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M ultiQudit EW

A bstract

A new class of entanglm ent wimesses EW s) called reduction type entanglem ent
w inesses is Introduced, which can detect som e m ultiqudi entangeled states incliding
PPT ones wih Hibert space of dinension d, d, :: d, . The novelty of thiswork
com es from the fact that the feasble regions tum out to be convex polygons, hence the
m anjpulation of these EW s reduces to linear program m Ing which can be solved exactly
by using sim plex m ethod. T he decom posability and non-decom posability of these EW s
are studied and it is shown that it has a close connection w ith eigenvalues and optin ality
of EW s. A Iso using the Jam iokow ski isom orphian , the corresponding possible positive
m aps, including the generalized reduction m aps ofRef. R1l], are obtained.
K eywords: Entanglem ent W itness, M ultiqudit, O ptim ality, Linear P rogram —
m ing, Feasible R egion .

PACs Index: 03.65Ud
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1 Introduction

Quantum entangled states lie at the heart ofthe rapidly developing eld of quantum Inform a—
tion science, which encom passes in portant potential applications such as quantum communi-
cation, quantum com putation [L,12,!3]. H owever, the findam ental nature of entangled states
has tantalized physicists since the earliest days of quantum m echanics, and even today isby no
m eans fully understood. O ne of the m ost basic problem s is that how can one tell ifa quantum
state is entangled?, and how entangled is it still affer som e noisy quantum process.

Here we willdealw ith the states of nite dim ensional H ibert space H = H 4 Hyg . A

1 n

density m atrix is called unentanglkd or separablk if it can be w ritten as a convex com bination
ofpure product statesas j i= § Pi = § @i, Ifno such convex linear com bination exists
foragiven ,then the state iscalled entangled. A lthough, In the case ofpure states ofbipartite
system s it is to chedk whether a given state is, or is not entangled, the question is yet an open
problem in the case ofm ixed states (see the recent good review sl4, 15, 16,17]) . T here have been
m any e orts In recent years to analyze the ssparability and quantitative character of quantum

entanglem ent. The Bell nequalities satis ed by a ssparable system give the rst necessary
condition for ssparability B]. In 1996, Peres m ade an im portant step tow ards proving that,
for a ssparable state, the partial transposition w ith respect to one subsystem of a bipartite
density m atrix is positive, 0 P]. By establishing a close connection between positive
m ap theory and ssparability, H orodecki et al. prom ptly showed that this is su cient condi-
tion for ssparability forbipartite systamsof2 2 and 2 3 [LO]. Regarding the quantitative
character of entanglem ent, W ootters succeeded in giving an elegant form ula to com pute the
entangkm ent of form ation [L1]of2 2 m xtures, thus giving also a ssparability criterion [12].
An altemative m ethod to detect entanglem ent is to construct so-called entanglem ent w imesses
10,113,114, 15] and positive m aps [L6]. Entanglem ent w tnesses are physical observables that

can detect the presence of entanglem ent. R ecently m any atteam pts have been m ade to use the
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convex optin ization m ethods as a robust tools In m ost quantum informm ation areas including
construction of EW s [17,118,119,114,115].

Themain m otivation for the present investigation is the rem arkable fact that there isno evi-
dence that when and where the m anjpulation of the EW s reduces to LP which can be solved
exactly. For exam pl, the rst author and his collaborators have found certain exam pls of
Bell diagonal EW s and generalized d d Choi entanglem ent w imesses [14, [15], by approxi-
m ate LP method. Indeed In m ost cases determm ning feasbl regions needs to use num erical
calculation and consequently the problem is solved approxin ately. Therefore to gure out
the problm s which can be easily solved exactly in a optim al way and also can be generalized
to an arbitrary num ber of particles w ith di erent H ibert spaces is the m ain puryoose of this
paper. To this ain we Introduce a new class of (d, 4, r d )muliqudi EW s called
reduction type entanglem ent w inessesREW s) and show that the com putationaldi culty In
solving such problem s reduces to LP which can be solved by sim plex m ethod 20]. In these cases
the feasble regions are sin plexes and the m inimum value of optin ization problm is achieved
on their apexes. On the other hand we show that the EW s corresponding to hyperplanes
surrounding feasble regions are optim al. A nother advantage of this work is the fact that all
REW s can be wrtten in tem s of som e positive operators and optin alEW s. A lso In m ost
cases the decom posability of REW s is rather determm ined, where two of their eigenvalues plays
an In portant role in this issue. A nother in portant consequences of such EW s are the positive
m aps Incliding the generalized reduction map R1], which can be ocbtained from these EW s
or their tensor product, via Jam iokow ski isom oxphisn . Finally a class of entangled density
m atrix including PPTE S are provided w hich can be detected by such REW s and consequently
they detem ine the non-decom posability of REW s. At the end we carry out in detail some
particular cases such asmultiqubit and 2 3 4 and generalized reduction EW .

T he paper organized as follow s: In section 2 we give a brief review of EW s. In section 3 we

explain the general schem e of linear program m Ing. In section 4, we Introduce a new class of
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EW s which can be put in the realn of LP, since their feasbl regions are convex polygons
(indeed sim plexes) which can be exactly determm ined. In section 5, we show that allEW s cor—
resoonding to hyperplanes surrounding the feasible regions are optim al. Section 6 is devoted
to som e Interesting exam ples such as: multiqubit REW s, (d d:: d) multiqudit REW sand
2 3 4REW .Section 7 dealsw ith two exam ples of LP type, where the rst one can be solved
exactly by the prescription of this paper. In section 8 we introduce som e entangled and PP T

states which can be detected by REW s and the decom posability of REW s is discussed. In
section 9 by using Jam iokow ki isom orphian , the relation between REW s and positive m aps

is explained. T he paper is ended w ith a brief conclision and three appendices.

2 Entanglem ent w itness

A sm entioned above In the introduction, one ofthe pragm atic approach to detect entanglem ent

is to construct entanglem ent w tnesses. Let usbrie y recallwhat these operators are.

De nition 1.A Hemn itlan operator W is called an entangkm ent w imess detecting the en—

tangkd state . if TrW )< O0OandTr@W ) O Prallssparabke state .

So, ifwehave a state andwemeasure Tr@W )< 0,we can be sure that is entangled.
This de nition has a clear geom etrical m eaning. The expectation value of an ocbservable
depends linearly on the state. Thus, the set of stateswhere TrW ) = 0 holds is a hyperplane
In the set of all states, cutting this set into two parts. In thepart with Tr@W ) > 0 lies the
st of all separable states, the otherpart (with Tr@W ) < 0) is the set of state detected by
W . From this geom etrical interpretation i follow s that all entangled states can be detected
by winess. Indeed for each entangled state . there exist an entanglem ent w imess detecting

it [L0].
De nition 2. An EW isdecomposabk (A-EW ) i there exists operatorsP ; Q ; with

W =P +0Q1"+Q3° + :+ Q. P;0; O 1)
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where partial transpose taken with respect to som e subsystem s and it is non-decom posabk if it

can not ke put in this form [19].

Only non-decom posabl EW s can detect PPT entangled states that is those density m a—

trices which have positive partial trangposition w ith respect to each subsystem sR2]].

3 M anipulating EW sby LP m ethod

This section deals with basic de nitions of linear program m Ing (LP ) and general schem e to
construct EW sby an exact LP m ethod.
To thisain st we consider a Hem itian operator W w ith som e negative eigenvalues
X
W = a; i 32)
where ; are positive operators, with 0 Tr( ; ¢) 1 for every separable states . Note
that, the condition 0 Tr(; ) 1 isnotalways required. It is used here only to sim plify
analyzing the problm and pave the way to generalize the prescription to m ultiqudits with
arbitrary higher din ensions as w illbe discussed in the follow ing.
Them nimum valieofF = Tr@W ) achieves forpure product state, since every m ixed ¢ can
be w ritten as a convex com bination of pure product states (due to the convexiy of ssparable
region) as ¢ = F ;PiJiih sjwithps 0 and F ;Pi= 1,hence we have
X
Tr(W )= BTrW jiih ;) Cum 33)
w ih Com=miF =TrW jih ) Ji2 Dprear
where D ,,..q denotes the set of product states. Thus we need to nd the pure product state
Jnindi whith mininize Tr@W j ih ). Now, as the pure product state j i varies, the m ap
de nedby P;= Tr( ;j ih J) mapsthe set D g Into a region inside the hypercube de ned by

0 P; 1 i= 1;2;:4N . This is not all circum stances. An im portant and di cul task
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isto nd the convex region (called feasble region) inside this hypercube which com es from
F, = Tr@W ) as  vares on D g, where D ., denotes the set of separable states. Here
In thiswork we are Interested In the EW s w ih the feasble regions of sin plexes (or at m ost
convex polygons)types, such that the m anjpulating these EW s am ounts to

X

mininize F, = Tr@W ;)= a;P; (34)

X
sub gt to ©sPi dy) 0 J= 1;2;:
=1

where ¢ ;d; 4;J = 1;2;::are param eters of hyperplanes surrounding the feasble regions.
Therefore, the corresponding boundary points of feasble region willm inim ize exactly F_ ,
thus the required task reduces to LP problm which can be solved by the welkknown sin plex

m ethod R0].

4 (@ dy o dyp)multiqudit reduction type EW s

In this section we consider n Particles w ith ardbitrary dinm ensions. W ithout loss of generality
particles can be arranged so that d; dy 2t d,. The discussion of som e special cases
is postponed to Section [d. W e introduce and param eterize the multiqudit reduction-type

entangled w inesses REW s) labeled by subscript R as

X
W= b o +dib..T i wedt & i (4.5)
SSN O SSN O
where N °= f2;:5ng ,withb =b ,a’=a’and |, ? de nedas
8
>
*x @) ) ) S jhij i k28
s = jihij O i Oy w ith o, = “.6)
=0 T I i k2S
and
¥ 1 1 K1
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w ith
8
% o i 9 5 5, if k2SS
o 0 S giedhid .-, @ 44 ) i k2S; B3 n 3 and Liuyd, & 1
ik =
%o if k2S; Bi=n 2 and bjuii & 1
T iy (L i) otherw ise
, respectively and
1 %
J ool = P= F7 i ™4 @38)
1

=0

ismaxin ally entangled state. In this notation we have ° = 9. Obviously for multiqubit
system none of S exists. T he num ber of PS? depends on the din ensions of particles d;’s and

it can take one of the follow iIng values

8
2 P 1 . = = eee— =
. S+n derlsj if di=dy=:m=dy,=d
?PnZCnl om 1 1 if oy = = < e
BEO™ F ( ) 1 T eee T dm d7n+l eoe dn
P
W e Introduce the new m ore convenient parametersa, = b = b ,a, = b, + o b ,, nstead
S S

ofb, ’s. In order to tum the observablke [4.5) to an EW , we need to choose its param eters in
such a way that it becom es a non-positive operator w ith positive expectation values In any

@4,

pure product state j i= § Pi =
Now it isthe tin e to reduce the problem to LP one. Io order to determ ine the feasble region,
we neaed to know the apexes, nam ely the extremum points, to construct the hyperplanes

surrounding the feasble regions. Suppose that j i be a pure product state with j ®i =

8
% 1 2 ® i k2 flg[ S
Pg = Tr( sj ih j — j .(1) .(2) . .(n)f ; .(k) - t
o T 1 if k2flgls
1 2
P2;:::;n = dl j’l 00;;;oj lﬁ = -(l) ‘(2) e ‘(n)

i i i

=0

PSO:=Tr(§jj.hj;
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which all lie in the interval 0;1] (see appendix I). The number of Pg is2® ' 1 (cardinaliy
of the power set of N © exoepted £;q).

T he extrem um points or apexes consist of

a.orgh: Pg=0; P2=08S j N° whith coreponds to the Hllow ing choice of pure
product state

3 Pi= @ 00 ::0)7
3 %i= 010:::07 k2N°

b. Pg=1; Pgo=185%3 s; Pyo= 0; Pgo= 085?35 N°s; PJ=08S jN°

which can be reached by choosing the follow Ing pure product states
3 ®i= (1 00:::07 k2 flg[ S;

3 %i= (010::07" k2zflg[ S:

Obviously if Pg = 1, then rallS®j S, Pso = 1; thus or S = N we get the Hllow ing
In portant apex
c. Pg=1P2=08S j N

which can be obtained by choosing

3 %i= (1 00 :::07 8k2 flg[N%

d. P2=1;Pg0=183°§ S J N° ;theothersare zero:

T he Jast category arise from pure product state w ith the com ponents of the form él) = -

0

1,ifk2 Sand = 1,ffk2S ,ie,
3 ®i= 1 00::0" k2 flg[ S;

3 ®i= (0 0:::0 | &) 0::0)" k2zflg[ S:
k 1%h



M ultiQudit EW 10

R egarding the above consideration, we are now ready to state the feasble region.

To thisain we rstprove that, 2" '+ m extremum points obtained above o the apexes of
@ '+ m)-sinplex in Euclidean space ofdinension N = 2° '+ m 1. To this purpose we
consider the convex hull of theses points, ie. draw N + 1 hyperplanes passing through each
com bination of N points out of N + 1 ones(C E *1= N + 1). Now, we get a bounded region
form ed from their intersection which is the required feasble region of W @ and it is doviously
a @ '+ m)-sinplx. It is strait Hrward to show that the feasble region can be cbtained by

taking the expectation values of
0 1

X
Cg 0= g @ 4 (DPFFY 4@ (PP 3 R ss N

opt
s$slen 0

4.9)
in pure product states (see appendix II).Now , in order that W ®’ to be an EW , the ©llow ing

expectation values

F CPZ;P3;:::;P10;P20; ) = Tr(W R(“)j ih j) = b Ps+b, . Poumt aS PSO (4 10)

X X
m jI‘],jfﬂ, j.Ze bs PS + b2;:::;n le':::;n + a PSO
gSsN S$N O
S s P os
S ps P2+ L DFEFFEPR 0
sub fct to e 411)
gpl 0

P utting the coordinates of apexes in Eq.[410) yieldsalla, Oanda, +a’ 0.Aswe stated
In previous section, allPg and PSO lie In the closed interval 0;1]. Now, F is a linear function
ofPs and PSo and ifwe require it to be positive on the apexes (which are extremum points),

then i willbe positive n the whole feasble region.

At the end we need to know all eigenvalues of W R(“’ which consist of a_ ja, + ag ilo=a,
b,and!, = dia, @& D!, . Since a,;a, + as 0, then one of the ram aining eigenvalies:
!, and !, must be negative to guarantee W ) to be an EW .
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5 Optin ality of ®'w O(S)

t

A fter detem Ining the feasble regions, one needs to know whether the boundary of EW s is
formed by optinalEW S.An EW is optin al if a positive operator P is subtracted from that
then it willbe no longeran EW [L3].

Note that the EW s corresponding to hyperplanes surrounding feasble regions of W @) are
optin al since they cover the sin plex feasble region in an optimal way (see appendix ITI).
T hus, the structure of the optinalEW s ©'W O(;lt’ characterizes the boundary of REW sW ©'.
In fact, from the results of this Section it w ill becom e clear that we can restrict oursehres to
the structure of the optim alEW s corresponding to hyperplanes surrounding feasble regions.
In other words optin alEW s ©'w O‘;‘t) are tangent to the boundary between separable and non—
Sparable states.

A nother advantage of ©'W O‘;‘t) is that one can rewrite the W @) in term s of positive operators
;3 ,o.0dh .., jand som e optin alEW s, ie.,

S

X X
W R(n) = as (S)W O(;lt) + dl !2j OO:::O:L.tl 00:::0 j+ (as + as) SO S $ N 0 (5 -12)
s S

T herefore for positive !,, the REW s can be decom posed as

X
w®= ©g +P (513)

T . .. . .
where €)Q = ©)y @ 0% 5nd p is positive operator and in this case W ) can not detect

opt

PPT entangled states( non-separable density m atrices w ith positive partial transpose w ith

respect to all particlkes).

6 Som e specialcases of W ®

In this section we discuss som e special cases of REW s to enlighten the sub gct.
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6.1 M ultiqubit reduction type EW s

Tt is iIn portant both theoretically and experim entally to study m ultiqubit entanglem ent and
to provide EW sto verify that in a given m ultiqubit state, entanglem ent is really present. The
Eqg. [49) for system of n-qubits reduces to
X
W=k +2b,F sdh ) (6.14)
S$N O
A sm entioned before, the din ension of qubit—system s does not allow pressnce of SO .
The number of P’s is 2" ' 1 , whereas the number of apexes is 2" . Putting the
coordinates of apexes in Eq.[4.10) again indicates that alla, 0. The feasble region is 2" -
sinplex of dinension 2" * 1 surmounded by hypersurfaces de ned by (@.I1) wih allP s

elim nated.

6.1.1 Threequbit (n= 3)

The rstnontrivialexampl of REW s formultiqubit system is three qubi REW

2 3 2

W R(3) = a118 + (<'5l2 al) + @ al) ;1 2 (32;3 + 3, a a3)j oooih oooj (6.15)

with eigenvalues a, ja,;a, 0;!, = a,+a a and!,= 24,

! . In oxder to obtai the

feasble regjon we need the coordinates of apexes which are

0 1 0 1 0 1
1 0 0
C C C
ji- 8 o B8 B K ! ea=opa=0ps=0)
1 1
0 l 0 1 0 1
1 1 0
C C C
=8 A 8 A 8 A ! (Py,=1;P3=0;P,53=0)
2
0 1
0 l 0 1 0 1
1 0 1
., B C B C B C
ji=@ A @ A @ A ! ®.=0;P3=1;Py3=0)
0 1 0
0 1 0 1 0 1
1 1 1
., B C B C B C
ji=@ A @ A @ A ! ®.=1P3=1;Py3=1)

o
o
o
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Aswe e the number of Py is three, whilke the num ber of optin al points is four. T herefore,
there are ourhyperplanes surrounding the feasible region, where the hyperplanes pass through

each com bination ofthreepointsout offourones. (seeFigl). Thustheproblem can be reduced
to

m inin ize Tr@w ©9 ih 9

(6.16)
% P, P,s O;

w here the above given lnequalities follow rather easily by taking the expectation value of the

follow ing optin alEW s

2 3) _
w opt — a, (

2 2j000jh OOOj

3)

3W opt — = ( 3 2 j oooih oooj) 617)

B) _

lWopt_al(Ia 2 3+2jooojh oooj

In pure product states, and as usual the optin alEW s can be w ritten as partial transoose of

the follow Ing positive operators

1 @3)7Te23 _ . . .
W ol = a (100i+ P11i) (LO0+ HO11);

@) 7Ts

W o = & (POli+ H1101) (0013+ hl109; (6.18)

T
W o(;l "= a, (P10i+ J01i) GO10F+ H019;

respectively. Now the EW W ©® can be written in temm s of W . as

B) = 5 1 2 3 ] i j
W =38 Wepet a,"W et @, W pe t+ 21,7 go0dh oo ]

(6.19)
T T T
=a ¥ @+a@ P +a @0 @+21p

Asmentioned above in section 4, for |,  the EW W ©® becom es decom posable and can not

detect PPT entangled states.
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62 ngqudit d d :@:: d)

For n particles w ith the sam e din ensions the extra tem s SO will appear n EW s, provided

that the requirament 7 n 3 ismet. Then the Eq.[4.5) becom es

X X
W R(I’l) = bs s + dbz;;;;;nj OO-::O:L.h 00:::0 j+ ag SO (620)
S$NO S$SN%BE3in 3
where
8
P Jip iy J 5 4 k28
0 _ d1 v 0@) om) , 0k) _ 1k
s il;:::;jn:Oj:l'l:l'h:la-j Oiz i Oin r Oj'k - > .. .Qn
Joeihdy 3 o1 @ 54 ) kZS:

W e discuss below them ost sinple case: an REW oonsisting of just two qudits w ith the sam e
din ension d, that is

W R(Z) = a1Id2 +d @ al)j Oojh Ooj;

W here fora, = 0 it reduces to thewellknown reduction EW (the term "reduction-type EW s"
for generalW © is inspired from this particular case). Tn this case we have only P, which
can takes values between 0 and 1. So the feasbl region is just the line ssgment 0 P, 1.

PuttingOand 1 n F P,) = a + @

1 2

a,)P, yildsa, 0 and a, 0 respectively. The
elgenvalues are a, and 2 a, a, where the second one must be negative to ensure detecting

som e entangled states.

6.3 Three particles 2 3 4)

A s a particular exam ple of REW swith di erent dim ension ket us discuss three particles w ith

2 3 4 dmmensions

+@ a),+t2(@,ta a a,)j,dh Oooj+af '+a% %+a’ P (621)

3 1 1 2 2 3 3

3
W R( ) = aL+ @ a))
where we have

= P12ih0123+ P13i0135+ P21ih0215+ P22ih0223+ P23ih0237
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J102ih1029+ 103ih1035+ 12011205+ jL22ih1225+ §123ih1237

0 _ . . . . . . . .
= 02i0023+ P0O3i0037+ L12ih1123+ L13ih1137

0 _ . . . .
® = 20410203+ L21iH121]

15

Here all possible g (S = f2g;f3g and ;) can be appear. In this case feasble region lies In a

soace of din ension six. T he coordinates of apexes and relevant pure product states j i are

(W]
|_|
I
®W O

(G-}
|_|
I
®xn O

>0

>0

>0

>0

e © ®Euww o eI o

®EHEw o

)
OO

o

EIEETEHT o EEIEWEHn © EPUETEET o

EIETIEIT ©

o B o
OO0

o

(@] = (@]

OO0 -

o

o o
OO0

(@]

(@] (@] =

OO0 -

o

(P2;P3;P23;P ;PP Y)

0;0;0;0;0;0)

(1;0;0;0;0;0)

0;1;0;0;0;0)

(1;1;1;0;0;0)
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0 1
0 1 0
0 1 R 0 %
1c B E o
ji-68 & B 1 B | (0;0;0;1;0;0)
0 8 A 5 1¢
0 A
0
0 1
0 1 0
o 1 1. B &
1 B B ok
C B
3-8 % B o¢ B é | (170;070;1;0)
0 @ A 51
0 @ A
0
0 1
0 1 1
0 1 R 0 %
1c B % E o
ji=§ & % 16 B & ! 0510000
0 A 5 0c¢
0 A

0
A galn choosing all com binations of six apexes out of seven ones, one can nd the boundary of
feasble region as
PPiPJiPos O
P, P,3 P) O
P; P,z PJ O
1+ Py, P, P3 P O
where the EW s corresponding to these hyperplanes are
Wope=2a( , 234dh 003 3)i

Wepe=2a, (5 27 00dh oo i (6.22)

lW opt = & (%4 2 3+2joooih oooj 8)
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Taking the partial transposition of ‘W optr 1= 1;2;3 with respect to £2;3gn fig yields

W 22 = a (JL00i+ P11i) (1003+ hO119;

opt

2w = a (POli+ 110i) (OO13+ hl107; (623)

opt —
W 2= a, (PLOi+ FL011) (O103+ Hl01);

resoectively. Evidently these EW s are optin al, since these have been w ritten as the partial

transposition of pure m axin ally entangled states.

7 BelldiagonalEW s by LP m ethods

R ecently m ultiqubit Bell decom posabl entangled w inesses BDEW s) [L4] have been intro—

duced as
X

B D ailizz::in j ipip szip ipipaizip j

(724)

ipipin =051

i@i= 2;i= 1;2:u:3n) are nqubitm axinm ally entangled orthonom al states, ie.,

3 i= ()% (% m (R F .01 (725)

ipipziiin

where , and , are usualPaulim atrices.

In generalit ishard to nd theBD EW sw ith feasible region of sin plex type oreven polygon
type, nam ely those which can m anijpulated by LP m ethod. Here we give two exam ples which
are both st in LP problem , where only one of them (the st exampl) can be solved exactly
by the prescription of this paper.

The rstexamplk isEW ofthe fom

W,=alx+ 20 a)j 00:::0jl] 00:::0 j+ 2( a)j 00:::01j'h 00:::01 j+ da a) (726)

= IZD f(j Oll:::lleh 011:::110 j+ j 11:::10jh 11:::10j + (j Oll:::ljh 011:::1 j+ j 11:::11:1'}1 11:::11j
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+ (j OO:::th 00:::0 j+ j 10:::th 10:::0j + (j 00:::01:1'}1 00:::01 j+ j 10:::01:1'}1 10:::01 jg

The eigenvalues of W ; are a;2b  a;2c  a;d. ThisBDEW is sin ilar to the one introduced
In [14], where the extra tetm  is added to optin ize the EW s corresponding to the boundary
plne of feasble region. Suppose that P, = 2 h ,..F31F /1 Poos = 2 h 4.y J iF and

0

P =Tzr( jih j.Then the pure product states which produce the apexes are

8 0 1 0 1 0 1
1 0 0
o c c c
j 1= E A E A e 8 A ! (POO:::O = O;POO: 01 = O’P = O)
0 1 1
0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1
1 0 1 1
o c c c c
J l=g A g A g A 8 A ! (Poo o = O’POO:::Ol = OIP = 1)
< 0 1 0 0
0 1 O 1 0 1
1 1 1
. c c cC
j 1= % A % A 8 A ! (POO:::O = l’POO:::Ol = O;P = 0)
0 0 0
0 1 0 1 0 1
1 1 0
._ B c B c B c
j 1= @ A @ A @ A ! (POO:::O = O;POO:::Ol = 1;P = 0)
0 0 1

and consequently these yield the follow Ing hyperplanes surrounding the feasble region (see
Fig2)
P

P P 0

00:::0 7 00:::01 7

1 P P P 0

00:::0 00:::01

T he positivity of the last constraint com e from the positivity of the expectation value of the

follow ing optin alEW
W opt = I 2j oo:::oih oo:::oj 2j 00:::01jh

00:::01 j

In pure product states j i, since it can be w ritten asthe partial transpose ofa positive cperator

w ith respect to the st partick as

T . . . . .
W O}it= 2(j ll:::lO:L.h 11:::10 j+ j 11:::111h 11:::llj:
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Now the ram alning task is to solve the follow ng LP problem

mimize a+ © a)p,. 6+ € aP,.,+t @ aP

1 P P P 0

00:::0 00:::01

sub fct to (7127)
P P P 0

00:::0 7= 00:::01 7

T hus, above problm is reduced to LP and can be solved by sin plex m ethod. Putting the
apexes in Eq.[7268) we deduce that a;b;c;d should be positive. Now , the operator W ; fiul 1ls
the properties of EW s if at least one of is eigenvalues is negative, namely 2b a < 0 or
2c a< 0.

T he seocond exam ple which sets in LP problem is
W 2= aIzn + 2n ' (b a)j 00:::Ojl]' 00:::0 j+ 2n ! (C a)j 10:::Oih' lO:::Oj

which can not be solved by the prescription of thispaper. Its feasble region can be determ ined
by Lagrangian m ultiplierm ethod, as it isdiscussed In [14]. LetPop.p = 2 11 4.0 J if Piowo =

2h .7 iF . There the problem reduces to

minmize a+2"*b aP,, +2" *c aP

Lt a L yp

on 2

A\l
N
=]
.
J

10:::0

sub gct to L p 0 (7128)

ot @ )P

00:::0

MW
N
5

00:::0 ;P10:::O O

T hese constraints can not be reach by partial transoosition approach, and the feasible region

is estim ated by convex hall of apexes (see Fig3).

8 D etecting som e entangled states by W

This section is devoted to som e entangled states which can be detected by generalW ) and

threequbit REW W ©. First we consider som e Bell states. A llof the Bell states j |, ,, ,i can
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be detected by W R(n>, since we have
Tr(V\T R(n)j 00:::Oj'.h 00;;;0j = !2;

Tr(vq R(n)j iO:::Ojl]' iO:::Oj = !1 ; j-6 0;

therefore for !, < 0 one can detect j ,,..,iand for !, < 0 the others m odulated Bell states

2 1

can be detected by W ®). On the other hand, in posing som e constraints on operator
( )

1 x
= B (I j Jj O:::Ojl] j+ D dlj j'.h' iOO:::Oj ; (829)

Wt B Tr( )+ D &

J 0:::0 i 0:::0

3=0
one can get a density m atrix which can be detected by W R‘“’ ,where _ denotes the ssparable

state inside the parenthesis on the righthand side. The positivity of constrains B and

;0;:::50

D to be positive and in order to detect both .~ and ;16 0, wemusthave
BTr@® ® )+D d !2<0; (8.30)
BTr@® ® )+D d !1<0; (8.31)

resgpectively. Because of the positivity of D , Eq.[8.30) is satis ed if !, < 0 and Eq.[8.31))
issatised if !'; < 0. Now, we can proceed our discussion further to detect PPT entangled
states which is usefiil for determ ning non-decom posabl region. Here we do not discuss the
deocom posability and non-decom posability issues in detail, since it needs the other opportunity
and comeselsswhere. | iSPPT statesw ith respect to any subsystem s of the particks, if

B D be positive, so the Eq.[830) yields

B dl!Z
1 —< =) 1, <8 (8.32)
D Ttrw.” )
where
1 n)
$ = —Tr@W J) (8.33)
d; R

The above requirement makes .. aclassof PPT entanglkd state which can be detected by

W ©) . But to detect the other wemust have !'; < $ which is inpossbl. This is in

i;0;:::;0
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agreem ent w ith the discussion m ade in section [5. Now, com bining thus cbtained results w ith

those of Eq. [512) which inpliesthat W ©' is decom posable provided that !, is positive, one

can rather determ ne the decom posability and non-decom posability of REW s (see Figd).
Furthem ore one can construct som e entangled states which can be detected by particular

REW s. Asan exam pl consider entangled density m atrices

1 .
:m(B 2+2Djooojhoooj
0 1 . :
=m(B 3+2Djooolh000j)

which can be detected by threequbit REW [6.15), with som e constraints. T he positivity of
these states inpliessthat B ;B + 2D 0 and the positivity of T2; T2 isachieved fB D 0.
In orderthat, Tr@ ©® ) to be negative we should haveB (@,,+ a,)+ D !, < 0, where we have

two possbilities: forD > Owehave !, < 0 and forD < Owehave !, > 0.

2 2

9 Positive m aps

A s it isshown In 23], there is a close connection between the positive m aps and the entangle—

m ent w inesses, ie., the Jam iokow ski isom orphian

ddud, Myem, E)J.dh, 3= W 070 o 5 a0 & 7 i= Luyn (9.34)

(1;2;::52n)
E ( ) = Tr(l;3;:::;2r1 1) W dl;dg;iii;gn, 0 ( * Idgdg :::dg) (9-35)

where

;] X1k ¥ !
P 4
dldz ::Ij.n

. . +(1).@2),.0B).@) ., @n 1):@n):

j,i= pAE A NGE AE TP A et | (9.36)
£=0 =0 =0
@)
&

2n 1)
dn

@n)

isthem axin ally entangled statejnHi) H H H g . Hence the Jam iokow ski

isom orphisn is a oneto-onem apping between the set of trace preserving quantum operations

1) (3)
d; dz

@
af

@)

' Hg' Hg (937)
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andd; & = d, L EWsifd; & ori= 1;2;:5n.
N ow , using the Jam iokow ski isom orphisn [9.359), we try to construct the positive m aps con—

nected with REW s. Evidently tensorproduct ofsom e EW sisalso an EW in higherdin ension.

(1;2;::52n) 1) 2) @2n 1) (2n)

To bem ore precise ket W o & s1ed, 2 bean EW actingon H Hdg Hg de2 then
depending on possible partition
n=n +n,+ :+n ; n; 1 (9.38)
one can construct an EW by tensor product of REW s as
W (1;2;::52n) =W (1;2;::52n1) @ni+ 1;::52n1+ 2ny) e W @2n 2ny +1;::52n) .
dijdfjmdn idd 7 cagdday 1S Gny+ 1) 4 idn e n, Al 4, Y < NP RS i
(939)

then using Jam iolkow ski isom orphism [9.35), one can cbtain the corresponding positive m ap.
For instance, considering the tensor product of n REW s(corresgponding to the partition n =

1+ 14 2+ 1)

(1;2;::52n) _ 2k 1;2k)
ca i j:z5ckn A9 e 1)

=

w ith

2k 1;2k ; ;
W ( ): a.(2k l,2k)I+ (a2(2k 1;2k)

Rk 1;2k)y2 (k 1;2k) s @2k 1;2k) » 0@k 1;2k) 0@Rk 1;2k)
i 10 ) a ) ih j+ a

1 00 00 1 1

. . 2k 1 2k . g . . .
acting on H ibert space H ék ' H éo " wih ok 129 given in BEq. [@7), we get the ©llow ing
k
positive m ap
@) X
E® ()= ol
S £1;3;::52n 1g
w here
— @3 1;23) 23 1:23)y.
s (a2 a )i
j2N nS
0 0o 1
_ @3 123) G+ D 0R3 1:23) -
0, = @ a/ I, + a) kik P Ty, ()

i

%25 k=dy,
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and (j :::Jg4) is the ordered of S. Choosing alla, = a? = 0 and a, = 1 yi¥lds the generalized

reduction m ap introduced in R1]. A san exam pl forn = 2 one can easily verify that

. 2;:4) _ (1;2) - (3;4) ) 4) (1;2) (3;4) (3;4) )
13 Idldz)]— CREACR Tr( )IG11 Idz +a (a2 a, )I011 Tr ()

(1;2;374) T

E(Z) ()= Tri;3 (W dy jds 7z jd2 (

. . . 4 . . . .
+al(3,4) (a(l,Z) a(l,Z))Tr () Iciz) + (a(l,2) a(l,2)) (a(3,4) a(3,4))

2 1 3 2 1 2 1
% ! % !
; ; @) 1, ; ; ; TR
a1 kitkj+ @ at)a T, () kihkj
k= dy k= dy
2 1 32 1
; , , o ; ; oo @
+aM @B Py kitki Tr ()+ &*PafMTr() kikj I,
k=d; k=d;
%! % !
+a T () kihk] K itk §
k=d; k=d,
Taking ali2) = 3614 = z00:2) = 3084) = ) gnd a1 = 3614 = 1 yields
2 2 1 1 1 1
@) _ @) @) @) @)

E?()=TrO)L’ Iy I. Tr() Tr() I+ (9.40)
and choosing a*® = af® = 0and a® = af® = %? = % = 1 we reach the new
reduction positive m ap for di erent dim ensions

% ! % !

@ L@ L@ @) @) -
E?()=Tr()L I, I, Tr() Tr() I+ Tr()I kitk$# Tr, () *ihk ]

k= dy k= dy

%! % 1 %! % !

. . . . 4) . . . .
+ kihkj Tr () Tr() kikj I+ Tr() *ihk ] Fihkj
k=dj k=dj k=dj k= dy

T hese exam ples show that one can construct m ore positive m aps by m aking tensor product of

EW sW © in arbitrary way provided that the din ensionality condition d;  df is satis ed.

10 Conclusion

T he generalized reduction type entanglem ent w inesses w ith sin plex feasble regions are in—

troduced, where the EW s corresoonding to hyperplanes surrounding the feasble regions are
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optin al. These REW s are of types that theirm anjpulation is reduced to LP problem and can
be solved exactly by using the sin plex m ethod. A s it shown above, the REW s are decom pos—
able In cases iftheir second eigenvalue, nam ely !, becom es positive w hile for negative values of
!, , the decom posability or non-decom posability of REW s is still open for debate. A Iso various
other interesting issues rem ain unsolved, such as kesping the REW s in realn of LP problem s

despite of adding som e other operators or entangled states to them .

Appendix I:
P roof of the inequalities: 0 Pg;P2;Pyn 1.
In this appendix we prove that allPg , PSo and P,...., take the valuesbetween 0 and 1. The

12337

nequalities 0 Pg ;PS0 1 can be easily concluded from the follow ing ones

Yn%l k)

0 Tr(sjih ) Jj; J=1
k=1 =0
Y %! ©

0 Tr(Jjih ) 3 F=1:

k=1 i=0

ForP,;...,, the Cauchy-Schwartz nequality in plies that

1 2

Pom = 1 g0 1F = FPw o= Piif kg Pikkg ik

i i i

i
o

where
@ @), o
0o o 2

@ ©) ... 0
P

o
l_l -
Il
EUETIEmEE . o
OO0 -

@ B ... 0
dp 1 d 1°**° d3 1

nally using the follow ng nequality

1 1
K+ iKk2 = L@ B ... @ X L e g,
J = Ji 1 o Ji = 4
=0 k=2 =0



M ultiQudit EW 25

one can conclude that 0 Py, 1.

Appendix IT:
P roof of the feasible region of (4.11)).
In order to cbtain the feasble region of [4.11]), we need to evaluate the expectation value of

optin alEW s

0 1

X
S 0= g @ 4 (DPFFY 4@ (P 3 2 ss N

opt S
s$slen 0

()
in pure product states j ih jwhere ©'W O(:t’ =Dy O(:t’ .Now by taking the partial transpose of

GIw @) with respect to N °nS) we have

opt

% 1
T
(S)W o(;lt) o %ns) _ a, j l(j)lh S)j I2)
i6 5
w here
=3 321w i 3P 3P w3y (E3)
8 8
T : 2 -
o ji  if k21[S - Pi 0 if k21[S
Jt=y PodgtE (T4)
* pPi if k2Z1[S - oJi i k21[S

N oting that all of these operators are positive de nie and using the relation
Tr(Sw Oglt>T<N°ns>j ih §)= Tr(®w O(th) (G ih Pass ) 0

yields all feasble regions which are sin plexes.

Appendix III:
P roof of the optim ality of ©'W O(:t’ .
Here in this appendix we try to prove that wimness ©'W O‘;‘) is optin al, to this ain we give

t

the proof for the special case @W O‘:’ , since the proof of general case is rather sim ilar to this

t



M ultiQudit EW 26

particular one. A ccording to the Reference [13], the EW 4w O(:t’ , is optim al if for all positive

operatorP and " > 0, the ollow Ing new Hem iian operator

Wioee = @+ MW 7 "P (E5)
is not anym ore an EW . Suppose that there is a positive operator P and 0 such that
Woew = YW @ P is yet an EW . Let the positive operator P be the pure proction

opt
operator j ;ih ;j sihce an arbitrary positive operator can be w ritten as sum of pure states
P
w ith positive coe cientsasP = 5 1J ith 43
N ow , one should note that the expectation value of the operator W © in pure product
opt

states j iwillvanish ifthey satisfy the follow Ing equation
AB;+AB; =0 (I-6)

w ith

But, it is straightforward to see that, orA;;B 4 2 R, the pure state j ih jwillbe sim ilar to

@)
iJ

oneofthe i §'ih §jwih i6 jwith

ji(j)l:=j]_‘l_ Ji Pl o i+ Pl o pi gd e gl ;9= 0;:u5d, 1; (=7)

p
concluding that an arbitrary P has the form : P = féljl aijJ i(?ih i(?jwjth aij 0

F inally, substituting Eq. [E6) in the ©llow iIng expression
X X ALl
. j
Tr(lehj: aijjﬁ.iBj+AjBij2= aij B_ :BjBi BjBif:O
i i j

and choosing Bi's such that B ;B; 6 BB, yilsa;; = 0 and consequently one can conclude

that P = 0.
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Figure C aptions

F igure-1: 3-sin plex diplaying the feasble region of threequbit REW .

Figure2: 3-sin plex diplaying the feasbl region of multiqubi BDEW W ;.

F igure-3: Convex polygon digplaying the boundaries of the feasbl region form ultiqubit
BDEW W ,.

Figure—4: D ecom posable and non-decom posabl regions of REW s: for !, 0 theREW s
are decom posable, for !, < § the REW s are non-decom posable and in dashed region, the

deocom posability or non-decom posability of REW s is still open for debate.
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