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NEGATIVE ENTROPY IN QUANTUM
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W epresentaquantum inform ation theorythatallowsfortheconsistent

description ofquantum entanglem ent. Itparallelsclassical(Shannon)

inform ation theory but is based entirely on density m atrices,rather

than probability distributions,forthe description ofquantum ensem -

bles.W e�nd that,unlikein Shannon theory,conditionalentropiescan

be negative when considering quantum entangled system s such asan

Einstein-Podolsky-Rosen pair,which leadstoa violation ofwell-known

boundsofclassicalinform ation theory.Negativequantum entropy can

betraced back to\conditional"density m atriceswhich adm iteigenval-

ueslargerthan unity.A straightforward de�nition ofm utualquantum

entropy,or \m utualentanglem ent",can also be constructed using a

\m utual" density m atrix.Such auni�ed inform ation-theoreticdescrip-

tion ofclassicalcorrelation and quantum entanglem entclari�esthelink

between them : the lattercan be viewed as\super-correlation" which

can induce classicalcorrelation when considering a ternary or larger

system .

1. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Quantum inform ation theory [1]isa new �eld with potentialim -

plicationsfortheconceptualfoundationsofquantum m echanics.Itap-

pearsto bethebasisfora properunderstanding oftheem erging �elds

ofquantum com putation [2],quantum com m unication [3],and quan-

tum cryptography [4]. Although som e fundam entalresultshave been
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obtained recently such asthequantum noiselesscoding theorem [5]or

the rulesgoverning the extraction ofclassicalinform ation from quan-

tum entropy,itisstillpuzzlingin m anyrespects.Quantum inform ation

processing basically deals with quantum bits (qubits) [5]rather than

bits,theform erobeyingquantum lawsquitedi�erentfrom theclassical

physicsofbitsthatweareused to.M ostim portantly,qubitscan exist

in quantum superpositions,a notion com pletely inaccessible to classi-

calm echanics,oreven classicalthinking.To accom m odatetherelative

phases in quantum superpositions,quantum inform ation theory m ust

be based on m athem aticalconstructionswhich reectthese: the den-

sity m atrices. The centralobject ofinform ation theory,the entropy,

hasbeen introduced in quantum m echanicsby von Neum ann [6]

S(�)= �Tr�log� : (1)

Itsrelationship to theBoltzm ann-Gibbs-Shannon entropy

H (~p)= �
X

i

pilogpi (2)

isobviouswhen considering thevon Neum ann entropy ofa m ixtureof

orthogonalstates,in which case the density m atrix � in (1)contains

classicalprobabilitiespi on itsdiagonal,and S(�)= H (~p).In general,

however,quantum m echanicaldensitym atriceshaveo�-diagonalterm s,

which reecttherelativequantum phasesin superpositions.

In classical(Shannon)inform ation theory [7]the concept ofcon-

ditionalprobabilitieshasgiven riseto thede�nition ofconditionaland

m utualentropies.Thesecan beused toelegantly describethetrade-o�

between entropy and inform ation in m easurem ent,aswellasthechar-

acteristicsofa transm ission channel. Forexam ple,fortwo system sA

and B ,the m easurem ent ofA by B is expressed by the equation for

theentropies

H (A)= H (AjB )+ H (A:B ): (3)

Here,H (AjB )isthe entropy ofA afterhaving m easured those pieces

thatbecom e correlated in B ,while H (A:B )isthe inform ation gained

aboutA via them easurem entofB .M athem atically,H (AjB )isa con-

ditionalentropy,andisde�ned usingtheconditionalprobabilitypijj and

thejointprobability pij describing random variablesfrom ensem blesA

and B :

H (AjB )= �
X

ij

pijlogpijj : (4)
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The m utualentropy or inform ation H (A:B ), on the other hand, is

de�ned via them utualprobability pi:j = pipj=pij as

H (A:B )= �
X

ij

pijlogpi:j : (5)

Sim plerelationssuch aspij = pijjpj im ply equationssuch asH (AjB )=

H (AB )� H (B )and alltheotherusualrelationsofclassicalinform ation

theory [e.g.,Eq. (3)]. Curiously,a quantum inform ation theory par-

alleling these constructionshasneverbeen attem pted. Rather,a \hy-

brid" theory wasused in which quantum probabilitiesare inserted in

theclassicalform ulaegiven above,thereby loosing thequantum phase

crucialto density m atrices(see,e.g.,[8]).Below in Section 2 we show

that a consistent quantum inform ation theory can be developed that

parallelsthe construction outlined above,while based entirely on m a-

trices[9].

2. Q U A N T U M IN FO R M AT IO N T H EO RY

Letusconsidertheinform ation-theoreticdescription ofa com pos-

itequantum system AB .A straightforward quantum generalization of

Eq.(4)suggeststhede�nition

S(AjB )= �TrA B [�A B log�A jB ] (6)

forthe quantum conditionalentropy. In orderforsuch an expression

to hold,wede�netheconceptofa \conditional" density m atrix,

�A jB =
h

�
1=n

A B (1A 
 �B )
� 1=n

in

n ! 1 ; (7)

the analog ofthe conditionalprobability pijj. Here,1A is the unity

m atrixin theHilbertspaceforA,
 standsforthetensorproductin the

jointHilbertspace,and �B = TrA[�A B ]denotesa \m arginal" density

m atrix,analogoustothem arginalprobabilitypj =
P

ipij.Thepeculiar

form involving the in�nite lim it in Eq.(7) is necessary because joint

and m arginaldensity m atrices do notcom m ute in general. However,

thede�nition im pliesthatthestandard relation

S(AjB )= S(AB )� S(B ) (8)

holdsforthequantum entropiesand thatS(AjB )isinvariantunderany

unitary transform ation ofthe productform UA 
 UB . M ore precisely,
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itiseasy to seethat�A jB isa positiveHerm itian operator(in thejoint

Hilbertspace)whosespectrum isinvariantunderUA 
 UB .Despitethe

apparentsim ilarity between thequantum de�nition forS(AjB )and the

standard classicalone forH (AjB ),dealing with m atricesratherthan

scalarsopensup aquantum realm forinform ation theory exceeding the

classicalone.Thecrucialpointisthat,whilepijj isaprobability distri-

bution in i(in particular0� pijj � 1),itsquantum analog �A jB isnot

a density operator:itcan have eigenvalueslargerthan one,and,con-

sequently,the associated conditionalentropy S(AjB )can be negative.

Only such a m atrix-based quantum form alism consistently accounts

forthe well-known non-m onotonicity ofquantum entropies (see,e.g.,

[10]).Thism eansthatitisacceptable,in quantum inform ation theory,

to have S(AB )< S(B ),i.e.,theentropy ofthe entire system AB can

besm allerthan theentropy ofoneofitssubpartsB ,a situation which

isofcourseforbidden in classicalinform ation theory.Thishappensfor

exam ple in the case ofquantum entanglem entbetween A and B ,and

willbeillustrated below foran EPR pair.Notethat,asa consequence

oftheconcavity ofS(AjB ),a property related to strong subadditivity

(see,e.g.,[10])any separable state (i.e.,a m ixture ofproductstates)

is associated with non-negative S(AjB ). (The converse is not true.)

Therefore,the non-negativity ofconditionalentropies can be viewed

asa necessary condition forseparability,and we have shown thatthis

condition can berelated to entropicBellinequalities[11].

Sim ilarly,the quantum analog ofthe m utualentropy can be con-

structed,de�ning a \m utual" density m atrix

�A :B =
h

(�A 
 �B )
1=n
�
� 1=n

A B

in

n ! 1 ; (9)

theanalog ofthem utualprobability pi:j.Aspreviously,thisde�nition

im pliesthestandard relation

S(A:B )= S(A)+ S(B )� S(AB ) (10)

between the quantum entropies. This de�nition extends the classical

notion ofm utualor correlation entropy H (A:B ) to the quantum no-

tion ofm utualentanglem entS(A:B ) and applies to pure as wellas

m ixed states;S(A:B )isa generalm easure ofcorrelationsand \super-

correlations" in inform ation theory. In fact,allthe above quantum

de�nitionsreduce to the classicalonesfora diagonal�A B ,which sug-

gests that Eqs. (7) and (9) are very reasonable assum ptions. It is

possiblethatotherde�nitionsof�A jB and �A :B could beproposed,but

webelievethischoiceissim plest.Thisform alism suggeststhatallthe
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(a) (b)

0 1

1 0

2    -1

BA

1

0

-1 (case III)

(case II)

(case I)

S(A|B) S(B|A)

S(A) S(B)

S(A:B)

Figure1:(a)Generalentropydiagram foraquantum com positesystem

AB .(b)Entropy diagram sforthree casesofa system of2 qubits:(I)

independent,(II)classically correlated,(III)quantum entangled.

relationsbetween classicalentropies(e.g.,thechain rulesforentropies

and m utualentropies)also have a quantum analog,and we m ake use

ofitin [11,12].

The relations between entropies are conveniently sum m arized by

a Venn-like entropy diagram ,asshown in Fig.1a.The im portantdif-

ference between classicaland quantum entropy diagram s is that the

basic inequalities relating the entropies are \weaker" in the quantum

case,allowing for negative conditionalentropies and \excessive" m u-

tualentropies [9]. Forexam ple,the upper bound for the m utualen-

tropy (which isdirectly related to the channelcapacity)isH (A:B )�

m in[H (A);H (B )]in classicalinform ation theory, while it can reach

twice the classicalupperbound S(A:B )� 2m in[S(A);S(B )]in quan-

tum inform ation theory asa consequence ofthe Araki-Lieb inequality

(see,e.g.,[10]).In Fig.1b,weshow theentropy diagram corresponding

to three lim iting cases ofa com posite system oftwo dichotom ic vari-

ables(e.g.,2 qubits):independentvariables(case I),classically corre-

lated variables(caseII),and quantum entangled variables(caseIII).In

allthree cases,each subsystem taken separately isin a m ixed state of

entropyS(A)= S(B )= 1bit.CasesIand IIcorrespond toclassicalsit-

uations(which can ofcoursebedescribed in ourform alism with density

m atricesaswell),whilecaseIIIisapurelyquantum situationwhich vio-

latestheboundsofclassicalinform ation theory[9].Itcorrespondstoan

EPR pair,characterized by the pure state j A B i= 2� 1=2(j01i� j10i),

and,accordingly,it is associated with a vanishing com bined entropy

S(AB )= 0. Using �A B = j A B ih A B j,we see thatsubpartA (orB )

has the m arginaldensity m atrix �A = TrB [�A B ]=
1

2
(j0ih0j+ j1ih1j),

and isthereforein am ixed stateofpositiveentropy.Thispurely quan-
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tum situation corresponds to the unusualentropy diagram ({1,2,{1)

shown in Fig.1b.Thatthe EPR situation cannotbedescribed classi-

cally isim m ediately apparentwhen considering theconditionaldensity

m atrix1:indeed thelattercan bewritten as

�A jB = �A B (1A 
 �B )
� 1 =

0

B
B
B
@

0 0 0 0

0 1 �1 0

0 �1 1 0

0 0 0 0

1

C
C
C
A
: (11)

Plugging (11) into de�nition (6) im m ediately yields S(AjB ) = �1.

Thisisa directconsequenceofthefactthat�A jB hasone\unclassical"

(> 1) eigenvalue,2. It is thus m isleading to describe an EPR pair

(or any ofthe Bellstates) as a correlated state within Shannon the-

ory,since negative conditionalentropiesare crucialto itsdescription.

In [9],we suggestthatEPR pairsare betterunderstood in term sofa

qubit-antiqubitpair,where the qubit(antiqubit)carriesplus(m inus)

one bitofinform ation,and antiqubits are interpreted asqubits trav-

eling backwards in tim e. Still,classicalcorrelations (case II) em erge

when observingan entangled EPR pair.Indeed,afterm easuring A,the

outcom e ofthe m easurem entofB isknown with 100% certainty.The

key to thisdiscrepancy liesin the inform ation-theoretic description of

them easurem entprocess[12]and willbebriey addressed in thenext

section.

3. C O R R ELAT IO N V ER SU S EN TA N G LEM EN T

The conceptofnegative conditionalentropy turnsoutto be very

usefulto describe n-body com posite quantum system s,and it sheds

new light on the creation ofclassicalcorrelations from quantum en-

tanglem ent. Consider for exam ple a 3-body system AB C in a GHZ

state (or an \EPR-triplet"),j A B C i = 2� 1=2(j000i+ j111i). As it is

a pure (entangled)state,the com bined entropy isS(AB C)= 0. The

corresponding ternary entropy diagram ofAB C is shown in Fig.2a.

Note that the ternary m utualentropy S(A:B :C) = S(A)+ S(B )+

S(C)� S(AB )� S(AC)� S(B C)+ S(AB C) vanishes (see the cen-

terofthe diagram );this isgeneric to any fully entangled three-body

system . W hen tracing over the degree of freedom associated with

1NotethatforBellstates,jointand m arginaldensity m atricescom m ute,sim pli-

fying de�nitions(7)and (9).

6



A   B

C

-1

-1-1 1

0
1 1

A   B

C

-1

0 01

(a) (b)

Figure 2:(a)Ternary entropy diagram foran \EPR-triplet". (b)En-

tropy diagram forsubsystem AB unconditionalon C.

C, say, the resulting m arginaldensity m atrix for subsystem AB is

�A B = TrC [�A B C ]=
1

2
(j00ih00j+ j11ih11j),correspondingtoaclassically

correlated system (caseII).Asthedensity m atrix fully characterizesa

quantum system ,subsystem AB (unconditionalon C,i.e.,ignoringthe

existenceofC)isin thiscasephysically indistinguishablefrom astatis-

ticalensem ble prepared with an equalnum berofj00iand j11istates.

Thus,A and B are correlated in the sense ofShannon theory ifC is

ignored. The \tracing over" operation depicted in Fig.2b illustrates

thiscreation ofclassicalcorrelation from quantum entanglem ent.This

featureiscentralto description them easurem entprocessthatwepro-

pose in [12],where A and B represent two partsofthe m easurem ent

device,while C isthem easured quantum system .The subsystem AB

unconditionalon C hasa positiveentropy S(AB )= 1 bit,and isindis-

tinguishablefrom aclassicalcorrelated m ixture(thiscorrespondstothe

generation ofrandom num bers).On theotherhand,the entropy ofC

conditionalon AB ,S(CjAB ),isnegativeand equalto �1 bit,thereby

counterbalancing S(AB )to yield a vanishing com bined entropy

S(AB C)= S(AB )+ S(CjAB )= 0: (12)

asexpected in view ofthequantum entanglem entbetween AB and C.

W esuggestin [12]thatthisinform ation-theoreticinterpretation ofen-

tanglem ent paves the way to a natural,unitary,and causalm odelof

them easurem entprocess,devoid ofany assum ption ofa wave-function

collapse,whileim plyingallthewell-known resultsofconventionalprob-

abilisticquantum m echanics.Thesam efram ework can also beused to

interpretthe observation ofclassicalcorrelation between them easure-

m entdevicesthatoccursin them easurem entofan EPR pair,and sheds

new lighton quantum paradoxes[13].
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