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D istillability ofInseparable Q uantum System s
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W eapplytheinseparability criterion for2� 2system s,local

� ltering and Bennettetal.puri� cation protocol[Phys.Rev.

Lett. 76,722 (1996)]to show how to distillany inseparable

2� 2 system . The extended protocolisillustrated geom etri-

cally by m eansofthestateparam etersin theHilbert-Schm idt

space.
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Q uantum error correction is one ofthe fundam ental

problem s ofthe quantum com m unication and quantum

com putation theory [1]. W ithin a recently discovered

m ethod oftransm ission ofquantum inform ation (telepor-

tation)[2],thiscan beachieved indirectly by puri� cation

ofan ensem bleofpairsofparticlesused subsequently for

asym ptotically faithfulteleportation [3]. Nam ely,Ben-

nettetal(BBPSSW )[3]considered a protocolwhich al-

lowsto obtain asym ptotically a nonzero num berofpairs

ofspin-1
2
particles in the singlet state from a large en-

sem ble described by a density m atrix,provided thatthe

latterhas� delity greaterthan 1=2.The� delity isde� ned

as[1]

f = m axh j%j i; (1)

where the m axim um is taken overallm axim ally entan-

gled  ’s.Thecrux ofthem ethod isem ploym entofonly

localoperationsand classicalcom m unicationbetween Al-

iceand Bob who sharetheparticlesto bepuri� ed.Their

protocolconsistsofperform ingbilateralunitarytransfor-

m ationsand m easurem entsoversom enum berofpairsof

particles. (The obtaining singletstatesfrom onesunder

thetwo aboveconditionsiscalled distillation orpuri� ca-

tion).

A sim ilarprotocolwasused by Peres[4]in collective

testsfornonlocalityand byDeusch atal[7]in thecontext

ofthe security problem in quantum cryptography.

A way ofobtaining m oreentangled statesby using lo-

caloperationsand classicalcom m unication hasbeen pro-

posed by G isin [5].Sim ilarm ethod wasused forconcen-

trating ofentanglem entforpure statesby Bennettetal

[3].In G isin’sapproach,Aliceand Bob subjecttheparti-

clesto theaction oflocal� lters,and areableto obtain a

m ixture which violatesBell’sinequality,despite the fact

thatthe originalstatesatis� ed them .

Note that the BBPSSW protocolcannot be applied

to allinseparable states. Indeed there are states with

f � 1=2 which have nonzero entanglem entofform ation

[1](hence cannot be written as convex com binationsof

product states). O n the other hand,� ltering m ethod,

cannot be,in general,applied for direct production of

singlets.However,intuitively one feelsthatitshould be

possible to distillan arbitrary inseparable state. It in-

volves a subtle problem ofnonlocality ofm ixed states

satisfying standard Bellinequalities,� rstinvestigated by

W erner[8]and Popescu [9,10].W ernerhasfound a fam -

ily ofstateswhich areinseparable(hecalled them EPR-

correlated ones) i. e. are not convex com binations of

product states but stilladm it the localhidden variable

m odelfor single von Neum ann m easurem ent. He also

conjectured thatthem odelexistsalsoforPOVM ’s.How-

everPopescushowedthatm ostofW ernerm ixturesreveal

nonlocality ,ifone takes into account the sequences of

m easurem ents. Then he raised the question whetherall

inseparable states are nonlocal. This question could be

solved just by showing that each inseparable state can

be distilled (the distillability ofthe stateshowsitto be

nonlocal).Theproblem isthatwedo nothavecom plete

\operational" characterization ofthe inseparable m ixed

states. Fortunately,quite recently,an e� ective criterion

ofinseparabilityofm ixed statesfor2� 2and 2� 3system s

hasbeen found [6,11].

Here,usingthecriterion,� lteringand BBPSSW proto-

colwe willshow thatany inseparable m ixed two spin-1
2

state can be puri� ed to obtain assym ptotically faithful

teleportation. In particular,as we shallsee,ifone re-

places � ltering by generalized m easurem ents (to avoid

losing particles) higher e� ciency ofpuri� cation can be

obtained by m eansa recursiveprocess.

It has been shown [6,11]that a state % of2� 2 sys-

tem isinseparableifand only ifitspartialtransposition

[12]is not a positive operator. Suppose now that % is
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inseparable,and let be an eigenvectorassociated with

som e negative eigenvalue of%T2. Since in the processof

puri� cation Aliceand Bob can perform U1
 U2 transfor-

m ations,we can assum e without loss ofgenerality that

 isofthe form

 = ae1 
 e1 + be2 
 e2; (2)

where feig form the standard basis in C 2 and a;b � 0.

Now h j%T2j i< 0 im plies

hI
 W  2j%
T2jI
 W  2i< 0 (3)

where 2 =
1
p

2
(e1 
 e1 + e2 
 e2)and

W =

�

a 0

0 b

�

: (4)

Letus denote by ~% the state em erging afterperform ing

the operation given by I
 W

~% =
I
 W %I
 W

TrI
 W %I
 W
: (5)

Thisstatedescribesthesubensem bleofthepairsofpar-

ticles,which passed the local� lterdescribed by the op-

eratorW .Now the inequality (3)im plies

TrP
T2
2
~% < 0; (6)

whereP2 = j 2ih 2j(notethatP
T2
2

isequaltotheopera-

torV given by V �
 ~� = ~�
 �,which wasused by W erner

[8]in thenecessary condition Tr%V � 0 forseparability).

However,the aboveinequality im plies[13]

TrP0~% >
1

2
; (7)

whereP0 denotesthesingletstateand thestate ~% can be

puri� ed by the BBPSSW protocol.

To sum m arize, given su� ciently m any pairs of par-

ticles in an inseparable state Alice and Bob can distill

from ita nonzero num berofsinglets. To thisend,they

� rstperform a m easurem entby m eansofcom pletesetof

productobservableson som e num berofparticles,to get

them atrix elem entsofthestatedescribing theensem ble

(itstillinvolvesonly localoperationsand classicalcom -

m unication). Then they perform a suitable ofproduct

unitary transform ations.Subsequently,Alice directsher

particlestoward a � lterthe param etersofwhich can be

derived from thedensity m atrix describing theensem ble.

Then Alice inform s Bob,which particles have not been

absorbed bythe� lter,sothathecan discard theparticles

which losttheircounterparts.Thesubensem bleobtained

in thisway can be now subjected to the BBPSSW pro-

tocolto distillsinglets. Ifthe e� ciency (the num berof

puri� ed pairs divided by the num ber ofnoisy pairs) of

the latterprotocolisgiven by �,then the e� ciency " of

the wholeprocessisgiven by

"= �p; (8)

where p = Tr(I 
 W %I 
 W ) is probability ofpassing

the � lter i.e. the e� ciency is productofthe e� ciencies

oftwo stages:� ltering and BBPSSW protocol.

Although the puri� cation protocoldescribed above is

e� ectivein thesensethatgiven any inseparablestateone

can always distilla nonzero num ber ofsinglets,it does

nothavetobethebestpossibleone.Itseem sthatforthe

inseparablestateswith f � 1=2thebestpossibleprotocol

should certainly consistof� lteringasthe� rststage,nev-

ertheless,bettere� ciency ofthisstage can be obtained.

Considerforexam ple the fam ily ofstatesintroduced in

the contextofinseparability and Bellinequalities[14]

% = pj 1ih 1j+ (1� p)j 2ih 2j; (9)

wherej 1i= ce1
 e1+ de2
 e2,j 2i= ce1
 e2+ de2
 e1
where c;d > 0; p 6= 1=2,and feig form the standard

basisin C 2. Allthe above statesare inseparable. Here,

one should notfollow the protocoldescribed above,but

ratherto apply the � lter

W =

�

c 0

0 d

�

: (10)

The e� ciency ofthe � rst stage can be also raised by

replacingthe� lterwith thegeneralized m easurem entone

oftheoutcom esofwhich would producethesam eresult

as� ltering. The generalized m easurem entisgiven by a

partition ofunity fVig,where
P

ViV
y

i
= I. After i-th

outcom e obtained (provided nondegeneracy ofthe m ea-

surem ent)the state % collapsesinto

%i =
Vi%V

y

i

Tr(Vi%V
y

i
)
: (11)

Thusinstead of� lter,one can use generalized m easure-

m ent,and choose the particleswhich produced suitable

outcom e k. The advantage here is that ifsom e other

outcom e wasobtained,the particle isnotlostasin the

caseof� ltering.Itm ay bethecasethattheensem bleof

theparticleswhich did notproducetherequired outcom e

would stillbedescribed by som einseparabledensity m a-

trix.Then one can repeatthe procedure,changing suit-

ably thepartition ofunity,to purify thesubensem ble.In

this way we obtain a recursive process,the e� ciency of

which ishigherthan in the caseofsingle� ltering.

Now wewilldiscussourpuri� cation protocolby m eans

ofgeom etricalrepresentation ofthe state [15]. For this

purpose note thatan arbitrary two spin-1
2
state can be

represented in theHilbert-Schm idt(H-S)spaceofallop-

eratorsacting on C 2 
 C 2 asfollows

% =
1

4
(I
 I+ r �� 
 I+ I
 s �� +

3
X

m ;n= 1

tnm �n 
 �m ):

(12)
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Here I stands for identity operator, r, s belong to

R 3,f�ng
3

n= 1 are the standard Paulim atrices,r �� =
P

3

i= 1
ri�i. The coe� cients tm n = Tr(��n 
 �m ) form

a realm atrix denoted by T. The vectors r and s de-

scribes localproperties ofthe state while the T m atrix

describesa kind ofprojection of% onto the setofstates

generated by m axim ally entangled projectors. (see Ref.

[15]and referencestherein form oredetailsconcerningthe

form alism oftheH-S spaceof2� 2 system ).ThustheT

m atrix determ ineswhetherthestatecan bedirectly sub-

jected to BBPSSW protocolto produce nonzero asym p-

totic singlets. Indeed,basing on the resultsofRef.[15]

one obtainsthatf > 1=2 ifand only ifN (%)> 1 where

N (%)= Tr
p
T yT,and then

f =
1

4
(1+ N (%)): (13)

Forexam ple,m any ofthestates(9)haveN (%)� 1hence

they cannotbe puri� ed by the BBPSSW protocolitself.

To � nd theBelloperator[16]basisin which agiven state

hasthehighestfraction ofa m axim ally entangled vector,

itsu� cesto � nd rotationswhich diagonalize the T m a-

trix. Subsequently, using the hom om orphism between

the group unitary transform ations oftwo levelsystem s

and rotation group [17],onecan � nd thesuitableproduct

unitary transform ation which willconvertthe standard

Bellbasisinto the bestoneforthe considered state.

Further,we willassum e thatT is diagonalso that it

can betreated asa vectorin R 3.Ithasbeen proven [15]

that if% is a state then T m ust belong to the tetrahe-

dron T with vertices(� 1;� 1;� 1),(� 1;1;1),(1;� 1;1),

(1;1;� 1)(see in thiscontext[1]). Again,if% issepara-

ble then T m ustbelong to the octahedron L which isa

cross-section ofT and � T (see� g.1).

Forthe stateswith r = s = 0 (we callthem T-states)

theaboveconditionsarealsosu� cient[15],hencetheset

ofT statesisequalto the tetrahedron T and the setof

separableT statescan beidenti� ed with theoctahedron

L (notethatL isdescribed by inequality N (%)� 1 [15]).

Consider now the following case,when the T m atrix

ofa given state liesoutside the octahedron (we willsay

thatthestateliesoutsidetheoctahedron).Then accord-

ing to [15]there exists som e m axim ally entangled state

 such thatjh j%j ij> 1=2.Thus,the state can be pu-

ri� ed by the BBPSSW protocol. Suppose now thatthe

stateliesinsidetheoctahedron.Then the� rststep ofthe

BBPSSW protocol(random bilateralunitarytransform a-

tions)willdestroyanyinseparabilityofthestate.Indeed,

therearetwo consequencesofthisstep.Firstoneisthat

localparam etersbecom er = s = 0 (asa consequenceof

random rotationsofvectorsr;s inside ofBloch sphere).

The second,very im portant one,is that after the ran-

dom izing proceduretheT m atrix stillrem ainsinsidethe

octahedron (taking into accountrem arksfrom theprevi-

ousparagraph itiseasy to see thatotherwise one could

produceinseparableT-statesfrom separableT-statesby

use of localoperations which is obviously im possible).

Thus,according to the characterization ofT-states,the

outputstatewillbe separable.

Now,the role of� ltering becom esclear. Nam ely,this

procedureallowsonetotransfertheentanglem enthidden

in therelationsbetween r,s and T totheT m atrix itself.

Ifthe input state is inseparable,butstilllies inside the

octahedron,the processof� ltering willm ove itoutside

it,so thattheBBPSSW protocolwillproducea nonzero

num berofsinglets.

Thuswe haveshown thatany inseparablem ixed two-

spin-1
2
statecan bedistilled byusinglocaloperationsand

exchange ofclassicalinform ation . It solvescom pletely

the problem ofnonlocality of2� 2 system s.

Finally,it is interesting to note that distillability of

an arbitrary inseparable m ixed state of2� 2 system is

exactly connected with the negative eigenvalue ofpar-

tialtransposition ofthe state. Thus the possibility of

puri� cation m ay be here interpreted asa nonlocale� ect

\produced" by the eigenvalue.
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FIG .1. For the states with diagonalT m atrix the latter

can betreated asa vectorin R
3
.In particular,theprojectors

fPig corresponding to the Belloperator basis are uniquely

represented by the points A = (� 1;� 1;� 1),B = (1;1;� 1),

C = (1;� 1;1)and D = (� 1;1;1).Then i)forany state itsT

m atrix m ustbelong to thetetrahedron AB C D via thecondi-

tion Tr%Pi � 0;ii)fora separablestate,T m ustbelong to the

bold-line-contoured octahedron, by virtue of the additional

condition Tr%P
T2
i

� 0.Random bilateralunitary transform a-

tions\project" theT m atrix onto thedashed line.Fora state

with Tr%P0 > 1=2 then the outputsofthe subsequentitera-

tionsofthe BBPSSW protocolwilllie on the line,closerand

closerto the singletstate represented by the pointA.
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