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W e propose thatthe entanglem entofm ixed statesischaracterised properly in term sofa proba-

bility density function P (E).Thereisa need forsuch a m easuresince theprevalentm easures(such

as concurrence and negativity) are rough benchm arks,and not m onotones ofeach other. Consid-

ering the speci�c case oftwo qubitm ixed states,we provide an explicit construction ofP (E)and

show that it is characterised by a set ofparam eters,ofwhich concurrence is but one particular

com bination. P (E)is m anifestly invariant under SU (2)� SU (2) transform ations. It can,in fact,

reconstructthe state up to localoperations -with the speci�cation ofat m ost fouradditionalpa-

ram eters. Finally the new m easure resolves the controversy regarding the role ofentanglem ent in

quantum com putation in NM R system s.

Q uantum entanglem entisa unique resource fornovel

(nonclassical) applications such as quantum algorithm s

[1],quantum cryptography[2],and m orerecently,m etrol-

ogy [3].Thus,ithasa pivotalrole in quantum inform a-

tion theory. It is also centralto the study ofthe foun-

dationsofquantum m echanics[4]. However,while pure

state entanglem ent is wellde� ned, m ixed state entan-

glem ent (M SE) is stillrather poorly understood. Cur-

rently used de� nitionssuch asentanglem entofform ation

(EO F)[5]and separability [6]are based on the em pha-

sis given to a particular quantum feature. These de� -

nitions are not equivalent [7]and are operationalin a

lim ited sense. Thus,concurrence as a characteristic of

EO F [8]is de� ned only for a two qubit system ; nega-

tivity as a criterion for separability [9,10]is necessary

and su� cient only for two qubit system s and a qubit-

qutritsystem .Likewise,m ajorization [11]isa necessary

condition forseparability.Further,concurrenceand neg-

ativity are notrelative m onotones,although the form er

boundsthe latterfrom above.In particular,stateswith

the sam e negativity m ay have di� erentconcurrence and

vice versa. Note thatrealsystem sare alm ostalwaysin

a m ixed state.Indeed,NM R quantum com puters(NM R

Q C) [12,13]are prepared in the so called pseudo pure

states which are highly m ixed. Their concurrence (and

hence negativity)iszero,and yetnontrivialnonclassical

gate operations with up to eight qubits have been re-

ported [14]. M ore recently,a 12-qubitpseudopure state

hasbeen reported foraweaklycoupled NM R system [15].

To unravelthe sense in which the entanglem entisa re-

sourcein thesesystem s,thereisaclearneed togobeyond

theabovem entioned benchm arks.W eaddressthisprob-

lem here,and proposean alternativede� nition ofM SE.

Tom otivateourapproach,werecallthatam ixed state

isrequired to describe an ensem ble ofquantum system s

each ofwhich is in a pure state. Entanglem ent has a

sharp value in each pure state;Thus,M SE m ay be ex-

pected to acquire a statisticalcharacter,and be char-

acterized by a suitably de� ned probability density func-

tion (PDF).W e propose below a de� nition ofM SE,in

term sofonesuch PDF,which isstrictly operationaland

applicable to any bipartite system . The de� nition does

not require any new notion ofentanglem entotherthan

thatforpurestates.W eproceed to givean explicitcon-

struction ofthePDF fortheim portantcaseoftwo qubit

system s. For these sytem s,we show that the PDF has

som e striking m orphologicalfeatures which com pletely

encode the inform ation on M SE:these features appear

asa few points ofdiscontinuity ofvariousordersin the

PDF.These points are shown to allow an alm ost com -

plete reconstruction ofthe state,up to localoperations

(LO ).Itisshown how concurrence getsreinterpreted as

a benchm ark.Finally,theissueofentanglem entin NM R

Q C getsnaturally resolved.

W enow posita probability density function forentan-

glem ent,P�(E). The de� nition willbe given in several

steps: Letthe state � ofa two qubitsystem be charac-

terised by itseigenvalues�
#

i
,with respective eigenstates

j ii which are orthonorm al; the notation im plies that

the eigenvalues are arranged in a non increasing order.

The choice ofj ii is non unique ifthe eigenvalues are

degenerate,butitisofno concern to ushere.(i)Asthe

� rst step,we de� ne a sequence ofprojection operators

� i =

iX

j= 1

j jih jj; � i � � i+ 1,with � 4 being the full

Hilbertspace.Itisa trivialidentity that

� = (�1 � �2)� 1 + (�2 � �3)� 2 +

(�3 � �4)� 3 + �4� 4: (1)

Theaboveequation resolves� intoan incoherentsum ofa

hierarchy ofthesubspaces� i,with theweightsgiven by

thenonnegativevector� = (�1� �2;�2� �3;�3� �4;�4),

whosenorm isa m easureofthe purity ofthe state.In a

sense,thevectorrepresentsthem annerin which thestate

\spills over" to successively higher dim ensionalspaces.

(ii)Asthenextstep,observethatif� isaprojection �iof

dim ension i,theensem blewould beuniform lydistributed

overstatesin � i: h j�j i= 18j i2 �i. A Probability
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Density Function (PDF)m ay be naturally de� ned thus:

Pi(E)=

R R
dE0dH i�(E

0� E)
R
dH i

(2)

with dH i being the appropriate Haar m easure. (iii) As

the laststep,rescale � ! �s and rewrite it in term s of

the di� erence in relative weights�i = (�i� �i+ 1)=�1 as

�s =
P 4

i
�i� i. The de� nition ofthe PDF isthen given

by the sim ple superposition

P�(E)=

4X

i

�iPi(E): (3)

Therestofthepaperisdevoted toan elucidation ofEqns.

2and 3.W echoosethepurestateconcurrence2j�""�##�

�"#�#"j,in term softhecoe� cientsofexpansion ofj i=

�""j""i+ �"#j"#i+ �#"j#"i+ �##j##i,asthem easure

ofpure state entanglem ent. Although the de� nition is

given forthe sim plestcase,the generalization to higher

spin system sisstraightforward,and wedo notdiscussit

any furtherin thispaper.

T W O Q U B IT P R O B A B ILIT Y D EN SIT Y

FU N C T IO N S:D ESC R IP T IO N O F SU B SPA C ES

W e � rstconsiderthe situation when � isa projection,

casebycase.W ethen m oveon todiscussthegeneralcase

(displayed in Eqn.3).Sincethenorm alization isprovided

by dividing by the totalvolum e ofthe group space,the

trace factors willbe dropped. W e em ploy LO on the

subspacesfreely,sincethe PDF rem ainsuna� ected.

T he pure state:Consider� = �1 � j�ih�j.Theproba-

bility density function P1(E)issim ply �(E� E�),in term s

ofthetheentanglem entofj�i.ThePDF issingular,and

speci� ed by a singlenum ber.

T w o dim ensional projection: � = �2 is the m ost

com plicated and the m ost interesting case. Suppose

j i2 � 2. Let j�1i; j�2i be orthonorm aland span � 2.

W e have,j i = j�1icos
�

2
ei�=2 + j�2isin

�

2
e�i�=2 . The

Haarm easure issim ply read o� asdH = sin�d�d�. By

a suitable LO ,we can choose j�1i to be separable,in

its canonicalform (1;0;0;0) in a separable basis, i.e.,

j�1i= j""i.j�2ican befurtherchosen to beoftheform

(0;x;y;+
p
1� x2 � y2), where x;y � 0. The entan-

glem ent distribution is,therefore,characterized by two

non-negativeparam eters,and isim plicitly determ ined by

Eqn.2.

The generic form ofthe PDF in � 2 isshown in FIG .

1 (the solid curve). W e observe thatithasthree m ark-

ers,(i)Ecusp,the entanglem entatwhich the probability

density diverges,invariably asacusp,(ii)Em ax,them axi-

m um entanglem entallowed,and (iii)P2(Em ax),theprob-

abilitydensityatEm ax.In fact,anytwoofthem su� ceto

characterisethe PDF com pletely. O ne m ay specify e.g.,

0

2

4

6

8

10

0 0:2 0:4 0:6 0:8 1

P (E)

E

***********************************
*
*
*
*
*xxxxxxx

xxxxxxxx
xxxxxx

xxxxxx
xxxxxxxx

xxxx
xxxx
xxxx
xxxx
xxx
xxx
xxx
xxx
x
xx
x
xx
x
x
xx
x
x
x
xx
x
x
x
x

FIG .1: Som e Typicalprobability density functions for � 2.

Note the solid curve,which shows allthe features ofP 2(E).

Ithasa cusp atEcusp = 0:8 and goesto zero atEm ax = 0:89.

The step function is an extrem e exam ple,where Ecusp = 0,

and the otherdotted curve,hasEcusp = Em ax = 1

(Em ax;P2(Em ax)),orequivalently,(Ecusp;P2(Em ax))for

characterizingthecurve.A straightforward com putation

establishesthe relations

Em ax = xy+
p
z2 + x2y2 (4)

Ecusp =
z2

Em ax

= Em ax cos� (5)

� = sin�1
�

1

Em axP2(Em ax)

�

= sin�1

 

2
p
xy(xyEm ax + z2)

E
3=2
m ax

!

(6)

which allow usto determ inetheparam etersx;y thatde-

� ne �2. � is wellde� ned by virtue of the inequality,

P2(Em ax) � 1=Em ax. Note that unlike with the other

m easures,thestateitselfcan bereconstructed up to LO .

Two extrem e casesoccurwhen Ecusp = 0 and Ecusp =

Em ax. In the � rstcase,the PDF isa step function,ter-

m inating atsom e Em ax. In the second case,the density

increasesm onotonically,divergingatEm ax (FIG .1).The

relativeabundanceofentangled statesism orein thelat-

ter case. O ne m ay per se expect that the associated

concurrence should also be larger. Interestingly, how-

ever,the concurrence is related to the new param eters

by C = (Em ax � Ecusp)=2,vanishing when Ecusp = Em ax.

In other words,it is not sensitive to the relative abun-

dance at zero (or sm allentanglem ents) at all. In any

case,C em ergesas a particularbenchm ark ofthe prob-

ability density,characterizing itonly partially. W e note

thatif� = �3 or � 4,then itsconcurrence iszero. By

the convexity ofthe concurrence,we conclude that the
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concurrenceC� isbounded by

C� � (�1 � �2)C� 1
+ (�2 � �3)C� 2

:

Incidentally,theentanglem entdistribution ofa subspace

� c
2 orthogonalto � 2 isthe sam easthatof� 2.

T hree dim ensionalprojection: W e now m ove on to

thecase� = �3,whosePDF hasa sim plerstructure.� 3

iscom pletely characterised by itsdual,j�i? �3. Thus,

thePDF ischaracterisedby asingleparam eterE? ,which

isthe entanglem entofthe orthogonalstate j�i.
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FIG .2:A Typicalprobability density for� 3.Note thepoint

ofdiscontinuity in the derivative atE = E?

Theintegratingm easure[16]m aybeconvenientlywrit-

ten as dH 3 = sin2� sin2� sin2 �d�d�d
d�, when the

state is expanded in an orthonorm albasis as: j i =

cos�j�1i+ ei(�+ 
)sin� cos�j�2i� ei(��
) sin� sin�j�3i,

with theintegration ranges,�;� 2 [0;�
2
]and �;
 2 [0;�].

Conveniently,one m ay choose �1;2 to be separable,and

by a suitable LO , they can be brought to the form

j""i;j##i. W e have veri� ed that the resulting proba-

bility density can be castinto the sim ple form

P3(E)=
2E

p
1� E2

?

cosh
�1

(
1

E>
): (7)

whereE> = m ax(E;E? ).

A typicalcurve for P3(E) is shown in FIG .2,which

exhibitsthe required characteristic.Thecurvepossesses

a discontinuity in itsderivativeatE? .Signi� cantly,con-

currence (being identically zero)failsto distinguish dif-

ferentthree dim ensionalprojections,e.g.,E? = 0 or 1,

although theirPDFsarevastly di� erent.

Lastly,we consider the fullspace � 4,whose PDF is

universal.Thiscurveisobtained by using theHaarm ea-

sureon SU (4)[17].Notethatthecurveissm ooth every-

where,asshown in FIG .4.

Itrem ainsto considerthecasewhen � isan incoherent

sum ofthe projections (see Eqn.3),where the weights
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FIG .3: The probability density P 4(E)forthe entire Hilbert

space.

have been chosen such thatthe specialcases� = � are

naturally recovered;they also ensurethattheresultsare

not artefacts of any basis. If jj�1 � �2jjis sm all, the

corresponding probability density functions willalso be

closeto each other.
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FIG .4: The overallprobability density P 4(E) for a typical

m ixed state,�,with eigenvaluesf0.385,0.288,0.231,0.096g.

Note thatthe featuresofthe indivdualsubspacesare vividly

preserved.

FIG .4 illustratesthe PDF forthisgeneralcase. The

im portant point to be noted is that the superposition

ofcurves does not obliterate the inform ation contained

in individualcurves;they are retained as points ofdis-

continuity or singularity and each individualPDF m ay

be reconstructed,together with the associated weights.

P (E)isby de� nition invariantunderLO .W ith this,one

m ay ask ifthe state itselfm ay be reconstructed,up to

LO .Beforewetakeup thisquestion,weconsideran im -

portantapplication ofthisprescription,to NM R Q C.
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NM R Q C em ploysthe so called pseudopure statesfor

com putation. Since it is experim entally dem onstrated

thatthequantum logicoperationsused in Q C areim ple-

m entable with NM R,itfollowsthatthese statesshould

possess a non vanishing entanglem ent. Indeed, they

have the form �pps =
1��

4
1 + �j ih j,in our system of

expansion.TheNM R signalissensitiveonly to thepure

com ponent,the so called deviation m atrix.Accordingly,

itsP�(E)isgiven by a weighted Dirac Delta superposed

on the PDF com ing from the fullspace. The uniform

background is invariant under unitary operations, but

the one dim ensional 
 uctuation is not, allowing for

non-trivial gate operations. Thus NM R Q C exploits

the excess of entangled states over the unpolarized

background as a resource,and this feature is correctly

captured by the PDF ofthe state.Thisisin contrastto

other m easures which attribute a zero entanglem ent to

allPPS with � � 1

3
,whileusually in practicein NM R Q C

� � 10�6 . Thisanalysisalso raisesthe interesting pos-

sibilityofQ C with m oregeneralpseudoprojection states.

Lastly,we return to the issue ofthe reconstructibility

ofthe state (up to LO ).If� is a projection,the recon-

structibility isassured,by construction.W hen � ism ore

general, the reconstruction is partial. For, the action

ofSU (2)� SU (2) on � produces an orbitofdim ension

six,characterised by nine invariants. The setofparam -

eters which characterize the entanglem ent are seven in

num ber (for exam ple: f�1;�2;�3;E1;Ecusp;Em ax;E? g ).

G eom etrically,P�(E)isinvariantunderindependentLO ,

Li,acting on thesubspaces� i,where� i � � i+ 1.If� is

to beuniqueup to a globalLO ,oneneedstheadditional

constraintLi = U L
(0)

i ,where L
(0)

i m ay be chosen freely.

Let us choose L
(0)

2
= 1 (where 1 is the identity opera-

tor).The nestednesscondition,viz.,thatj 1i2 � 2 and

j 4i2 � c
2 ,entailsthatL

(0)

1
and L

(0)

3
getspeci� ed by two

param eterseach [18].

M ore explicitly, if we have � 2 in the canonical

form , it is spanned by j�1i and j�2i given respec-

tively as: (1;0;0;0) and (0;x;y;z). Therefore, we

can specify j 1i = j�1icos
�

2
ei�=2 + j�2isin

�

2
e�i�=2

by giving the values of (�;�). Sim ilarly, j ? i

can be speci� ed by (�? ;�? ) when it is expanded

in the canonical basis of � c
2 = (1 � � 2), given

by j�c1i = (0;0;c=
p
c2 + b2;� b=

p
c2 + b2) and

j�c2i= (0;
p
c2 + b2;ab=

p
c2 + b2;ac=

p
c2 + b2).

In conclusion,we have given a prescription that de-

scribes the entanglem ent ofm ixed states by not just a

num ber,butan exhaustivesetofparam eterswhich char-

acterize the m anner in which the entanglenm entis dis-

tributed overthe ensem ble. They furtherperm it an al-

m ostcom pletereconstruction ofthestateup to LO .The

prescription m ay provideabetterinsightinto otherm ea-

suresofentanglem entsuch asentanglem entofdistillation

and entanglem entcost. Investigationsalong these lines,

and a further study ofthe PDFs for higher spins m ay

provideuswith a betterappreciation ofquantum entan-

glem ent.
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