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W e propose that the entanglem ent of m ixed states is characterised properly in tem s of a proba—
bility density function P (E). There is a need for such a m easure since the prevalent m easures (such
as concurrence and negativity) are rough benchm arks, and not m onotones of each other. Consid—
ering the speci ¢ case of two qubit m ixed states, we provide an explicit construction of P (E) and
show that it is characterised by a set of param eters, of which concurrence is but one particular

com bination. P (E) is m anifestly invariant under SU (2)

SU (2) transfomm ations. It can, In fact,

reconstruct the state up to local operations —w ith the speci cation of at m ost four additional pa—
ram eters. Finally the new m easure resolves the controversy regarding the role of entanglem ent in

quantum com putation in NM R system s.

Quantum entanglem ent is a unigue resource for novel
(nonclassical) applications such as quantum algorithm s
E|], quantum cryptography E], and m ore recently, m etrol-
ogy E]. Thus, it has a pivotal role In quantum inform a—
tion theory. It is also central to the study of the foun—
dations of quantum m echanics [4]. However, whilke pure
state entanglem ent is well de ned, m ixed state entan-—
glm ent M SE) is still rather poorly understood. Cur—
rently used de nitions such asentanglem ent of form ation
EOF) E] and separability E] are based on the em pha-
sis given to a particular quantum feature. These de -
niions are not equivalent ] and are operational In a
lim ited sense. Thus, concurrence as a characteristic of
EOF ] is de ned only for a two qubit system ; nega-—
tivity as a criterion for separability ,] is necessary
and su cient only or two qubit system s and a qubi-
qutrit system . Likew ise, m a prization ﬂ] is a necessary
condition for separability. Further, concurrence and neg—
ativity are not relative m onotones, although the form er
bounds the latter from above. In particular, states w ith
the sam e negativity m ay have di erent concurrence and
vice versa. Note that real system s are alm ost always in
am ixed state. Indeed, NM R quantum com puters WM R
QC) E,E] are prepared in the so called pseudo pure
states which are highly m ixed. Their concurrence (and
hence negativity) is zero, and yet nontrivial nonclassical
gate operations wih up to eight qubits have been re-
ported @]. M ore recently, a 12-qubit pseudopure state
hasbeen reported fora weakly coupled NM R system E].
To unravel the sense In which the entanglem ent is a re—
source In these systeam s, there isa clearneed to go beyond
the above m entioned benchm arks. W e address this prob—
Jlem here, and propose an altemative de nition ofM SE .

Tom otivate our approach, we recallthat a m ixed state
is required to describe an ensam ble of quantum system s
each of which 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 statistical character, and be char-
acterized by a suitably de ned probability density finc—
tion PDF).W e propose below a de nition ofM SE, In

term s of one such PDF, which is strictly operationaland
applicable to any bipartite system . The de nition does
not require any new notion of entanglem ent other than

that for pure states. W e proceed to give an explicit con—
struction ofthe PDF for the In portant case oftwo qubi
system s. For these sytem s, we show that the PDF has
som e striking m orphological features which com pletely
encode the Inform ation on M SE : these features appear
as a few points of discontinuity of various orders in the
PDF . These points are shown to allow an aln ost com —
plete reconstruction of the state, up to local operations
(LO). It is shown how concurrence gets reinterpreted as
a benchm ark. F inally, the issue ofentanglem ent in NM R

Q C gets naturally resoled.

W e now posit a probability density fiinction for entan—
gkment, P (E). The de nition will be given In several
steps: Let the state ofa two qubit system be charac—
terised by its eigenvalues f, w ith respective eigenstates
j i1 which are orthonom al; the notation in plies that
the eigenvalues are arranged In a non increasing order.
The choice of j ;i is non unique if the eigenvalues are
degenerate, but it is ofno concem to us here. (i) A s the

rst step, we de ne a sequence of pro fction operators

Xl
i= jsih 53 4
=1
H ibert space. It is a trivial identity that

i+1, WwWith 4 being the ull

= (1 2) 1+ (2 3) 2+
(3 4) 3t 4 4: 1)

T he above equation resolves Into an incoherent sum ofa
hierarchy of the subspaces ;, wih the weights given by
thenonnegativevector = (1 2; 2 3/ 3 47 4)
whose nom is a m easure of the purity ofthe state. In a
sense, the vector representsthem anner n which the state
\spills over" to successively higher dim ensional spaces.
(i) A sthenext step, observethat if isaprofpction ;of
din ension i, theensem blewould be uniform ly distrdbuted

over statesin ji:h jji= 18312 ;. A Probabiliy
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D ensity Function PDF) m ay be naturally de ned thus:

RR
dEO%Hi € E)
dH 3

2)

P;E) =

w ith dH ; being the appropriate Haar m easure. (iii) A s
the last step, rescale ! 4 and rewrite it In tem s of
the di'? erence In relative weights ; = ( ; i+1)= 1 as

s = i i i- Thede nition ofthe PDF is then given

by the sin ple superposition

X4
3)

T he rest ofthe paper isdevoted to an elucidation ofE gns.
2 and 3. W e choosethepure state concurrence 27 wn 44

vy #nJ In termm softhe coe clents ofexpansion ofj i=

we 3" ey I g J#"i+ 4 L, as the m easure
of pure state entanglem ent. A lthough the de nition is
given for the sin plest case, the generalization to higher
spodn system s is straightforw ard, and we do not discuss it
any further in this paper.

TW O QUBIT PROBABILITY DENSITY
FUNCTIONS:DESCRIPTION OF SUBSPACES

W e rst consider the situation when  is a projction,
caseby case. W e then m ove on to discuss the generalcase
(displayed in Egn .3). Since the nom alization isprovided
by dividing by the total volum e of the group space, the
trace factors will be dropped. W e employ LO on the
subspaces freely, sihce the PDF rem ainsuna ected.
The pure state:Consider = 1 J ih j. Theproba-
bility density function P; E) issmply E E ), nhtems
ofthe the entanglem ent of j i. The PDF is singular, and
speci ed by a single num ber.

Two dim ensional pro jection: = 5 isthemost
com plicated and the m ost interesting case. Suppose
jJi2 ,. Let ji1i; j21ibe orthonom aland span .
Wehave, j i= jiicosze’ 7+ jishze® ™. The
Haarmeasure s simply read o asdH = sih d d . By
a suittabl LO, we can choose j 11 to be separable, n
its canonical form (1;0;0;0) In a separabl basis, ie.,
Ja1i= j"I';i. J 21can be further chosen to be ofthe form
O;x;v;+ 1 x?* vy?), where x;y 0. The entan—
glem ent distrbution is, therefore, characterized by two
non-negative param eters, and is I plicitly determ ined by
Egqn2.

The generic form ofthe PDF In , isshown in FIG .
1 (the solid curve). W e cbserve that it has three m ark—
ers, (1) Ecysp, the entanglem ent at which the probability
density diverges, Invariably asa cusp, {)E, ax , them axi-
mum entanglem entallowed, and (iii) P, €y ax ), the prob—
ability density atEy 4x - In fact, any two ofthem su ceto
characterise the PDF com pltely. Onem ay soecify eg.,

10 T T T T X
X
X
X
8 - x
X
X
X
6 X
X
P E) )f
4 - %
X
r X
xxxxﬁxwﬁ X
0 1 I ¥
0 02 0:4 0:6 0:8 1

FIG.1: Some Typical probability density functions for .
N ote the solid curve, which show s all the features of P, E).
Tt has a cusp at Ecusp = 08 and goes to zero at Eg ax = 0:89.
The step function is an extrem e exam ple, where Ecysp = 0,
and the other dotted curve, hasEcusp = Enax = 1

En ax7 P2 En ax)), orequivalently, (Ecusp; P2 Ep ax)) Or
characterizing the curve. A straightforw ard com putation
establishes the relations

R e o
22
Ecusp = B . = Ep ax 0OS )
_ o1 1
= s - -
EmaxPZ(Emax) |
p .
L1 2 xy ®yEp ax + z?)
= shn 3=2 ©
Enm ax

w hich allow us to determ ine the param eters x;y that de—
ne ;. is well de ned by virtue of the inequality,
Py B ax) 1=E, ax . Note that unlke with the other
m easures, the state itself can be reconstructed up to LO .
Two extrem e cases occur when Equgp = 0 and Eqygp =
Enax - In the 1stcase, the PDF is a step function, ter-
m nating at som e E; 5 . In the second case, the densiy
Increasesm onotonically, diverging at E, .x 15 .1). The
relative abundance of entangled states ism ore In the lat—
ter case. One may 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= Enax Ecusp)=2, vanishing when Ecysp = Ep ax -
In other words, it is not sensitive to the relative abun-—
dance at zero (or am all entanglem ents) at all. In any
case, C am erges as a particular benchm ark of the prob—
ability density, characterizing it only partially. W e note
that if = 3 or 4, then its concurrence is zero. By
the convexity of the concurrence, we conclide that the



concurrence C  is bounded by
c (1

Incidentally, the entanglem ent distribution ofa subspace
g orthogonalto , isthe sameasthatof .

Three dim ensional projection: W e now m ove on to

the case 3, whose PDF hasa sin pler structure. 3

is com pletely characterised by itsdual, 3 1? 3. Thus,

thePDF ischaracterised by a single param eterE, , which

is the entanglem ent of the orthogonalstate j 1.
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FIG .2: A Typical probability density for
of discontinuity in the derivative at E = E,

3. Note the point

T he Integratingm easure E]m ay be conveniently w rit—
ten as dis = sh2 sn2 sif d d d d , when the
state is expanded In an orthonomm al basis as: j i =
cos i+ et Vsin cos joi €' ) sh sih F3i,
w ith the integration ranges, ; 2 Djzland ; 2 D; 1.
Conveniently, one m ay choose 1, to be separable, and
by a suiable LO, they can be brought to the fom
J""i;j ##1i. W e have veri ed that the resulting proba-—
bility density can be cast Into the sin ple form

2E ;1
P3CE)=19—ZOOSh (=—): (7)
1 ES Es
where E, = max E;E,; ).

A typical curve or P53 E) is shown in FIG . 2, which
exhibits the required characteristic. T he curve possesses
a discontinuity In itsderivative at E, . Signi cantly, con—
currence (being identically zero) fails to distinguish dif-
ferent three dim ensional pro gctions, eg.,, E; = 0 or 1,
although their PDF's are vastly di erent.

Lastly, we consider the full space 4, whose PDF is
universal. T his curve is obtained by using the Haarm ea—
sureon SU (4) m]. N ote that the curve is an ooth every—
where, as shown in FIG . 4.

Tt rem ainsto consider the casewhen  isan incoherent
sum of the profgctions (see Egn 3), where the weights

18 T T T T
16 - -
14 -]
12 —
P E)
08

06 [~

02

FIG . 3: The probability density P4 (E) for the entire H ibert
space.

have been chosen such that the specialcases = are
naturally recovered; they also ensure that the results are
not artefacts of any basis. If jj; 27 is an all, the
corresponding probability density functions w ill also be
close to each other.
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FIG . 4: The overall probability density P4 (E) for a typical
m ixed state, , wih eigenvalues £0.385, 0288, 0231, 0.096g.
N ote that the features of the indivdual subspaces are vividly
preserved.

FIG . 4 illustrates the PDF for this general case. The
In portant point to be noted is that the superposition
of curves does not obliterate the informm ation contained
In individual curves; they are retained as points of dis—
continuity or singularity and each individual PDF m ay
be reconstructed, together w ith the associated weights.
P E) isby de nition Invariant under LO .W ih this, one
m ay ask if the state itself m ay be reconstructed, up to
LO .Before we take up this question, we consider an in -
portant application of this prescription, to NM R QC .



NMR QC employs the so called pseudopure states for
com putation. Since it is experim entally dem onstrated
that the quantum logic operationsused in Q C are in ple—
m entable with NM R, it follow s that these states should
possess a non vanishing entanglem ent. Indeed, they
have the orm s = -1+ j ih J in our system of
expansion. The NM R signalis sensitive only to the pure
com ponent, the so called deviation m atrix. A ccordingly,
tsP ({E) isgiven by a weighted D irac D elta superposed
on the PDF com ing from the fll space. The uniform
background is invariant under unitary operations, but
the one dimensional uctuation is not, allowing for
non-trivial gate operations. Thus NM R QC exploits
the excess of entangled states over the unpolarized
background as a resource, and this feature is correctly
captured by the PDF ofthe state. This is iIn contrast to
other m easures which attribute a zero entanglem ent to
allPP S with 2, whikusually i practice n NMR QC

10° . This analysis also raises the interesting pos-
sibility ofQ C w ith m ore generalpseudo pro Ection states.

Lastly, we retum to the issue of the reconstructibility
of the state (up to LO).If isa profction, the recon—
structibility is assured, by construction. W hen  ism ore
general, the reconstruction is partial. For, the action
of SU ) SU () on produces an orbit of dim ension
six, characterised by nine nvariants. T he set of param —
eters which characterize the entanglem ent are seven in
num ber (for example: £ 1; 27 37/E1;BcuspiEmaxiBE29 ).
G eom etrically, P (E) is nvariant under independent LO ,
L;, acting on the subspaces ;,where ; 1. If is
to be unique up to a globalLO , one needs the additional
constraint L; = ULQO),where Lio) m ay be chosen freely.
Let us choose LZ(O) = 1 Wwhere 1 is the dentity opera—
tor). T he nestedness condition, viz., that j 112 , and
j4i2 §,entailsthatL.” and L\” get speci ed by two
param eters each @].

M ore explicitly, if we have , In the canonical
form , it is spanned by ji1i and j .1 given respec—
tively as: (1;0;0;0) and @©O;x;y;z). TherebPre, we
can specify ji1i = jiicoszel 2 + joisinze 2
by giving the values of ( ; ). Sin ilarly, j,1i
can be soeci ed by (;; ») when i is expanded
In the canonical basis %f S = (]p 2), given
by 3j§i (O;Olf)c= c+ ;. b= &+ ) and
jSi= 0; G+ Prab= &+ Prac= &+ ).

In conclision, we have given a prescription that de—
scribes the entanglem ent of m ixed states by not just a
num ber, but an exhaustive set ofparam etersw hich char-
acterize the m anner in which the entanglenm ent is dis—
tributed over the ensemble. They further pem i an al-
m ost com plete reconstruction ofthe state up to LO . The
prescription m ay provide a better nsight into otherm ea—

suresofentanglem ent such asentanglem ent ofdistillation
and entanglem ent cost. Investigations along these lines,
and a further study of the PDF's for higher spins m ay
provide usw ith a better appreciation of quantum entan—
glem ent.
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