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W epresent a quantum nfom ation theory that allow s for the consistent
description of quantum entanglem ent. It parallels classical (Shannon)
Inform ation theory but is based entirely on density m atrices, rather
than probability distrdbutions, for the description of quantum ensam —
bles. W e nd that, unlke in Shannon theory, conditional entropies can
be negative when considering quantum entangled system s such as an
E instein-P odolsky-R osen pair, which leadsto a violation ofweltknown
bounds of classical Infom ation theory. N egative quantum entropy can
be traced back to \conditional" density m atrices which adm it eigenval-
ues larger than uniy. A straightforward de nition ofm utual quantum

entropy, or \m utual entanglem ent", can also be constructed using a
\m utual" density m atrix. Such a uni ed nform ation-theoretic descrip—
tion of classical correlation and quantum entanglem ent clari esthe link
between them : the latter can be viewed as \supercorrelation" which
can induce classical correlation when considering a temary or larger
systam .

1. NTRODUCTION

Quantum inform ation theory [l] isa new eld with potential i —
plications for the conosptual foundations of quantum m echanics. It ap-—
pears to be the basis for a proper understanding of the em erging elds
of quantum com putation B], quantum communication J], and quan-—
tum cryptography ]. A Though som e fundam ental results have been
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obtained recently such as the quantum noiseless coding theorem [§] or
the rules goveming the extraction of classical inform ation from quan-
tum entropy, it is stillpuzzling in m any resoects. Q uantum inform ation
processing basically deals w ith quantum bits (qubits) [] mther than
bits, the form er cbeying quantum law s quite di erent from the classical
physics ofbits that we are used to. M ost In portantly, qubits can exist
In quantum superpositions, a notion com pletely naccessible to classi-
calm echanics, or even classical thinking. To accom m odate the relative
phases in quantum superpositions, quantum inform ation theory must
be based on m athem atical constructions which re ect these: the den—
sity m atrices. The central ob fct of Informm ation theory, the entropy,
hasbeen itroduced in quantum m echanics by von Neum ann [4]

S()= Tr g : @)

Its relationship to the Bolzm ann-G bbs-Shannon entropy

X
H @)= p; logp; @)

i

is obvious when considering the von N eum ann entropy of a m xture of
orthogonal states, in whith case the density matrix in ) ocontains
classical probabilities p; on its diagonal, and S ( ) = H (). In general,
how ever, quantum m echanicaldensity m atriceshave o diagonaltem s,
which re ect the relative quantum phases in superpositions.

In classical (Shannon) inform ation theory []] the concept of con-
ditional probabilities has given rise to the de nition of conditionaland
m utualentropies. T hese can be usaed to elegantly describe the tradeo
between entropy and inform ation in m easurem ent, as well as the char-
acteristics of a tranam ission channel. For exam ple, for two system s A
and B, the measuram ent of A by B is expressed by the equation for
the entropies

HA)=H@AR)+HEAB): 3)

Here, H @ B) is the entropy of A after having m easured those pieces
that becom e correlated In B, whik H @ B ) is the infom ation gained
about A via them easurem ent ofB . M athem atically, H @ B ) isa con-
ditionalentropy, and isde ned using the conditionalprobability p;y and
the pint probability p;; describing random variables from ensambles A

and B : %

HAB)= pij logpiy ¢ )

ij



The mutual entropy or inform ation H @A 8 ), on the other hand, is
de ned via the mutual probability p;.5 = p;Ps=Ps3 as

X
H@AB)= Py logpsy ¢ )

ij

Sin ple relations such asp;; = pi3P; M ply equationssuch asH A B ) =

H @AB) H B) and allthe otherusualrelations ofclassical inform ation
theory k9., Eq. (3)]. Curiusly, a quantum infom ation theory par-
alleling these constructions has never been attem pted. R ather, a \hy-
brid" theory was used in which quantum probabilities are inserted in
the classical form ulae given above, thereby loosing the quantum phase
crucial to density m atrices (see, eg. [{]). Below in Section 2 we show

that a consistent quantum inform ation theory can be developed that
parallels the construction outlined above, whilke based entirely on m a—
trices @1.

2.QUANTUM INFORMATION THEORY

Let us consider the inform ation-theoretic description ofa com pos—
ite quantum system AB . A straightforward quantum generalization of
Eqg. {) suggests the de nition

SAPR)= Tmelas g apl (6)

for the quantum conditional entropy. In order for such an expression
to hold, we de ne the conospt of a \conditional" density m atrix,

hlzn 1= n
A8 = as (Ua ) n! 1 (7)

the analog of the conditional probability piy. Here, 1p is the unity
m atrix In the H ibert space forA, stands forthe tensorproduct in the
Ppint H ibert space, and g = Trn [ ap ] denotes aP\m arginal" density
m atrix, analogousto them arginalprobability p; =  ;pi5. Thepeculiar
om fnvolving the in nite lim it n Eq. (]) is necessary because pint
and m arginal density m atrices do not comm ute In general. H owever,
the de nition in plies that the standard relation

SAB)=S@EB) SB) @)

holds forthe quantum entropiesand thatS @ B ) is invarant under any
unitary transfom ation of the product form U, Uy . M ore precisly,



it iseasy to see that ,p isa positive Hem itian operator (in the pint
H ibert space) whose spectrum is invariant underU, Uy .D espite the
apparent sin ilarity between the quantum de nition for S @ B ) and the
standard classical one for H @A B ), dealing w ith m atrices rather than
scalars opensup a quantum realm for nformm ation theory exceeding the
classicalone. T he crucialpoint is that, while p;y; is a probability distri-
bution in i (in particular 0 p;y 1), tsquantum analog 4 isnot
a density operator: it can have eigenvalues larger than one, and, con—
s=quently, the associated conditional entropy S A B ) can be negative.
Only such a matrixbased quantum formm alism consistently accounts
for the wellknown non-m onotoniciy of quantum entropies (see, eg.,
Q). Thism eans that it is acoeptable, In quantum inform ation theory,
tohave S AB) < S B), ie., the entropy of the entire system AB can
be an aller than the entropy of one of its subparts B , a situation which
is of course Porbidden in classical lnform ation theory. T his happens for
exam ple In the case of quantum entangkm entbetween A and B, and
w ill be ilustrated below for an EPR pair. N ote that, as a consequence
of the concavity of S A B ), a property related to strong subadditivity
(see, eg., [[Q) any separablk state (ie., a m xture of product states)
is associated with non-negative S A B ). (The convers is not true.)
T herefore, the non-negativity of conditional entropies can be viewed
as a necessary condition for ssparability, and we have shown that this
condition can be related to entropic Bell inequalities [L]].

Sin ilarly, the quantum analog of the m utual entropy can be con-—
structed, de ning a \m utual" density m atrix

h iy

R n! 1 ; 9)

AB — (A B

the analog of the m utual probability p;.;. A s previously, this de nition
In plies the standard relation

SAB)=S@)+SB) S@AB) 10)

between the quantum entropies. This de nition extends the classical
notion of mutual or correlation entropy H @ B ) to the quantum no-—
tion of mutual entangkement S A B ) and applies to pure as well as
m ixed states; S @ B ) is a generalm easure of correlations and \super-
correlations" in infom ation theory. In fact, all the above quantum

de nitions reduce to the classical ones for a diagonal g, which sug—
gests that Egs. (1) and (@) are very reasonable assum ptions. T is
possible that otherde nitionsof 55 and s could be proposed, but
we believe this choice is sin plest. T his form alian suggests that all the
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Figurel: (@) G eneralentropy diagram fora quantum com posite system
AB . (o) Entropy diagram s for three cases of a system of 2 qubits: (I)
Independent, (II) classically correlated, (I1I) quantum entanglkd.

relations between classical entropies (e49., the chain rules for entropies
and m utual entropies) also have a quantum analog, and we m ake use
of it in [, L7].

T he relations between entropies are conveniently summ arized by
a Venn-lke entropy diagram , as shown in Fi.[la. The in portant dif-
ference between classical and quantum entropy diagram s is that the
basic inequalities relating the entropies are \weaker" in the quantum
case, allow ing for negative conditional entropies and \exoessive" m u-—
tual entropies [§]. For exam ple, the upper bound for the mutual en—
tropy Which is directly related to the channel capacity) isH @ B)
minH @A);H B)] n classical inform ation theory, whik it can reach
tw ice the classical upperbound SA B) 2m S @A);S B )] in quan—
tum nform ation theory as a consequence of the A rakil b inequality
(see, eg., L) . M Fig.flo, we show the entropy diagram corresponding
to three lim ting cases of a com posite system of two dichotom ic vari-
ables (eg. 2 qubits): ndependent variables (case I), classically corre-
lated varables (case II), and quantum entangled variables (case I1I) . In
all three cases, each subsystem taken ssparately is In a m ixed state of
entropy S @)= S B )= 1lbit. CasesIand ITcorrespond to classical sit—
uations Which can of course be described in our form alisn w ith density
m atricesaswell), whilk case Il isa purely quantum situation which vio—
lates the bounds of classical inform ation theory f]. It correspondsto an
EPR pair, characterized by the pure state j agi= 2 ™2 (P1i 1L0i),
and, accordingly, it is associated with a vanishing com bined entropy
S@AB)= 0.Usng zg = Jasih ag Jj we see that subpart A (0rB)
has the m arginal density matrix 5 = Tr [ap]1= 3 (Pi0j+ jlihlj,
and is therefore In a m ixed state ofpositive entropy. T his purely quan—



tum situation corresponds to the unusual entropy diagram ({1,2,{1)
shown in Fig.fo. That the EPR situation cannot be described classi-
cally is in m ediately apparent when considering the conditional density
m atriq]: indeed the latter can be w ritten as

0 1
0O 0 00
B
1. B O 1 1 0
ag = as (da B) —lé” 0 1 1 0§ 11)
0 0 0 0
Pligging {IJ) into de nition @) Immediately yelds S@B) = 1.

T his is a direct consequence of the fact that , 5 has one \unclassical"
> 1) egenvalue, 2. It is thus m iskading to describe an EPR pair
(or any of the Bell states) as a correlated state within Shannon the-
ory, since negative conditional entropies are crucial to its description.
In @], we suggest that EPR pairs are better understood in tem s of a
qubit-antiqubit pair, where the qubi (antigubit) carries plus (m inus)
one bit of nfom ation, and antiqubits are Interpreted as qubits trav—
eling kackwards In time. Still, classical correlations (case II) am erge
when observing an entangled EPR pair. Indeed, afterm easuring A , the
outcom e of the m easurem ent of B is known w ih 100% certainty. The
key to this discrepancy lies In the Infom ation-theoretic description of
the m easurem ent process [13] and willbe brie y addressed in the next
Ssection.

3.CORRELATION VERSUSENTANGLEMENT

T he concept of negative conditional entropy tums out to be very
usefiil to describbe n-body com posite quantum system s, and it sheds
new light on the creation of classical correlations from quantum en-—
tanglem ent. Consider for exam ple a 3-body system ABC In a GHZ
state (or an \EPR-tripkt"), j agci= 2 2 (P00i+ j1li). As i is
a pure (entangld) state, the combined entropy isS ABC) = 0. The
corresponding temary entropy diagram of ABC is shown i Fig.[a.
Note that the temary mutualentropy SAB L) = SA)+ SB) +
SC) S@AB) SE@AC) S@BC)+ SEABC) vanishes (see the cen-
ter of the diagram ); this is generic to any fully entangled threebody
system . W hen tracing over the degree of freedom associated with

IN ote that for Bell states, pint and m arginal density m atrices com m ute, sin pli-
fying de nitions ﬂ) and E) .
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Figure 2: (@) Temary entropy diagram for an \EPR tripkt". () En—
tropy diagram for subsystem AB unoconditionalon C .

C, say, the resulting m arginal density m atrix for subsystem AB is
as = T [apc 1= 3 (P0i0O0F+ Jl1ihl17, corresponding to a classically
correlated system (case IT). A s the density m atrix fully characterizes a
quantum system , subsystem AB (unconditionalon C, ie., ignoring the
existence of C ) is In this case physically indistinguishablk from a statis—
tical ensam ble prepared w ith an equal num ber of P0i and jl1i states.
Thus, A and B are correlated in the sense of Shannon theory ifC is
ignored. The \tracing over" operation depicted in Fig.Po illustrates
this creation of classical correlation from quantum entanglem ent. This
feature is central to description the m easuram ent process that we pro—
pose In @], where A and B represent two parts of the m easuram ent
device, while C is the m easured quantum system . The subsystem AB
unconditionalon C hasa positive entropy S AB ) = 1 bit, and is indis-
tinguishable from a classical correlated m ixture (this corresponds to the
generation of random numbers). O n the other hand, the entropy ofC
conditionalon AB, S (C AB), isnegative and equalto 1 bit, thercby
counterbalancing S A B ) to yield a vanishing com bined entropy

SABC)=S@B)+ SCAB)=0: 12)

as expected In view ofthe quantum entanglem ent between AB and C .
W e suggest in [[4] that this nfom ation-theoretic interpretation of en—
tanglem ent paves the way to a natural, uniary, and causalm odel of
the m easuram ent process, devoid of any assum ption of a wave-fiinction
collapss, while In plying allthe welkknow n results of conventional prob—
abilistic quantum m echanics. T he sam e fram ework can also be used to
Interpret the observation of classical correlation between the m easure—
m ent devices that occurs n them easurem ent ofan EPR pair, and sheds
new light on quantum paradoxes [L3].
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