2 respectively, which are not
optin al. Tn Section[ITl, we rst describe the form ulation ofournew Bell inequality. Next, we
show that it is optim ally violated by j i. This is ollowed by an analysis of the nonlocality
of fourqubit GHZ,W [RZ]and cluster states using our Bell inequality. Ik is found that the
new Bell nequality is a good candidate for testing quantum nonlocality of the state j i
experim entally. Th Section [IV], we explore di erent aspects of Purpartite entanglem ent by
analyzing the \usefilness" ofthe state  [EqJl2d)] as a resource for tw o-qubit teleportation.
Lastly, quantum nonlocality ofthe state § % ( 1,; 12)i is also investigated in Section[V]l. W e

sum m arize our results in the last Section [V 1.

IT. PREVIOUS BELL INEQUALITIES

The rstBellinequality for four qubits was derived by M erm in 116], A rdehali [L7], Belin—
skii and K Iyshko [L€]. C onsider four cbservers: Alice @A), Bob B ), Charlie (C) and D iana
D ), each having one ofthe qubits. T he form ulation oftheM ABK inequality isbased on the
assum ption that every cbserver is allowed to choose between two dichotom ic observables.
D enote the outcom e of observer X 'smeasurement by X3 X = A;B;C;D ), with i= 1;2.
U nder the assum ption of local realian , each outocom e can either take value+1 or 1. In a
soeci ¢ run of the experim ent, the correlations between the m easurem ent outocom es of all
four observers can be represented by the product A ;B ;CD ;, where i; j;k;1= 1;2. In a Iocal
realistic theory, the correlation fuinction ofthem easurem ents perform ed by all four observers

is the average of A ;B sCD ; over m any runs of the experin ent:
Q AB4CyD 1) = PABCyD ii: )
TheM ABK Inequality reads [16,117,/18]

Q111 Q2 Qui2z1 Q21 Qoinn

Qi122 Q212 Qo112 Q221 Qo121 Qo221

+ Qoo+ Qoo21+ Qo212+ Qo122+ Quzze 45 ©®)

where Q ijkl is short forQ (AiB jCkD l) .
In a quantum m echanicaldescription, each observer X m easures the spin ofeach qubitby
procting it either along nif orn} . Every observer can independently choose between two



arbitrary directions. For the fourqubit state j i, the correlation functions are thus given by
Q@B CDY)=h N ~ B ~ K ~ B ~ji ©)

T hat is, the correlation finctions are the expectation values of the pint two-outcom e m ea—
surementson j i. Here, ~ = R+ ¥+ ;2;and 4, ,,and , arethe Paulim atrices.
Under the experin ental settings: A = g, 15 = 2; A% = 9,15 = 2,87 = 9,15 = 2; and
= @ x>=p 2,0 = ®+ 2)=p 2; we dotain the quantum prediction for the left hand
side oftheM ABK inequaliy to be 4p 2. Hence, Jj iviclatestheM ABK inequality. W e note
that cluster states yield the sam e violation ofthe M ABK Inequality R0].

Next, we analyze the nonlocal property of j i using the fourqubit SASA nequaliy
proposed In Ref.20], which can be cast in the follow ing sin pl fom ,

Q @A,B:CiD1)+ Q @A;C1Dy)+ QO A1C2D1) Q A,B1CDL) 25 (7)

whereQ @A ;CyD ;) isthe correlation function ofthem easuram entswhen B ob doesnot perform

any m easuram ent on his qubit. Tt is noteworthy that there is only one local setting for one
ofthe four observers Bob) in the form ulation ofthe SA SA nequality. This is in contrast to
m ost Bell nequalities, which are constructed based on the assum ption oftwo local ssttings

foreach ocbserver (see, for instance, Refs.[L6,117,118,120,123,124,125]) . Q uantum m echanically,
Q@CD)=hHn ~ 1 A ~ K ~ji ®)

By appropriately choosing the Hllow ng experin ental settings: 0} = %, n5 = 2; A% = 2;
nt o= @+ 2)=p 2,15 = @ 2)=p 2; and A° = 2, A = 2; we detem he the quantum
prediction frthe kft hand side ofthe inequality [7) to be 1= 5415 2412 2 (1= 2)=
2p 2, which is greater than 2.

The con ict between local realisn and quantum m echanics is therefore cbvious, but j i
does not optim ally violate both the M ABK and SA SA inequalities. In the next section, we

w ill orm ulate a new fourqubit Bell nequality that ism axim ally violated by j 1.

III. THE OPTIM AL BELL INEQUALITY

In contrast to the SA SA inequaliy, now we suppose that A lice (instead of Bob) is only
allowed to choose a singke dichotom ic cbservable param eterized by 7} . T he other observers



continue to choose independently between two arbitrary dichotom ic cbservables param e-
terized by fif and 5 , with X = B;C;D . Consequently, we need only to consider the
correlation functions

Q A1;B4;Cy;D1) = A B4CD 1i; )

and

Q B5iCy;D 1) = HB4CyD iz (10)
T he follow ing identity holds for the predetermm ined results:

A,B,CD,;+ B,C,D,+ B,C,D, A;B,C,D,= 2: 11)

Equation [11) can be proved by direct enum eration of all the possble values that X ; can
take. W e rew rite the left hand sideas follows: A;D; B:C; B,;Cy)+ B;C,+B,C;)D,. Since
X;= 1,weknow thatA;D;= 1landD,= 1. FortheothertwotetmsB;C; B,C,

and B,C, + B,C;, it can be calculated that

B;C; B,C,=0and B,C;+ B:C,= 2
or

B,;C; B,C,= 2 and B,C;+ B;C,= 0:

So,A;BC:D1+ B1C,D,+ B,C;D, AB,C,D 4 is either + 2 or 2.Afteravel:agjngover
m any runs of the experin ent, one can use the correlation functions de ned in Egslf) and
[10) to express the keft hand side of the identity, and cbtain the ©llow ing Bell inequality

Q@A;B:CiD1)+ Q B1CD,)+ Q B2C1Dy) QO A1B,C,D,)  2: 12)

W e note that through cyclic pemm utation ofthe fourcbservers, A ! B! C ! D ! A,we
can derive from [12) the ollow ng nequaliy

Q A;B:CiD1)+ Q A,CiDy)+ Q A,C2D1) Q A1B1CD,) 25 3)

which is equivalent to the SA SA inequality [7). H owever, we m ust em phasize that since the
entangld state j i and the cluster state are not Invariant under all possibl perm utations of
the qubits, interchanging A lice and B ob does give rise to cbservabl di erence. In fact, aswe
shall see below, j 1 and the cluster state do yield di erent violations of the two inequalities.



Now, we will use the inequality [12) to test the quantum nonlocality of j i. Q uantum

m echanically, we have

Q(AlBjCle):hjq-? ~ %1 ~ % ~ % ~Ji;

QB;cxD) = hi* =f ~ § ~ B ~ji (14)

W e cbserve that j i satis es

vz oxJi= 34
PRl 03i= 34
1* 2 °1Pg4i= 314 15)

By multiplying the above three equations using the algebra of Paulim atrices, we cbtain

1A5§Sji=ji;
Ky oy xdi= 3%
A B C Do s _ os,
=,y yJi= J1i 16)

From the above six equations, we choose four temm s and com bine them as ollow s,

2)Ji= 47 i a7

n) = %;

R} =2 n,=y;

nl =2 nj=y;

n) = x; n) = y; 18)

the left hand side ofthe inequality [12) is4. W e construct a Bellquantity from the inequality
(12

BCD+1ABCD+1AZB

BU_—ZI):hj(ijZX s sy °)ji= 4: 19)

The correlation functions Q ABsC«D 1) and Q B sC¢D 1) can take value either +1 or 1

under both local realistic theory and quantum m echanical theory. Thus, the m axin um



value of the combmation P A,B;C;D 1)+ Q B2,C:Dy)+ Q B1C2D,) Q @A;B,C,D;)Jis
4. The above quantum prediction value of 4 is thus the optin al violation of the nequality
[12) . There is no other state that can give a higher violation.

W e close this section with a few rem arks. First, the fourqubit GHZ state j guzi =
(0001 + lelli)=p§ does not violate the nequality [12). The correlation functions of

Soin-com ponent m easurem ents on the GH Z state are calculated as follow s,

QGHZ(AlBjCle):hGsz‘iZf ~ Ei ~ % ~ % ~Jeuzil (20)

and
QGHZCBjCle): h guz1* ﬁ? ~ 8 ~ B ~Jgugi= 0: 1)

Sihoe Q"2 @;B3CyD ;) can only be 1, it is clkar that the Bell quantity B(fllzlz) =
0¢®%2@,B,C:D;) QFFZ@.;B,C,D,) is never greater than 2, which means that the
inequality [I2) is not violated by the GHZ state. Next, for the furqubit W state
Jwi= (J000i+ P100i+ PO010i+ P001i)=2, it is found num erically that the m axin al
violation of the mequality [12) is 2:618 for som e appropriate experin ental settings. W e
note that both GHZ and W states give rise to the sam e violation of our nequality [12)) and
the SA SA inequaliy, sihce these states are sym m etric under all possible pem utations of
the qubits. So, In these cases, interchanging A lice and Bob does not a ect their m axin al

violation. H owever, this is nontrivial for the fourqubit cluster state R0]
Ji= P (3 iPijr iPi+ #+iPij ifli+ J ijlij iPpi+ J ijlidr idld); (22)
. : N S~ . . : :
wherej i (Pi JQi)= 2. J iisnotequivalent to j iunder stochastic localoperationsand
classical com m unications (SLOCC) [L3]. By substituting the follow ng correlation functions
Q™ @BsCyDy) = h @ ~ B ~ & ~ B ~j4

hi* »f ~ § ~ B ~3i 3)

Qeb=r B 5CxD 1)

P_
into the left hand side of the inequality [12), we can nd the m axin al value Bclhl_ZlS:er =2 2

predicted by quantum m echanics, for the m easurem ent settings 8} = x; 0} = 2,85 = z;
n{ = #5 (x+ 2), 85 = #=&® 2);andn} = x,n) = z. This clearly dem onstrates that the
inequality [I2) is not optin ally violated by the cluster state. T he entangled state j i, being
a resource for realizing the teleportation protocol Ey, can thus be discrim nated from j i,
the GHZ and W states using our nequality [12).



Last but not least, we note that through cyclic pem utations of the four cbservers, A !

B! C! D! A,wecan furtherobtain two other seem ingly di erent lnequalities. N am ely,

Q A;B;CiD1)+ Q @AzB2D;)+ Q A:ByD,) Q @A,B;CiDy) 25 @4)
and

Q A;B;CiD1)+ Q A:B2Cy)+ Q A2B.Cy) Q AB,C:D;) 2t @5)
However, inequalities [12) and [24) are really of the sam e kind in the sense that they are
optim ally violated by j i, but j i only yields m axin al violation 2p§ for both. Sim ilarly,
nequalities [I3) and [25) are of the sam e type, since j i gives optim al violation and j i
yields 2p§ for both. The inequalities [12) and [24) are optin al for the state j i, In the
sam e sense that the mnequalities [13) and [25) are optim al or the cluster state j 1i.

Iv. BELL INEQUALITIES VERSUS TELEPORTATION

Now , we consider the follow Ing fourqubit m ixed state, which generalizes the two-qubit

W emer state, Eq.[ll), studied by Popescu in Ref.[E].

1
(; )=ai®(; )i O ; )3+ —1; 26)

16
where0 g 1 and Ij¢ isthe sixteen-din ensional identity. T he generalized singlet fraction

isgiven by [13]
G[ 1] maxh (127 12)3 (5 )3 P (127 21
1 g ¢g
= max + — [cos + cos
max ———+ Jfos(1 ) (12 7
1+ 159
= ; 277
TR @7)
when .= and 5= .Clarly,G[ ] 1=2and doesnot yild two-qubit teleportation
delity better than classical protocolwhen g g Eg) = 7=15. W hen = = =4,we

have = gjih j+ @ =16 s and crtical visbility g+ Bell) = 1=2 R6]. Hence, there
exists G Ep) < g < G Bell) such that is a usefil resource for two-qubit teleportation
but nevertheless \local".

In order to gain m ore Insight, we consider input states j i= cos PO0i+ sn Jlliwih
0 =2. The negativity 127] of the teleported (output) state .y is given by

1
N [ out]= maxf0; 5(1 Q)+ gsin2 g; (28)



which is zero whenever g< o, 1=+ 2sin2 ). An equally straihtforward caloulation
yieds g, 1=p 1+ sin’2 , such that orq  dJ,, the output states do not violate the
CHSH inequality [11]. C karly, oy, > o, Poralll < =2. This isconsistent w ith the fact
that entangled states are not necessarily nonlocal. Furthem ore, we have .y, > Gy Bell) >

Jerit Eo); nam ely, for an output state to ram ain nonlocal dem ands that be nonlocal and
\nonclassical". M ore speci cally, we pick = =12,theng, = 1=2 and g,  0:894427.
This in plies there are 1=2 < g< 0:894427 such that the output state is entangled but local.
Tt also m eans that even when we have nonclassical teleportation delity, the entanglem ent
of two-qubit states w ith entanglem ent an aller than som e critical am ount m ay becom e zero

in Eg. These states are being teleported to ssparable states w ith average delities that are
nevertheless not achievable by \classical” m eans. Entanglem ent is fragile to teleport and

nonlocality is even m ore so.

V. QUANTUM NONLOCALITY OF J %0(q,; 12)1

In this section, we study the quantum nonlocalproperty ofthe state § °° ( 15; 12)iushg
our inequality [17). T he violation of Iocal realism naturally dependson 1, and 1,. In Fig.
[, we plot the quantum prediction forthe Bellquantity constructed from the nequality [12)
rthe state § ( 15; 12)iversus 1, and 1,. It is shown that the quantum violation varies
periodically with 1, and ’ ;,. Fora xed i, (Or i), the quantum violation ncreasesw ith

12 (or 1) from =2 to =4, decreases from =4 to 0, and then increasesagam till =4
after which it decreases again.

When 1,; 122 £ =2g, the state § °°( 15; 12)i does not viclate the nequality [12).
In each of these cases, 7 %° ( 12; 12)1 reduces to a tensor product of two Bell states, which
though is an entangled state is not a genuine fourqubit entangled state [15]. Thism eans
that our Bell nequality is not very strong in detecting this kind of entanglem ent.

The maxinum violation 4 is obtalned when ., = 1, = =4,0r 1, = 12 = =4,
3 99( =4; =4)i= jiand j°°( =4; =4)iis bocalunitarily equivalent to j i. For the
other two cases, we have

1
300 =4; =4)i= > (0001 PO011i+ P101li+ P110i+ L001i L010i+ L100i+ L1114);

N

29)

10



SRR
R

ey q
RN
'l' N

FIG . 1: Num erical results of violation of the inequality [12) by the states i 00 ( 127 12)1.
and

3 90(  =4; =4)i= —p— (PO00i+ PO11i F101i+ P110i+ jL001i+ §010i HL100i+ §1111d);

1
2

N

30)
which are clearly Jocalunitarily equivalent to each other, and are SLOCC equivalent to the
state j i [L5]. They are equally good resources for two-qubit teleportation via Eg, and our
nequality [12) ise cient at detecting them .

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we have derived a new fur-qubit Bell inequality [12). U sing our inequality,
we study the nonlocal quantum properties of several fourqubit states, such asthe GHZ and
W states, the cluster state j i, and the state § i Eq.[)]. & is shown that, while i is not
viclated by the fourqubit GHZ state, j i yields optin al violation of the inequality. W e
show that our inequality is violated by j i, though not optim ally. Tt can thus be used to
detect the state j i experim entally. In particular, it can be used to discrin nate between Jj i
and j i. Thishas application in ascertaining ifa source is em itting the necessary fourqubic
entangled states j i Portwo-qubit teleportation usihgEy. W e consider the violation degres, as
m easured by the critical visibility, of our lnequality by j iand j i; and explore thedi erent
aspects of ur-partite entanglem ent by considering the usefiilness of the state  [EqgJ26)] as
resource for tw oqubit teleportation. W e show that there are fourqubitm ixed statesthat are
localbut yet are usefil resource for two-qubit teleportation, and thus generalize the resuls

11



obtained n Ref.B]. The quantum nonlocality of a general genuine fourqubit entangled
state § % ( 12; 12)i, which includes the state j i as a special case, is also investigated using
the nequality [12). & is shown that the quantum violation varies periodically wih i, and
" 12. W e hope that our results would throw m ore light on the very interesting sub fct of
m ultipartite entanglem ent.
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