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A bstract

A new class ofentanglem ent witnesses (EW s) called reduction type entanglem ent

witnesses is introduced,which can detect som e m ulti-quditentangeled states including

PPT oneswith Hilbertspace ofdim ension d
1

 d

2

 :::
 d

n
. The novelty ofthiswork

com esfrom the factthatthe feasible regionsturn outto be convex polygons,hence the

m anipulation ofthese EW sreducesto linearprogram m ing which can be solved exactly

by using sim plex m ethod. The decom posability and non-decom posability ofthese EW s

arestudied and itisshown thatithasa closeconnection with eigenvaluesand optim ality

ofEW s. Also using the Jam io lkowskiisom orphism ,the corresponding possible positive

m aps,including the generalized reduction m apsofRef.[21],are obtained.

K eyw ords: Entanglem entW itness,M ulti-qudit,O ptim ality,LinearP rogram -

m ing,Feasible R egion .

PA C s Index: 03.65.U d
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1 Introduction

Quantum entangled stateslieattheheartoftherapidly developing �eld ofquantum inform a-

tion science,which encom passesim portantpotentialapplicationssuch asquantum com m uni-

cation,quantum com putation [1,2,3]. However,the fundam entalnature ofentangled states

hastantalized physicistssincetheearliestdaysofquantum m echanics,and even today isby no

m eansfully understood.Oneofthem ostbasicproblem sisthathow can onetellifa quantum

stateisentangled?,and how entangled isitstillaftersom enoisy quantum process.

Here we willdealwith the statesof�nite dim ensionalHilbertspace H = H d1 
 :::
 H dn.A

density m atrix � iscalled unentangled orseparable ifitcan bewritten asaconvex com bination

ofpureproductstatesasj
i= j�(1)i
 :::
 j�(n)i.Ifno such convex linearcom bination exists

foragiven �,then thestateiscalled entangled.Although,in thecaseofpurestatesofbipartite

system sitisto check whethera given stateis,orisnotentangled,thequestion isyetan open

problem in thecaseofm ixed states(seetherecentgood reviews[4,5,6,7]).Therehavebeen

m any e�ortsin recentyearsto analyzetheseparability and quantitativecharacterofquantum

entanglem ent. The Bellinequalities satis�ed by a separable system give the �rst necessary

condition forseparability [8]. In 1996,Peres m ade an im portantstep towardsproving that,

fora separable state,the partialtransposition with respect to one subsystem ofa bipartite

density m atrix is positive,�TA � 0 [9]. By establishing a close connection between positive

m ap theory and separability,Horodeckietal. prom ptly showed thatthisissu�cient condi-

tion forseparability forbipartite system sof2
 2 and 2
 3 [10].Regarding thequantitative

characterofentanglem ent,W ootterssucceeded in giving an elegantform ula to com pute the

entanglem entofform ation [11]of2
 2 m ixtures,thusgiving also a separability criterion [12].

An alternativem ethod todetectentanglem entistoconstructso-called entanglem entwitnesses

[10,13,14,15]and positive m aps[16].Entanglem entwitnessesarephysicalobservablesthat

can detectthepresenceofentanglem ent.Recently m any attem ptshavebeen m adeto usethe
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convex optim ization m ethodsasa robusttoolsin m ostquantum inform ation areasincluding

construction ofEW s[17,18,19,14,15].

Them ain m otivation forthepresentinvestigation istherem arkable factthatthereisno evi-

dence thatwhen and where them anipulation oftheEW sreducesto LP which can besolved

exactly. Forexam ple,the �rst authorand his collaboratorshave found certain exam ples of

BelldiagonalEW s and generalized d � d Choientanglem ent witnesses [14,15],by approxi-

m ate LP m ethod. Indeed in m ostcases determ ining feasible regionsneeds to use num erical

calculation and consequently the problem is solved approxim ately. Therefore to �gure out

theproblem swhich can beeasily solved exactly in a optim alway and also can begeneralized

to an arbitrary num berofparticleswith di�erentHilbertspacesisthe m ain purpose ofthis

paper. To this aim we introduce a new class of(d
1

 d

2

 :::
 d

n
)-m ulti-qudit EW s called

reduction typeentanglem entwitnesses(REW s)and show thatthecom putationaldi�culty in

solvingsuch problem sreducestoLP which can besolved bysim plexm ethod[20].In thesecases

thefeasibleregionsaresim plexesand them inim um valueofoptim ization problem isachieved

on their apexes. On the other hand we show that the EW s corresponding to hyperplanes

surrounding feasible regionsare optim al. Anotheradvantage ofthiswork isthe factthatall

REW s can be written in term s ofsom e positive operators and optim alEW s. Also in m ost

casesthedecom posability ofREW sisratherdeterm ined,wheretwo oftheireigenvaluesplays

an im portantrolein thisissue.Anotherim portantconsequencesofsuch EW sarethepositive

m aps including the generalized reduction m ap [21],which can be obtained from these EW s

ortheirtensorproduct,via Jam io lkowskiisom orphism . Finally a class ofentangled density

m atrix including PPTES areprovided which can bedetected by such REW sand consequently

they determ ine the non-decom posability ofREW s. At the end we carry out in detailsom e

particularcasessuch asm ulti-qubitand 2
 3
 4 and generalized reduction EW .

The paperorganized asfollows: In section 2 we give a briefreview ofEW s. In section 3 we

explain the generalschem e oflinearprogram m ing. In section 4,we introduce a new classof
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EW s which can be put in the realm ofLP,since their feasible regions are convex polygons

(indeed sim plexes)which can beexactly determ ined.In section 5,weshow thatallEW scor-

responding to hyperplanessurrounding the feasible regionsare optim al.Section 6 isdevoted

tosom einteresting exam plessuch as:m ulti-qubitREW s,(d
 d:::
 d)m ulti-quditREW sand

2
 3
 4REW .Section 7dealswith twoexam plesofLP type,wherethe�rstonecan besolved

exactly by theprescription ofthispaper.In section 8 weintroducesom eentangled and PPT

states which can be detected by REW s and the decom posability ofREW s is discussed. In

section 9 by using Jam io lkowskiisom orphism ,therelation between REW sand positivem aps

isexplained.Thepaperisended with a briefconclusion and threeappendices.

2 Entanglem ent w itness

Asm entioned abovein theintroduction,oneofthepragm aticapproach todetectentanglem ent

isto constructentanglem entwitnesses.Letusbrie
y recallwhattheseoperatorsare.

D e�nition 1.A Herm itian operator W is called an entanglem entwitness detecting the en-

tangled state �e if Tr(W �e)< 0 and Tr(W �s)� 0 forallseparable state �s.

So,ifwehavea state� and wem easureTr(W �)< 0,wecan besurethat� isentangled.

This de�nition has a clear geom etricalm eaning. The expectation value of an observable

dependslinearly on thestate.Thus,thesetofstateswhereTr(W �)= 0 holdsisahyperplane

in the setofallstates,cutting thissetinto two parts. In the partwith Tr(W �)> 0 liesthe

setofallseparable states,the otherpart(with Tr(W �)< 0)isthe setofstate detected by

W . From thisgeom etricalinterpretation itfollowsthatallentangled statescan be detected

by witness. Indeed foreach entangled state �e there existan entanglem entwitnessdetecting

it[10].

D e�nition 2.An EW isdecom posable (d-EW )i� there existsoperatorsP; Q i with

W = P + Q
TA
1 + Q

TB
2 + :::+ Q

TZ
N

P;Q i� 0 (2.1)
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where partialtranspose taken with respectto som e subsystem sand itisnon-decom posableifit

can notbe putin thisform [19].

Only non-decom posable EW scan detectPPT entangled statesthatisthose density m a-

triceswhich havepositivepartialtransposition with respectto each subsystem s[22].

3 M anipulating EW s by LP m ethod

This section deals with basic de�nitions oflinear program m ing(LP) and generalschem e to

constructEW sby an exactLP m ethod.

To thisaim �rstweconsidera Herm itian operatorW with som enegativeeigenvalues

W =
X

i

ai�i (3.2)

where �i are positive operators,with 0 � Tr(�i�s) � 1 forevery separable states �s. Note

that,the condition 0 � Tr(�i�s)� 1 isnotalwaysrequired. Itisused here only to sim plify

analyzing the problem and pave the way to generalize the prescription to m ulti-qudits with

arbitrary higherdim ensionsaswillbediscussed in thefollowing.

Them inim um valueofF = Tr(W �s)achievesforpureproductstate,sinceevery m ixed �s can

bewritten asa convex com bination ofpureproductstates(dueto theconvexity ofseparable

region)as�s =
P

i
pij
iih
ijwith pi� 0 and

P
i
pi= 1,hencewehave

Tr(�sW )=
X

i

piTr(W j
iih
ij)� Cm in (3.3)

with Cm in = m inF := Tr(W j
ih
j) j
i2 Dprod;

where D prod denotesthe setofproductstates. Thuswe need to �nd the pure productstate

j
m ini which m inim ize Tr(W j
ih
j). Now, as the pure product state j
i varies, the m ap

de�ned by Pi= Tr(�ij
ih
j)m apsthesetD prod into a region insidethehypercubede�ned by

0 � Pi � 1 i= 1;2;:::;N . This is notallcircum stances. An im portant and di�cult task
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is to �nd the convex region (called feasible region)inside this hypercube which com es from

F
W
:= Tr(W �s)as �s varies on D sep,where D sep denotes the set ofseparable states. Here

in thiswork we are interested in the EW swith the feasible regionsofsim plexes (oratm ost

convex polygons)types,such thatthem anipulating theseEW sam ountsto

m inim ize F
W
:= Tr(W �s)=

X

i

aiPi (3.4)

subjectto

NX

i= 1

(cijPi� di)� 0 j= 1;2;:::

where cij ;di i;j = 1;2;:::are param eters ofhyper-planes surrounding the feasible regions.

Therefore,the corresponding boundary points offeasible region willm inim ize exactly F
W
,

thustherequired task reducesto LP problem which can besolved by thewell-known sim plex

m ethod [20].

4 (d1
 d2
 :::
 dn)m ulti-qudit reduction type EW s

In thissection we considern Particleswith arbitrary dim ensions. W ithoutlossofgenerality

particles can be arranged so thatd1 � d2 � :::� dn. The discussion ofsom e specialcases

is postponed to Section 6. W e introduce and param eterize the m ulti-qudit reduction-type

entangled witnesses(REW s)labeled by subscriptR as

W
(n)

R
=

X

S$ N 0

b
S
�
S
+ d1 b2;:::;nj 00:::0

ih 
00:::0

j+
X

S$ N 0

a0
S
�0
S
; (4.5)

whereN 0= f2;:::;ng ,with b
;
= b

1
,a0

;
= a0

1
and �

S
,�0

S
de�ned as

�
S
=

d1� 1X

i= 0

jiihij
 O
(2)

i 
 :::
 O
(n)

i with O
(k)

i =

8
><

>:

jiihij if k 2 S

I if k =2 S

(4.6)

and

�0
S
=

d1� 1X

i1= 0

d2� 1X

i2= 0

:::

dn � 1X

in = 0

ji1ihi1j
 O
0(2)

i2

 :::
 O

0(n)

in
(4.7)
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with

O
0(k)

ik
=

8
>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>:

ji1ihi1j�i1ik if k 2 S

jikihikj
Q n

k6= m = 1
(1� �ikim ) if k =2 S; jSj� n � 3 and i2;:::;in � d1 � 1

0 if k =2 S; jSj= n � 2 and i2;:::;in � d1 � 1

jikihikj(1� �iki1) otherwise

,respectively and

j 
00:::0

i:=
1

p
d1

d1� 1X

i= 0

ji
(1)
iji

(2)
i:::ji

(n)
i (4.8)

is m axim ally entangled state. In this notation we have �0
;
= �0

1
. Obviously form ulti-qubit

system none of�0
S
exists. The num berofP 0

S dependson the dim ensionsofparticlesdi’sand

itcan takeoneofthefollowing values

m =

8
><

>:

P n� 3

jSj= n� d
C

n� 1

jSj
if d1 = d2 = :::= dn = d

P n� 2

jSj= 0
C

n� 1

jSj
� (2m � 1 � 1) if d1 = :::= dm < dm + 1 � :::� dn

W eintroducethenew m oreconvenientparam etersa
1
= b

1
= b; ,aS = b

S
+
P

S 0$ S
b
S 0
,instead

ofb
S
’s. In orderto turn the observable (4.5)to an EW ,we need to choose itsparam etersin

such a way that it becom es a non-positive operatorwith positive expectation values in any

pureproductstatej
i= j�(1)i
 :::
 j�(n)i:

Now itisthetim eto reducetheproblem to LP one.Io orderto determ inethefeasibleregion,

we need to know the apexes, nam ely the extrem um points, to construct the hyperplanes

surrounding the feasible regions. Suppose that j
i be a pure product state with j�(k)i =

(�(k)
0
;�(k)

1
;:::;�(k)

d
k
� 1
)T and let

PS := Tr(�
S
j
ih
j)=

d1� 1X

i= 0

j�(1)
i
�(2)
i
:::�(n)

i
j
2 ; �(k)

i
=

8
><

>:

�(k)
i

if k 2 f1g[ S

1 if k =2 f1g[ S

P2;:::;n := d1 jh 00:::0
j
ij2 =

�
�
�
�
�

d1� 1X

i= 0

�(1)
i
�(2)

i
:::�(n)

i

�
�
�
�
�

2

P 0
S := Tr(�0

S
j
ih
j);
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which alllie in the interval[0;1](see appendix I).The num berofPS is2n� 1 � 1 (cardinality

ofthepowersetofN 0excepted f;g).

Theextrem um pointsorapexesconsistof

a. origin: PS = 0; P 0
S = 0 8S j N 0 which correspondsto the following choice ofpure

productstate

j�(1)i= (1 0 0 :::0)T

j�(k)i= (0 1 0 :::0)T k 2 N 0

b. PS = 1; PS0 = 18S0j S; PN 0 = 0; PS00 = 08S00j N 0nS; P 0
S = 08S j N 0

which can bereached by choosing thefollowing pureproductstates

j�(k)i= (1 0 0 :::0)T k 2 f1g[ S;

j�
(k)
i= (0 1 0 :::0)T k =2 f1g[ S:

Obviously ifPS = 1,then for allS0 j S,PS0 = 1;thus for S = N 0,we get the following

im portantapex

c. PS = 1;P 0
S = 08S j N 0:

which can beobtained by choosing

j�(k)i= (1 0 0 :::0)T 8k 2 f1g[ N 0:

d. P 0
S = 1;PS0 = 18S0j S j N 0 ;theothersarezero:

Thelastcategory arisefrom pureproductstatewith thecom ponentsoftheform �
(1)

0 = �
(k)

0 =

1,ifk 2 S and �
(k)

k� 1
= 1,ifk =2 S ,i.e.,

j�(k)i= (1 0 0 :::0)T k 2 f1g[ S;

j�(k)i= (0 0 :::0 1|{z}
k� 10th

0 :::0)T k =2 f1g[ S:



M ulti-QuditEW 10

Regarding theaboveconsideration,wearenow ready to statethefeasibleregion.

To thisaim we�rstprovethat,2n� 1 + m extrem um pointsobtained aboveform theapexesof

(2n� 1 + m )-sim plex in Euclidean space ofdim ension N = 2n� 1 + m � 1. To thispurpose we

considerthe convex hullofthesespoints,i.e. draw N + 1 hyperplanespassing through each

com bination ofN pointsoutofN + 1 ones(C N + 1

N
= N + 1).Now,we geta bounded region

form ed from theirintersection which istherequired feasibleregion ofW (n)

R
and itisobviously

a (2n� 1+ m )-sim plex.Itisstraitforward to show thatthefeasibleregion can beobtained by

taking theexpectation valuesof

(S)
W

(n)

opt
= a

S

0

@ �
S
+

X

S $ S 06= N 0

(�1)jSj+ jS
0j�

S 0
+ d1 (�1)

jSj+ jN 0j
j 

00:::0
ih 

00:::0
j� �0

S

1

A S $ N 0

(4.9)

in pureproductstates(seeappendix II).Now,in orderthatW (n)

R
to bean EW ,thefollowing

expectation values

F (P2;P3;:::;P
0
1
;P 0

2
;:::):= Tr(W (n)

R
j
ih
j)=

X

S$ N 0

b
S
PS + b

2;:::;n
P2;:::;n +

X

S$ N 0

a0
S
P 0
S (4.10)

m ustbepositive.So ourtask isto solvethefollowing LP problem

m inim ize
X

S$ N 0

b
S
PS + b

2;:::;n
P2;:::;n +

X

S$ N 0

a0
S
P 0
S

subjectto

8
><

>:

PS � P 0
S +

P
S $ S 0

(�1)jSj+ jS
0jPS0 � 0

8 P 0
S � 0

(4.11)

Putting thecoordinatesofapexesin Eq.(4.10)yieldsalla
S
� 0 and a

S
+ a0

S
� 0.Aswestated

in previoussection,allPS and P
0
S lie in the closed interval[0;1].Now,F isa linearfunction

ofPS and P
0
S and ifwerequire itto bepositive on theapexes(which areextrem um points),

then itwillbepositivein thewholefeasibleregion.

Atthe end we need to know alleigenvaluesofW (n)

R
which consistofa

S
;a

S
+ a0

S
;!

1
= a

N 0 �

b
N 0 and !2

= d1aN 0 � (d1� 1)!
1
.Sincea

S
;a

S
+ a0

S
� 0,then oneoftherem aining eigenvalues:

!
1
and !

2
m ustbenegativeto guaranteeW (n)

R
to bean EW .
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5 O ptim ality of(S)W (n)
opt

After determ ining the feasible regions,one needs to know whether the boundary ofEW s is

form ed by optim alEW S.An EW isoptim alifa positive operatorP issubtracted from that

then itwillbeno longeran EW [13].

Note that the EW s corresponding to hyperplanes surrounding feasible regions ofW (n)

R
are

optim alsince they cover the sim plex feasible region in an optim alway (see appendix III).

Thus,the structure ofthe optim alEW s (S)W (n)

opt
characterizes the boundary ofREW sW (n)

R
.

In fact,from the resultsofthisSection itwillbecom e clearthatwe can restrictourselvesto

the structure ofthe optim alEW scorresponding to hyperplanessurrounding feasible regions.

In otherwordsoptim alEW s(S)W (n)

opt
aretangentto theboundary between separableand non-

separablestates.

Anotheradvantage of(S)W (n)

opt
isthatonecan rewrite the W (n)

R
in term sofpositive operators

�0
S
;j 

00:::0
ih 

00:::0
jand som eoptim alEW s,i.e.,

W
(n)

R
=
X

S

a
S

(S)
W

(n)

opt
+ d

1
!

2
j 

00:::0
ih 

00:::0
j+

X

S

(a
S
+ a0

S
)�0

S
S $ N 0 (5.12)

Thereforeforpositive!
2
,theREW scan bedecom posed as

W
(n)

R
=
X

S

(S)
Q

T
(N 0nS )

+ P (5.13)

where (S)Q := (S)W (n)

opt

T
(N 0nS ) and P ispositive operatorand in thiscase W (n)

R
can notdetect

PPT entangled states( non-separable density m atrices with positive partialtranspose with

respectto allparticles).

6 Som e specialcases ofW (n)

R

In thissection wediscusssom especialcasesofREW sto enlighten thesubject.
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6.1 M ulti-qubit reduction type EW s

Itisim portantboth theoretically and experim entally to study m ulti-qubitentanglem entand

toprovideEW stoverify thatin agiven m ulti-qubitstate,entanglem entisreally present.The

Eq.(4.5)forsystem ofn-qubitsreducesto

W
(n)

R
=

X

S$ N 0

b
S
�
S
+ 2b

2;:::;n
j 

00:::0
ih 

00:::0
j (6.14)

Asm entioned before,thedim ension ofqubit-system sdoesnotallow presence of�0
S
.

The num ber of P’s is 2n� 1 � 1 , whereas the num ber ofapexes is 2n� 1. Putting the

coordinatesofapexesin Eq.(4.10)again indicatesthatalla
S
� 0.Thefeasibleregion is2n� 1-

sim plex ofdim ension 2n� 1 � 1 surrounded by hypersurfaces de�ned by (4.11) with allP 0’s

elim inated.

6.1.1 T hree-qubit (n= 3)

The�rstnontrivialexam pleofREW sform ulti-qubitsystem isthreequbitREW

W
(3)

R
= a

1
I
8
+ (a

2
� a

1
)�

2
+ (a

3
� a

1
)�

3
+ 2 (a

2;3
+ a

1
� a

2
� a

3
)j 

000
ih 

000
j (6.15)

with eigenvaluesa
1
;a

2
;a

3
� 0;!

1
= a

2
+ a

3
� a

1
and !

2
= 2 a

2;3
� !

1
.In orderto obtain the

feasibleregion,weneed thecoordinatesofapexeswhich are

8
>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>:

j
i=

0

B
@

1

0

1

C
A 


0

B
@

0

1

1

C
A 


0

B
@

0

1

1

C
A �! (P2 = 0;P3 = 0;P2;3 = 0)

j
i=

0

B
@

1

0

1

C
A 


0

B
@

1

0

1

C
A 


0

B
@

0

1

1

C
A �! (P2 = 1;P3 = 0;P2;3 = 0)

j
i=

0

B
@

1

0

1

C
A 


0

B
@

0

1

1

C
A 


0

B
@

1

0

1

C
A �! (P2 = 0;P3 = 1;P2;3 = 0)

j
i=

0

B
@

1

0

1

C
A 


0

B
@

1

0

1

C
A 


0

B
@

1

0

1

C
A �! (P2 = 1;P3 = 1;P2;3 = 1)
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Aswe see the num berofPS isthree,while the num berofoptim alpointsisfour. Therefore,

therearefourhyperplanessurroundingthefeasibleregion,wherethehyperplanespassthrough

each com bination ofthreepointsoutoffourones.(seeFig.1).Thustheproblem canbereduced

to

m inim ize Tr(W (3)

R
j
ih
j)

subjectto

8
>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>:

1+ P2;3 � P2 � P3 � 0;

P2 � P2;3 � 0;

P3 � P2;3 � 0;

P2;3 � 0;

(6.16)

where the abovegiven inequalitiesfollow rathereasily by taking the expectation valueofthe

following optim alEW s

2W
(3)

opt = a
2
(�

2
� 2 j 

000
ih 

000
j)

3W
(3)

opt = a
3
(�

3
� 2 j 

000
ih 

000
j)

1W
(3)

opt = a
1
(I

8
� �

2
� �

3
+ 2 j 

000
ih 

000
j)

(6.17)

in pure productstates,and asusualthe optim alEW scan be written aspartialtranspose of

thefollowing positiveoperators

1W
(3)

opt

T23
= a

1
(j100i+ j011i)(h100j+ h011j);

2W
(3)

opt

T3
= a

2
(j001i+ j110i)(h001j+ h110j);

3W
(3)

opt

T2
= a

3
(j010i+ j101i)(h010j+ h101j);

(6.18)

respectively.Now theEW W (3)

R
can bewritten in term sofiW opt as

W (3)

R
= a

1

1W opt+ a
2

2W opt+ a
3

3W opt+ 2 !
2
j 

000
ih 

000
j

= a
1

(1)Q
T(23)

+ a
2

(2)Q
T(3)

+ a
3

(3)Q
T(2)

+ 2 !
2
P

(6.19)

Asm entioned above in section 4,for!
2
� the EW W (3)

R
becom esdecom posable and can not

detectPPT entangled states.
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6.2 n-qudit (d
 d
 :::
 d)

Forn particles with the sam e dim ensions the extra term s �0
S
willappear in EW s,provided

thattherequirem entjSj� n � 3 ism et.Then theEq.(4.5)becom es

W
(n)

R
=

X

S$ N 0

b
S
�
S
+ d b

2;:::;n
j 

00:::0
ih 

00:::0
j+

X

S$ N 0;jSj� n� 3

a0
S
�0
S

(6.20)

where

�0
S
=
P

d� 1

i1;:::;in= 0
ji1ihi1j
 O

0(2)

i2

 :::
 O

0(n)

in
; O

0(k)

ik
=

8
><

>:

ji1ihi1j�i1ik k 2 S

jikihikj
Q n

k6= m = 1
(1� �ikim ) k =2 S:

W ediscussbelow them ostsim plecase:an REW consisting ofjusttwo quditswith thesam e

dim ension d,thatis

W
(2)

R
= a

1
I
d2
+ d (a

2
� a

1
)j 

00
ih 

00
j;

W herefora
2
= 0itreducestothewellknown reduction EW (theterm "reduction-typeEW s"

for generalW (n)

R
is inspired from this particular case). In this case we have only P2 which

can takesvaluesbetween 0 and 1.So the feasible region isjustthe line segm ent0 � P2 � 1.

Putting 0 and 1 in F (P2) = a
1
+ (a

2
� a

1
)P2 yields a

1
� 0 and a

2
� 0 respectively. The

eigenvaluesare a
1
and 2 a

2
� a

1
where the second one m ustbe negative to ensure detecting

som eentangled states.

6.3 T hree particles (2
 3
 4)

Asa particularexam ple ofREW swith di�erentdim ension letusdiscussthreeparticleswith

2
 3
 4 dim ensions

W
(3)

R
= a

1
I
8
+(a

2
� a

1
)�

2
+(a

3
� a

1
)�

3
+2(a

2;3
+a

1
� a

2
� a

3
)j 

000
ih 

000
j+a0

1
�0
1
+a0

2
�0
2
+a0

3
�0
3
(6.21)

wherewehave

�0
1
= j012ih012j+ j013ih013j+ j021ih021j+ j022ih022j+ j023ih023j



M ulti-QuditEW 15

j102ih102j+ j103ih103j+ j120ih120j+ j122ih122j+ j123ih123j

�
0

2
= j002ih002j+ j003ih003j+ j112ih112j+ j113ih113j

�0
3
= j020ih020j+ j121ih121j

Here allpossible �0S (S = f2g;f3g and ;)can be appear.In thiscase feasible region liesin a

spaceofdim ension six.Thecoordinatesofapexesand relevantpureproductstatesj
iare

(P2;P3;P23;P
0
1;P

0
2;P

0
3)

j
i=

0

B
@

1

0

1

C
A 


0

B
B
B
B
@

0

1

0

1

C
C
C
C
A



0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

0

1

0

0

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

�! (0;0;0;0;0;0)

j
i=

0

B
@

1

0

1

C
A 


0

B
B
B
B
@

1

0

0

1

C
C
C
C
A



0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

0

1

0

0

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

�! (1;0;0;0;0;0)

j
i=

0

B
@

1

0

1

C
A 


0

B
B
B
B
@

0

1

0

1

C
C
C
C
A



0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

1

0

0

0

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

�! (0;1;0;0;0;0)

j
i=

0

B
@

1

0

1

C
A 


0

B
B
B
B
@

1

0

0

1

C
C
C
C
A



0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

1

0

0

0

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

�! (1;1;1;0;0;0)



M ulti-QuditEW 16

j
i=

0

B
@

1

0

1

C
A 


0

B
B
B
B
@

0

1

0

1

C
C
C
C
A



0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

0

0

1

0

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

�! (0;0;0;1;0;0)

j
i=

0

B
@

1

0

1

C
A 


0

B
B
B
B
@

1

0

0

1

C
C
C
C
A



0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

0

0

1

0

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

�! (1;0;0;0;1;0)

j
i=

0

B
@

1

0

1

C
A 


0

B
B
B
B
@

0

1

0

1

C
C
C
C
A



0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

1

0

0

0

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

�! (0;1;0;0;0;1)

Again choosing allcom binationsofsix apexesoutofseven ones,onecan �nd theboundary of

feasibleregion as

P 0
1;P

0
2;P

0
3;P2;3 � 0

P2 � P2;3 � P 0
2
� 0

P3 � P2;3 � P 0
3
� 0

1+ P2;3 � P2 � P3 � P 0
1 � 0

wheretheEW scorresponding to thesehyperplanesare

2W opt= a
2
(�

2
� 2 j 

000
ih 

000
j� �02);

3W opt= a
3
(�

3
� 2 j 

000
ih 

000
j� �0

3
);

1W opt= a
1
(I

24
� �

2
� �

3
+ 2 j 

000
ih 

000
j� �0

1
):

(6.22)
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Taking thepartialtransposition ofiW opt,i= 1;2;3 with respectto f2;3gnfig yields

1W
T23
opt = a

1
(j100i+ j011i)(h100j+ h011j);

2W
T3
opt= a

2
(j001i+ j110i)(h001j+ h110j);

3W
T2
opt= a

3
(j010i+ j101i)(h010j+ h101j);

(6.23)

respectively. Evidently these EW s are optim al,since these have been written asthe partial

transposition ofpurem axim ally entangled states.

7 B ell-diagonalEW s by LP m ethods

Recently m ulti-qubitBelldecom posable entangled witnesses (BDEW s)[14]have been intro-

duced as

W
B D

=
X

i1i2:::in = 0;1

a
i1i2:::in

j 
i1i2:::in

ih 
i1i2:::in

j (7.24)

wherej 
i1i2:::in

i(di= 2;i= 1;2:::;n)aren-qubitm axim ally entangled orthonorm alstates,i.e.,

j 
i1i2:::in

i= (�z)
i1 
 (�x)

i2 
 :::
 (�x)
inj 

00:::0
i (7.25)

where�x and �z areusualPaulim atrices.

In generalitishard to�nd theBDEW swith feasibleregion ofsim plex typeoreven polygon

type,nam ely thosewhich can m anipulated by LP m ethod.Herewe givetwo exam pleswhich

areboth setin LP problem ,whereonly oneofthem (the�rstexam ple)can besolved exactly

by theprescription ofthispaper.

The�rstexam pleisEW oftheform

W 1 = aI2n + 2(b� a)j 
00:::0

ih 
00:::0

j+ 2(c� a)j 
00:::01

ih 
00:::01

j+ (d� a)� (7.26)

where

� = I2n � f(j 
011:::110

ih 
011:::110

j+ j 
11:::10

ih 
11:::10

j)+ (j 
011:::1

ih 
011:::1

j+ j 
11:::11

ih 
11:::11

j)
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+(j 
00:::0

ih 
00:::0

j+ j 
10:::0

ih 
10:::0

j)+ (j 
00:::01

ih 
00:::01

j+ j 
10:::01

ih 
10:::01

j)g

The eigenvalues ofW 1 are a;2b� a;2c� a;d. This BDEW issim ilarto the one introduced

in [14],wheretheextra term � isadded to optim izetheEW scorresponding to theboundary

plane offeasible region. Suppose that P
00:::0

= 2 jh 
00:::0

j
ij2 ,P
00:::01

= 2 jh 
00:::01

j
ij2 and

P = Tr(�j
ih
j).Then thepureproductstateswhich producetheapexesare

8
>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>:

j
i=

0

B
@

1

0

1

C
A 


0

B
@

0

1

1

C
A 
 :::


0

B
@

0

1

1

C
A �! (P

00:::0
= 0;P

00:::01
= 0;P = 0)

j
i=

0

B
@

1

0

1

C
A 


0

B
@

0

1

1

C
A 


0

B
@

1

0

1

C
A 
 :::


0

B
@

1

0

1

C
A �! (P

00:::0
= 0;P

00:::01
= 0;P = 1)

j
i=

0

B
@

1

0

1

C
A 


0

B
@

1

0

1

C
A 
 :::


0

B
@

1

0

1

C
A �! (P

00:::0
= 1;P

00:::01
= 0;P = 0)

j
i=

0

B
@

1

0

1

C
A 
 :::


0

B
@

1

0

1

C
A 


0

B
@

0

1

1

C
A �! (P

00:::0
= 0;P

00:::01
= 1;P = 0)

and consequently these yield the following hyperplanes surrounding the feasible region (see

Fig.2)

P
00:::0

;P
00:::01

;P � 0

1� P
00:::0

� P
00:::01

� P � 0

The positivity ofthe lastconstraintcom e from the positivity ofthe expectation value ofthe

following optim alEW

W opt= I� 2j 
00:::0

ih 
00:::0

j� 2j 
00:::01

ih 
00:::01

j� �

in pureproductstatesj
i,sinceitcan bewritten asthepartialtransposeofapositiveoperator

with respectto the�stparticleas

W
T1
opt= 2(j 

11:::10
ih 

11:::10
j+ j 

11:::11
ih 

11:::11
j):
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Now therem aining task isto solvethefollowing LP problem

m inim ize a+ (b� a)P
00:::0

+ (c� a)P
00:::01

+ (d� a)P

subjectto
1� P

00:::0
� P

00:::01
� P � 0

P
00:::0

;P
00:::01

;P � 0

(7.27)

Thus,above problem is reduced to LP and can be solved by sim plex m ethod. Putting the

apexesin Eq.(7.26)we deduce thata;b;c;d should bepositive.Now,theoperatorW 1 ful�lls

the properties ofEW s ifat least one ofits eigenvalues is negative,nam ely 2b� a < 0 or

2c� a < 0.

Thesecond exam plewhich setsin LP problem is

W 2 = aI2n + 2n� 1(b� a)j 
00:::0

ih 
00:::0

j+ 2n� 1(c� a)j 
10:::0

ih 
10:::0

j

which can notbesolved by theprescription ofthispaper.Itsfeasibleregion can bedeterm ined

by Lagrangian m ultiplierm ethod,asitisdiscussed in [14].LetP00:::0 = 2jh 
00:::0

j
ij2 ,P10:::0 =

2 jh 
10:::0

j
ij2.Theretheproblem reducesto

m inim ize a+ 2n� 2(b� a)P
00:::0

+ 2n� 2(c� a)P
10:::0

subjectto

8
>>>><

>>>>:

1

2n� 2 � P
00:::0

+ (1� 1

2n� 2)P10:::0
� 0

1

2n� 2 � P
10:::0

+ (1� 1

2n� 2)P00:::0
� 0

P
00:::0

;P
10:::0

� 0

(7.28)

These constraintscan notbereach by partialtransposition approach,and thefeasible region

isestim ated by convex hallofapexes(seeFig.3).

8 D etecting som e entangled states by W (n)

R

Thissection isdevoted to som e entangled stateswhich can be detected by generalW (n)

R
and

three-qubitREW W (3)

R
.Firstweconsidersom eBellstates.AlloftheBellstatesj 

i 0:::0
ican
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bedetected by W (n)

R
,sincewehave

Tr(W (n)

R
j 

00:::0
ih 

00:::0
j)= !

2
;

Tr(W (n)

R
j 

i 0:::0
ih 

i 0:::0
j)= !

1
; i6= 0;

therefore for!
2
< 0 one can detectj 

00:::0
iand for!

1
< 0 the othersm odulated Bellstates

can bedetected by W (n)

R
.On theotherhand,im posing som econstraintson operator

�
i;0;:::;0

=
1

B Tr(�
s
)+ D d1

(

B (I�

d1� 1X

j= 0

j 
j 0:::0

ih 
j 0:::0

j)+ D d1j i 0:::0
ih 

i 00:::0
j

)

; (8.29)

onecan geta density m atrix which can bedetected by W (n)

R
,where �

s
denotesthe separable

state inside the parenthesison the righthand side. The positivity of�
i;0;:::;0

constrainsB and

D to bepositiveand in orderto detectboth �
0;0;:::;0

and �
i;0;:::;0

;i6= 0,wem usthave

B Tr(W (n)

R
�
s
)+ D d1 !2 < 0; (8.30)

B Tr(W (n)

R
�
s
)+ D d1 !1 < 0; (8.31)

respectively. Because ofthe positivity ofD ,Eq.(8.30) is satis�ed if!2 < 0 and Eq.(8.31)

issatis�ed if!1 < 0. Now,we can proceed ourdiscussion furtherto detect PPT entangled

stateswhich isusefulfordeterm ining non-decom posable region. Here we do notdiscuss the

decom posability and non-decom posability issuesin detail,sinceitneedstheotheropportunity

and com eselsewhere.�
i;0;:::;0

isPPT stateswith respectto any subsystem softheparticles,if

B � D bepositive,so theEq.(8.30)yields

1�
B

D
<

�d1 !2

Tr(W
(n)

R �
s
)

=) !2 < $ (8.32)

where

$ := �
1

d1
Tr(W (n)

R
�
s
) (8.33)

Theaboverequirem entm akes�
0;0;:::;0

a classofPPT entangled statewhich can bedetected by

W (n)

R
. Butto detectthe other�

i;0;:::;0
we m usthave !1 < $ which isim possible. Thisisin
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agreem entwith thediscussion m ade in section 5.Now,com bining thusobtained resultswith

thoseofEq.(5.12)which im pliesthatW (n)

R
isdecom posableprovided that!

2
ispositive,one

can ratherdeterm ine thedecom posability and non-decom posability ofREW s(seeFig.4).

Furtherm ore one can construct som e entangled states which can be detected by particular

REW s.Asan exam pleconsiderentangled density m atrices

� =
1

4B + 2D
(B �

2
+ 2 D j 

000
ih 

000
j)

�0=
1

4B + 2D
(B �

3
+ 2 D j 

000
ih 

000
j)

which can be detected by three-qubitREW (6.15),with som e constraints. The positivity of

thesestatesim pliesthatB ;B + 2D � 0 and thepositivity of�T3;�0T2 isachieved ifB � D � 0.

In orderthat,Tr(W (3)

R
�)tobenegativeweshould haveB (a

2;3
+ a

2
)+ D !

2
< 0,wherewehave

two possibilities:forD > 0 wehave!
2
< 0 and forD < 0 wehave!

2
> 0.

9 Positive m aps

Asitisshown in [23],thereisa closeconnection between thepositivem apsand theentangle-

m entwitnesses,i.e.,theJam io lkowskiisom orphism

d
1
d
2
:::d

n
(Id1:::dn 
 E)j 

+
ih 

+
j= W

(1;2;:::;2n)

d1;d
0
1
;:::;dn;d

0
n

; di� d0i ; i= 1;:::;n (9.34)

E(�)= Tr(1;3;:::;2n� 1)

h
W

(1;2;:::;2n)

d1;d
0
1
;:::;dn;d

0
n
(�T 
 Id0

1
d0
2
:::d0n

)

i
(9.35)

where

j 
+
i=

1
p
d1d2:::dn

d1� 1X

i1= 0

d2� 1X

i2= 0

:::

dn � 1X

in = 0

ji
(1)

1
i
(2)

1
iji

(3)

2
i
(4)

2
i:::ji(2n� 1)n i(2n)n i (9.36)

isthem axim ally entangled statein H
(1)

d1

 H

(2)

d0
1


 :::
 H
(2n� 1)

dn

 H

(2n)

d0n
.HencetheJam io lkowski

isom orphism isa one-to-onem apping between thesetoftracepreserving quantum operations

E :H
(1)

d1

 H

(3)

d2

 :::
 H

(2n� 1)

dn1
�! H

(2)

d0
1


 H
(4)

d0
2


 :::
 H
(2n)

d0n1
(9.37)
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and d1 � d0� :::� dn � d0n EW sifdi� d0i fori= 1;2;:::;n.

Now,using the Jam io lkowskiisom orphism (9.35),we try to constructthe positive m apscon-

nected with REW s.Evidently tensorproductofsom eEW sisalsoan EW in higherdim ension.

To bem orepreciseletW
(1;2;:::;2n)

d1d
0
1
:::dn d

0
n
bean EW acting on H

(1)

d1

 H

(2)

d0
1


 :::
 H
(2n� 1)

dn

 H

(2n)

d0n
then

depending on possiblepartition

n = n
1
+ n

2
+ :::+ n

m
; ni� 1 (9.38)

onecan constructan EW by tensorproductofREW sas

W
(1;2;:::;2n)

d1;d
0
1
;:::;dn;d

0
n
= W

(1;2;:::;2n1)

d1;d
0
1
;:::;dn1;d

0
n1


 W
(2n1+ 1;:::;2n1+ 2n2)

dn1+ 1;d
0
n1+ 1

;:::;dn1+ n2
;d0n1+ n2


 :::
 W
(2n� 2nm + 1;:::;2n)

dn� nm + 1;d
0
n� nm + 1

;:::;dn;d
0
n
;

(9.39)

then using Jam io lkowskiisom orphism (9.35),onecan obtain thecorresponding positivem ap.

Forinstance,considering the tensorproductofn REW s(corresponding to the partition n =

1+ 1+ :::+ 1)

W
(1;2;:::;2n)

d1;d
0
1
;:::;dn;d

0
n
=

nO

k= 1

W
(2k� 1;2k)

dk;d
0
k

with

W
(2k� 1;2k)

dk;d
0
k

= a(2k� 1;2k)
1

I+ (a(2k� 1;2k)
2

� a(2k� 1;2k)
1

)j (2k� 1;2k)

00
ih (2k� 1;2k)

00
j+ a0(2k� 1;2k)

1
�0(2k� 1;2k)
1

acting on HilbertspaceH
(2k� 1)

dk

 H

(2k)

d0
k

with �0(2k� 1;2k)
1

given in Eq.(4.7),wegetthefollowing

positivem ap

E
(n)(�)=

X

Sj f1;3;:::;2n� 1g

�
S
O

S

where

�
S
=

Y

j2N nS

(a(2j� 1;2j)
2

� a(2j� 1;2j)
1

);

O
S
=
O

ji2S

0

@ a(2ji� 1;2ji)
1

I
(j
i
+ 1)

dji
+ a0(2ji� 1;2ji)

1

d0
ji
� 1

X

k= dji

jkihkj

1

A 
 Trj1:::jjS j(�)
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and (j1:::jjSj)isthe ordered ofS.Choosing alla2 = a0
1
= 0 and a

1
= 1 yieldsthe generalized

reduction m ap introduced in [21].Asan exam pleforn = 2 onecan easily verify that

E
(2)(�)= Tr

1;3
[W

(1;2;3;4)

d1;d1;d2;d2
(�

T
1;3
I

(2;4)

d1d2
)]= a(1;2)

1
a(3;4)
1

Tr(�)I
(2)

d1

I

(4)

d2
+a(1;2)

1
(a(3;4)

2
�a(3;4)

1
)I

(2)

d1

Tr

1
(�)

+a(3;4)
1

(a(1;2)
2

� a(1;2)
1

)Tr
3
(�)
 I

(4)

d2
+ (a(1;2)

2
� a(1;2)

1
)(a(3;4)

2
� a(3;4)

1
)�

a(1;2)
1

a0(3;4)
1

Tr(�)I
(2)

d1



d0
2
� 1X

k= d2

jkihkj+ (a(1;2)
2

� a(1;2)
1

)a0(3;4)
1

Tr
3
(�)


d0
2
� 1X

k= d2

jkihkj

+a0(1;2)
1

(a(3;4)
2

� a(3;4)
1

)

d0
1
� 1X

k= d1

jkihkj
 Tr
1
(�)+ a0(1;2)

1
a(3;4)
1

Tr(�)

d0
1
� 1X

k= d1

jkihkj
 I
(4)

d2

+a0(1;2)
1

a0(3;4)
1

Tr(�)

d0
1
� 1X

k= d1

jkihkj


d0
2
� 1X

k= d2

jkihkj

Taking a(1;2)
2

= a(3;4)
2

= a0(1;2)
1

= a0(3;4)
1

= 0 and a(1;2)
1

= a(3;4)
1

= 1 yields

E
(2)(�)= Tr(�)I

(2)

d1

 I

(4)

d2
� I

(2)

d1

 Tr

1
(�)� Tr

3
(�)
 I

(4)

d2
+ � (9.40)

and choosing a(1;2)
2

= a(3;4)
2

= 0 and a(1;2)
1

= a(3;4)
1

= �a0(1;2)
1

= �a0(3;4)
1

= 1 we reach the new

reduction positivem ap fordi�erentdim ensions

E
(2)(�)= Tr(�)I

(2)

d1

I

(4)

d2
�I

(2)

d1

Tr

1
(�)�Tr

3
(�)
I

(4)

d2
+��Tr(�)I

(2)

d1



d0
2
� 1X

k= d2

jkihkj+Tr
3
(�)


d0
2
� 1X

k= d2

jkihkj

+

d0
1
� 1X

k= d1

jkihkj
 Tr
1
(�)� Tr(�)

d0
1
� 1X

k= d1

jkihkj
 I
(4)

d2
+ Tr(�)

d0
1
� 1X

k= d1

jkihkj


d0
2
� 1X

k= d2

jkihkj

Theseexam plesshow thatonecan constructm orepositivem apsby m aking tensorproductof

EW sW (n)

R
in arbitrary way provided thatthedim ensionality condition di� d0i issatis�ed.

10 C onclusion

The generalized reduction type entanglem ent witnesses with sim plex feasible regionsare in-

troduced,where the EW scorresponding to hyperplanes surrounding the feasible regionsare
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optim al.TheseREW sareoftypesthattheirm anipulation isreduced to LP problem and can

besolved exactly by using thesim plex m ethod.Asitshown above,theREW saredecom pos-

ablein casesiftheirsecond eigenvalue,nam ely !
2
becom espositivewhilefornegativevaluesof

!
2
,thedecom posability ornon-decom posability ofREW sisstillopen fordebate.Also various

otherinteresting issuesrem ain unsolved,such askeeping theREW sin realm ofLP problem s

despiteofadding som eotheroperatorsorentangled statesto them .

Appendix I:

Proofofthe inequalities:0� PS;P
0
S;P2;:::;n � 1.

In thisappendix we prove thatallPS ,P 0
S and P2;:::;n take the valuesbetween 0 and 1. The

inequalities0� PS;P
0
S � 1 can beeasily concluded from thefollowing ones

0� Tr(�Sj
ih
j)�

nY

k= 1

dk� 1X

i= 0

j�
(k)

i j
2 = 1;

0� Tr(�0Sj
ih
j)�

nY

k= 1

dk� 1X

i= 0

j�
(k)

i j
2 = 1:

ForP2;:::;n,theCauchy-Schwartz inequality im pliesthat

P2;:::;n := d1 jh 00:::0
j
ij2 =

�
�
�
�
�

d1� 1X

i= 0

�(1)
i
�(2)

i
:::�(n)

i

�
�
�
�
�

2

= jh�(1)j�ij2 � kj�(1)ik2kj�ik2;

where

j�i=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

�
(2)

0
�
(3)

0
:::�

(n)

0

�
(2)

1 �
(3)

1 :::�
(n)

1

...

�
(2)

d1� 1
�
(3)

d1� 1
:::�

(n)

d1� 1

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

;

�nally using thefollowing inequality

kj�ik2 =

d1� 1X

i= 0

j�
(2)

i �
(3)

i :::�
(n)

i j
2
�

nY

k= 2

dk� 1X

i= 0

j�
(k)

i j
2 = 1;
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onecan concludethat0� P2;:::;n � 1.

Appendix II:

Proofofthe feasible region of(4.11).

In orderto obtain the feasible region of(4.11),we need to evaluate the expectation value of

optim alEW s

(S)
W

(n)

opt
= a

S

0

@ �
S
+

X

S $ S 06= N 0

(�1)jSj+ jS
0j�

S 0
+ d1 (�1)

jSj+ jN 0j
j 

00:::0
ih 

00:::0
j� �0

S

1

A S $ N 0

(I-1)

in pureproductstatesj
ih
jwhere(;)W (n)

opt
= (1) W (n)

opt
.Now by taking thepartialtransposeof

(S)W (n)

opt
with respectto (N 0nS)wehave

(S)
W

(n)

opt

T
(N 0nS )

= a
S

d1� 1X

i6= j

j	
(S)

ij ih	
(S)

ij j (I-2)

where

j	
(S)

ij i:= j�(1)
ij
i
 j�(2)

ij
i
 :::
 j�(n)

ij
i+ j�(1)

ij
i
 j�(2)

ij
i
 :::
 j�(n)

ij
i; (I-3)

j�(k)
ij
i=

8
><

>:

jii if k 2 1[ S

jji if k =2 1[ S

; j�(k)
ij
i=

8
><

>:

jji if k 2 1[ S

jii if k =2 1[ S

(I-4)

Noting thatalloftheseoperatorsarepositivede�niteand using therelation

Tr((S)
W

(n)

opt

T
(N 0nS )

j
ih
j)= Tr((S)W (n)

opt
(j
ih
j)T(N 0nS ) )� 0

yieldsallfeasibleregionswhich aresim plexes.

Appendix III:

Proofofthe optim ality of (S)W (n)

opt
.

Here in this appendix we try to prove that witness (S)W (n)

opt
is optim al,to this aim we give

the proofforthe specialcase (2)W (n)

opt
,since the proofofgeneralcase israthersim ilarto this
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particularone.According to the Reference [13],the EW (2)W (n)

opt
,isoptim alifforallpositive

operatorP and "> 0,thefollowing new Herm itian operator

W new = (1+ ")(2)W (n)

opt
� "P (I-5)

is not anym ore an EW .Suppose that there is a positive operator P and � � 0 such that

W new = (2)W (n)

opt
� �P is yet an EW .Let the positive operator P be the pure projection

operator j iih ij,since an arbitrary positive operator can be written as sum ofpure states

with positivecoe�cientsasP =
P

i
�ij iih ij.

Now,one should note thatthe expectation value ofthe operator (2)W (n)

opt
in pure product

statesj
iwillvanish ifthey satisfy thefollowing equation

A iB
�
j + A jB

�
i = 0 (I-6)

with

A i= (�
1
)i(�2

)i ; B j = (�
3
)j(�4

)j:::(�n
)j:

But,itisstraightforward to see that,forA i;B j 2 R,the pure state j ih jwillbe sim ilarto

oneofthej	
(2)

ij ih	
(2)

ij jwith i6= j with

j	
(2)

ij i:= jii
 jii
 jji
 :::
 jji+ jji
 jji
 jii
 :::
 jii i;j= 0;:::;d1 � 1; (I-7)

concluding that an arbitrary P has the form : P =
P

d1� 1

i6= j
aijj	

(2)

ij ih	
(2)

ij jwith aij � 0.

Finally,substituting Eq.(I-6)in thefollowing expression

Tr(Pj
ih
j)=
X

ij

aijjA iB j + A jB ij
2 =

X

ij

aij

�
�
�
�
A j

B j

�
�
�
�

2

jB �
jB i� B jB

�
ij
2 = 0

and choosing B i’ssuch thatB �
jB i 6= B jB

�
i yieldsaij = 0 and consequently one can conclude

thatP = 0.
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Figure C aptions

Figure-1:3-sim plex displaying thefeasibleregion ofthree-qubitREW .

Figure-2:3-sim plex displaying thefeasibleregion ofm ulti-qubitBDEW W 1.

Figure-3:Convex polygon displaying theboundariesofthefeasibleregion form ulti-qubit

BDEW W 2.

Figure-4: Decom posableand non-decom posable regionsofREW s:for!
2
� 0 theREW s

are decom posable,for !
2
< $ the REW s are non-decom posable and in dashed region,the

decom posability ornon-decom posability ofREW sisstillopen fordebate.



3P

23P

)0,0,1(

)1,1,1(

)0,1,0(

2P

Fig. (1) 



P

)0,1,0(

0...00P

01...00P

)0,0,1(

)1,0,0(

Fig. (2) 



01...00P

)1,1(

0...00P)0,
2

1
(

2n

)
2

1
,0(

2n

Fig. (3) 



2

Decomposable

1

?

Non-Decomposable

Fig. 4 


	Introduction
	Entanglement witness
	Manipulating EWs by LP method
	(d1d2...dn)multi-qudit reduction type EWs
	Optimality of (S)Wopt(n)
	Some special cases of WR(n)
	Multi-qubit reduction type EWs
	Three-qubit (n=3)

	n-qudit (dd...d)
	Three particles (234)

	Bell-diagonal EWs by LP methods
	Detecting some entangled states by WR(n)
	 Positive maps
	Conclusion

