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O ptim alestim ation oftw o-qubit pure-state entanglem ent
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W e present optim alm easuring strategies for the estim a-

tion ofthe entanglem ent ofunknown two-qubit pure states

and ofthe degree ofm ixing ofunknown single-qubit m ixed

states,ofwhich N identicalcopies are available. The m ost

generalm easuringstrategiesareconsidered in both situations,

to conclude in the �rstcase thata local,although collective,

m easurem ent su�ces to estim ate entanglem ent,a non-local

property,optim ally.

PACS Nos.03.67.-a,03.65.Bz

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

Plenty ofwork hasbeen perform ed in recentyearson

optim alquantum m easurem ents,i.e. on m easurem ents

which providethe m axim um possible inform ation about

an unknown quantum m echanicalpure[1{5]orm ixed [6]

state,ofwhich N identicalcopies are available. These

works are focussed m ainly on the determ ination ofthe

unknown state as a whole,and consequently any ofits

properties is also estim ated,although m aybe not in an

optim alway.

O n the other hand recent developm ents on the �eld

ofquantum inform ation theory havestressed the im por-

tanceofthequantum correlations{orentanglem ent{dis-

played by som estatesofcom positesystem s.In the sim -

plestofsuch com posite system s,the two-qubitcase,all

non-localpropertiesofpurestatesdepend upon only one

single param eter. Such non-localparam eteris the only

relevantquantity invariantunderlocalunitary transfor-

m ations on each qubit and plays a centralrole in the

quanti�cation and optim alm anipulation ofentanglem ent

[7{11].

In thiswork weanalyzeand solvetheproblem ofopti-

m ally estim ating the entanglem entofan unknown pure

stateoftwoqubits.Thisproblem hasbeen independently

addressed also by Sancho and Huelga in a recent work

[12],where only a restricted class ofm easuring strate-

gies is considered. Here,on the contrary,we willcon-

sider m ost generalquantum m easurem ents on N iden-

ticalcopies ofthe state. Their quality willbe assessed

through the gain ofinform ation they provide aboutthe

non-localparam eter ofthe state. After presenting and

proving the solution we willconclude that the optim al

m easuring strategiesso de�ned arenotequivalentto the

onesused to fully reconstructthe unknown state. As a

m atteroffact,allinform ation aboutsom erelativephase

ofthe unknown state turnsoutto be irreversibly erased

asthe entanglem entisestim ated.

Estim ation of the degree of m ixing of an unknown

m ixed state is a di�erent but very m uch related topic

thatweshallalsoconsiderhere.Forthesingle-qubitcase

the am ountofm ixing is speci�ed again by justone pa-

ram eter,them odulusofthecorresponding Bloch vector,

whereasin orderto com pletely specifying the state two

m oreparam eters,nam ely thedirection oftheBloch vec-

tor,arealsorequired.W eshallshow thatin thiscasethe

optim alm easuring strategy on any num berN ofqubits

prepared in the sam e m ixed state can be m ade com pat-

ible with the optim alestim ation ofthe direction ofits

Bloch vector.

Finally,we willshow thata possible way ofoptim ally

determ ining theentanglem entofan unknown,two-qubit

purestateconsistspreciselyin estim ating,alsooptim ally,

the degree ofm ixture ofany ofits two reduced density

m atrices.Therefore,itturnsoutin thissim plebipartite

casethattheoptim alestim ation ofanon-localparam eter

can be donethrough a localm easurem ent.

The paper is structured as follows. Section II is de-

votedtobackgroundm aterial.W eintroduceaconvenient

param eterization oftwo-qubit pure states and consider

their isotropic distribution. W e also review som e basic

aspects on param eterestim ation and on quantum m ea-

surem ents.In Section IIIwepose the problem ofentan-

glem entestim ation on �rm ergroundsand announce the

m ain resultofthispaper:itsoptim alperform ance.Sec-

tion IV,rathertechnicaland thatcould wellbe skipped

in a �rstreading,isdevoted to thecom putation ofsom e

e�ectivedensity m atrix �(N )(b),an objectwhich playsa

centralrolein deriving the optim alstrategy forestim at-

ing entanglem ent.In Section V the N = 1;2;3 casesare

presented in m oredetailin orderto illustratethegeneral

case. O ptim alestim ation ofthe degree ofm ixing isdis-

cussed and solved in Section VI,and �nally Section VII

containsa discussion relating estim ation ofboth entan-

glem entand m ixing,and som econcluding rem arks.

II.P R ELIM IN A R IES

W e willconsiderhere a two-party scenario.Alice and

Bob willshare the N copies ofa com pletely unknown

two-qubitpurestatej i,and theiraim willbeto obtain

asm uch inform ation aspossibleaboutitsentanglem ent.
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The sense in which the state is unknown, the m echa-

nism sforextractinginform ation from thesystem and the

schem e for evaluating the extracted inform ation willbe

briey reviewed in whatfollows.

A .H om ogeneous distribution.

Allthatisinitially known aboutthestateofeach pair

ofqubitsisthatitispure. Thiscorrespondsto the un-

biased distribution on the Hilbertspace H 4 = H 2 
 H 2

oftwo qubits,that is,to the only probability distribu-

tion invariant under arbitrary unitary transform ations

on H 4. It is convenient to express the unknown state

j i2 H 2 
 H 2,which dependson six param eters,in its

Schm idt-likedecom position

j i=

r
1+ b

2
ĵaiĵbi+

r
1� b

2
e
i�
j� âij� b̂i; (1)

wherethephaseei�,which isusually absorbed by oneof

theketsitgoeswith,hasbeen leftexplicit.Thenon-local

param eterb 2 [0;1]characterizesthe entanglem entof

j i. O nly forb= 1 isj ia productstate ĵai
 ĵbi,and

thusunentangled.Forb< 1 thestate containsquantum

correlations,b= 0 corresponding to a m axim ally entan-

gled state. Recallthat this param eter is the m odulus

ofthe Bloch vectorofthe reduced density m atrix �A on

Alice’sside,

�A � trB j ih j=
1+ b

2
ĵaiĥaj+

1� b

2
j� âih� âj; (2)

and equivalently for�B .The otherfourparam eterscor-

respond tothetwodirectionsâ and b̂oftheBloch vectors

of�A and �B . Then,the unbiased distribution ofpure

statescorresponds[13]to the isotropic distribution ofâ

in S2,b̂in S2,� in S 1 and the quadraticdistribution of

bin [0,1],

Z

S 2

dâ

4�

Z

S 2

d̂b

4�

Z

S 1

d�

2�

Z 1

0

db3b
2
= 1: (3)

B .G eneralm easurem ents and inform ation gain.

Thepartiesarethusprovided with N copiesofa pure

statej iasin Eq.(1),i.e.with thestatej i

 N

,and our

aim is to construct the m ost inform ative m easurem ent

on the collective,2N -qubitsystem forthe estim ation of

the param eter b. The optim ality criterion to be used

isbased on the K ullback orm utualinform ation K [f0;f]

[14],afunctionaloftwoprobabilitydistributionsf0and f

thatisinterpreted asthegain ofinform ation in replacing

the latter distribution with the form er one [15]. In our

case,forinstance,theprior,unbiased densityfunction for

the param eterb isgiven by (3),so we have f(b)= 3b2.

A generic m easurem ent,allowing for the m ost general

m anipulation ofthesystem ,isrepresentedbyaresolution

ofthe identity by m eansofa setofpositive operators,

X

k

M
(k)

= I: (4)

After the above positive operator valued m easurem ent

(POVM )hasbeen perform ed,giving theoutcom ek with

probability tr(M (k)�
 N ),where� = j ih j,wecom pute

the posteriordensity function forb,f(bjk),through the

Bayesform ula

fk(b)� f(bjk)=
p(kjb)f(b)

p(k)
; (5)

wherep(k)isgiven by

p(k)=

Z 1

0

dbf(b)p(kjb); (6)

and the conditional probability of getting outcom e k

when thestate’snon-localparam eterhasvalueb,p(kjb),

willbe shown later. The gain ofinform ation resulting

from obtaining the outcom e k afterthe m easurem entis

quanti�ed by theK ullback inform ation corresponding to

the priorand posteriorprobability density functions

K [fk;f]=

Z

dbf(bjk)ln

�
f(bjk)

f(b)

�

: (7)

Thisexpression hasto be averaged overallthe possible

outcom esofthem easurem ent,so thattheexpected gain

ofinform ation reads

�K [fk;f]=
X

k

p(k)K [fk;f]; (8)

and using (5)thisexpression can be written as

�K [fk;f]=
X

k

Z

dbf(b)p(kjb)ln

�
p(kjb)

p(k)

�

: (9)

LetusnoticeherethatthevalueofK [fk;f]in Eq.(7)

would rem ain unchanged ifwe decided to characterize

the entanglem entofj iby anotherparam eterb = h(b)

(where h(b) is any bijective function ofthe originalpa-

ram eter b). Consequently, the gain of inform ation we

com pute forb also appliesto any ofthe m easuresofen-

tanglem entso farproposed,such astheentanglem entof

form ation [7]

�

r
1+ b

2
log2

r
1+ b

2
�

r
1� b

2
log2

r
1� b

2
(10)

forthe asym ptoticregim e,orthe m onotone[10]

r
1� b

2
(11)

forthe single-copy case.
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III.O P T IM A L M EA SU R EM EN T S FO R

EN TA N G LEM EN T EST IM A T IO N

W earelooking fora m easurem entoftheform (4)such

thatthe expected gain ofinform ation (9)ism axim ized.

W e willpresentand explain here and in Section V such

optim alm easurem ents,whereas their explicit construc-

tion ism ainly contained in Section IV.

A .Localand globalstrategies

Beforeweproceed wecom m enton fourclassesofm ea-

surem entsAlice and Bob m ay considerin orderto learn

aboutb[12]:

� localm easurem entson only,say,Alice’sside,i.e.on

theN qubitssupportingthelocalstate�

 N

A
,would

be the m ostrestrictiveclassofthe hierarchy;

� uncorrelated bilocal{i.e. each party m easuring on

theirlocalN -qubitpartindependently{ and

� classically correlated bilocal{thatis,with classical

com m unication between Alice and Bob{ m easure-

m ents are two interm ediate types ofstrategies;�-

nally,

� globalm easurem ents on the 2N qubits constitute

the m ostgeneralcase.

G lobalm easurem entsare in principle the m ostinform a-

tive ones. But as the param eter b which quanti�es the

entanglem entofj i,com pletely quanti�esalso the m ix-

ing of�A (and �B ),itcould wellhappen thatlocalm ea-

surem ents,orbilocalon the two parties,optim alforthe

determ ination ofthe m ixing,are as inform ative as the

globaloneswith respectto entanglem ent.In fact,in re-

ducingj ih jto �A 
 �B only therelativephase� islost,

the dependence on directions â and b̂ and on the entan-

glem entbispreserved.W ehavefound theoptim alglobal

and localm easurem entofb.Theresultsobtained follow-

ing thetwo strategiesarethesam e,aswewilldiscussin

Section VII,so alltheextractableinform ation aboutthe

entanglem entis preserved under the partialtrace oper-

ation,and the fourclassesconsidered above turn outto

be equivalentforentanglem entestim ation.

B .E�ective m ixed state

Noticethatallthedependenceon them easuringstrat-

egy (4)in Eq.(9)iscontained in theprobability p(kjb)of

outcom e k conditioned to the entanglem entofthe state

being som egiven b,

p(kjb)=

Z

S 2

dâ

4�

Z

S 2

d̂b

4�

Z

S 1

d�

2�
tr(M

(k)
�

 N

); (12)

wherethesum overtherestofparam etersreectsthefact

that we are only interested in the entanglem ent. This

expression can also be written as

p(kjb)= tr(M
(k)
�
(N )

(b)); (13)

wherethe m ixed state�(N )(b)is

�
(N )

(b)�

Z

S 2

dâ

4�

Z

S 2

d̂b

4�

Z

S 1

d�

2�
j ih j


 N
: (14)

Eq. (13)allowsfor an alternative interpretation to our

problem : a 2N -qubitm ixed state �(N )(b)is drawn ran-

dom ly with priorprobability distribution f(b)= 3b2 and

wewantto determ ine itby estim ating b.

W e will com pute p(kjb) in the basis that diagonal-

izes �(N )(b), which willcrucially turn out to be inde-

pendentofb.Letusdenote by �1(b);:::;�m (b)the posi-

tiveeigenvaluesof�(N )(b),and with n1;:::;nm theirm ul-

tiplicity. From the norm alization of (14) the relation
P m

j= 1
nj�j = 1follows.Thesum n �

P

j
nj ofm ultiplic-

itiesof(non-vanishing)eigenvaluesequalsthedim ension

ofthe space which supportsj ih j

 N

. Thisisthe sym -

m etricsubspaceofH

 N
4 ,and thus[5]

n =
(N + 2J)!

N !(2J)!
=
(N + 3)(N + 2)(N + 1)

6
: (15)

W ith thisnotation Eq.(13)reads

p(kjb)= �1(b)

n1X

i= 1

M
(k)

ii + �2(b)

n1+ n2X

i= n1+ 1

M
(k)

ii + :::

+ �m (b)

nX

i= n� nm + 1

M
(k)

ii
�

mX

j= 1

�j(b)q
(k)

j
: (16)

By substituting this expression in (9)and using the in-

equality [16]

(x1 + x2)ln

�
x1 + x2

y1 + y2

�

� x1 ln

�
x1

y1

�

+ x2 ln

�
x2

y2

�

;

(17)

where xi;yi � 0,along with the factthatthe POVM is

a resolution oftheidentity in thesym m etricsubspaceof

H

 N
4 ,i.e.

P

k
q
(k)

j = nj,itfollowsthatthe averagegain

ofinform ation isbounded by

�K [fk;f]�

Z

dbf(b)

mX

j= 1

nj�j(b)ln

�
�j(b)

R
dbf(b)�j(b)

�

:

(18)
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C .M inim alm ost inform ative m easuring strategy.

The bound (18) can be m inim ally saturated through

a m easurem ent with m outcom es where each M (k) is

the nk-dim ensional projector over the subspace corre-

sponding to the eigenvalue �k of �(N )(b), having then

p(kjb)= nk�k(b). Therefore the construction ofthe op-

tim alm easurem ent can be readily perform ed after the

com putation ofthe spectraldecom position ofthe state

(14),and thisisdoneforan arbitrary N in thenextSec-

tion.Fora m oredetailed accountoftheN = 1;2;3cases

see Section V,where also the gain ofinform ation up to

N = 80 hasbeen com puted explicitly.

Noticealsothatthereareotherwaysm easuringstrate-

gies can be evaluated and,consequently,there is not a

uniquenotion ofoptim ality.Forinstance,in [1{6]aguess

fortheunknown stateism adedependingon theoutcom e

ofthem easurem ent,and then both guessed and unknown

state are com pared using the �delity. Itcan be proved,

following Ref.[16],thatthe optim alm easurem entspre-

sented here,them ostinform ativeones,arealsooptim alif

wedecide,alternatively,fora �delity-like�gureofm erit

satisfying som every generalconditions[19].

IV .C O M P U TA T IO N O F �
(N )

Ithasbeen shown thatthe spectrum of�(N )(b)deter-

m inesthem axim algain ofinform ation aboutb,whereas

its eigenprojectorslead to the corresponding m easuring

strategy. O ur nextstep willbe the com putation ofthe

spectraldecom position ofthise�ective m ixed state.

Letusrewritethe generictwo-qubitpurestate(1)as

j i= UA 
 UB (c+ j+ iA 
 j+ i
B
+ c� j� iA 
 j� i

B
)

� UA 
 UB j (b)i; (19)

where c+ �

q
1+ b

2
,c� �

q
1� b

2
,the single-qubit pure

statesj+ i
A
and j� i

A
(j+ i

B
and j� i

B
)constitute an or-

thonorm albasisin Alice’s(Bob’s)part{correspondingto

som e�xed direction in theBloch sphere{,U A and UB are

unitary transform ations in each single-qubit space and

j (b)iisa referencestate.

The state �(N )(b)correspondsthen to a Haarintegral

overthegroup SU (2)� SU (2),sinceitcan beexpressed

as

�
(N )

(b)=

Z

g2G

dg
�
D (g)M (b)D (g)

y
�
 N

; (20)

wheretheindex g denotestheelem entsofthegroup G =

SU (2)� SU (2),D (g)= UA 
 UB isa 1

2
� 1

2
irreduciblerep-

resentation(irrep)ofthisgroup and M (b)= j (b)ih (b)j.

A well-known resultin group representation theoryfol-

lowing from Schur’s lem m a,the so-called orthogonality

lem m a,willbe usefulin the calculation ofthisintegral.

Considera m atrix A �� (B )given by

A
��
(B )=

Z

g2G

dgD
�
(g)B D

�y
(g); (21)

whereD � and D � aretwo unitary irrepsofthegroup G .

Then,

Lem m a 1 (orthogonality lem m a):

A
��
(B )= a(B )�

��
I; (22)

so A �� (B )iszero ifthetwo representationsareinequiv-

alent and proportionalto the identity ifthe two repre-

sentationsareequivalent.

In orderto bene�tfrom thislem m a weidentify B with

M (b)
 N = j (b)ih (b)j

 N

and then consider the rele-

vantirrepsofSU (2)� SU (2)borneby theN -fold tensor

product ofthe 1

2
� 1

2
� irrep ofthe group. These repre-

sentationsarethesupportofthestatej (b)i

 N

,and our

nexttask isto recognizethem .

Thestate j (b)i

 N

can be expanded as

j (b)i

 N

= c
N
+ j+ +:::+ +iA 
 j:i

B

+ c
N � 1
+ c�

�

j+ +:::+ �i
A

 j:i

B
+ � � � + j� +:::+ +i

A

 j:i

B

�

+ c
N � 2
+ c

2
�

�

j+ :::+ � �i
A

 j:i

B
+ � � � + j� � + :::+i

A

 j:i

B

�

+ c
N � 3
+ c

3
�

� �

+ � � � + c+ c
N � 1
�

� �

+ c
N
� j� �:::� �iA 
 j:i

B
; (23)

where j:i
B
m eans that we have exactly the sam e vec-

torin the second subsystem . Notice thatin the expres-

sion above allthe elem ents ofthe product basis fjuiig

ofthe localspaces H

 N
2 ofAlice’s and Bob’s N qubits

{i.e. ju1i = j+ +:::+ +i;ju2i = j+ +:::+ �i;� � � ;ju2N i =

j� �:::� �i{ appear in the form juiiA 
 juiiB . Notice,

in addition, that if we denote by m T the sum of the

third spin com ponent of all spinors in each ket {i.e.,

for instance m T (j+ + + i) = 3=2,m T (j+ + � i) = 1=2,

m T (j� + � i) = � 1=2,...{,the term s m ultiplied by the

sam ecom bination ofthefactorsc+ and c� havethesam e

m T in A and B .Thestate(23)can thusalsobeexpressed

as

j (b)i

 N

= cN+

X

i;m T =
N

2

juiiA 
 juiiB

+ c
N � 1
+ c�

X

i;m T =
N

2
� 1

juiiA 
 juiiB + � � �

+ cN�

X

i;m T = �
N

2

juiiA 
 juiiB : (24)
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W e m ove now from the localspin basis fjuiiA g to the

coupled one fjviiA g in Alice’sN qubits,and we also do

the sam e in Bob’s. The following lem m a,that can be

easily checked,willbe usefulhere.

Lem m a 2: Letfjeiig and fjfiig be two orthonorm al

basis in Cl,related by an orthogonaltransform ation O ,

so thatjeii=
P

j
O ijjfji,with O � = O ,and O � 1 = O y.

Then,

lX

i= 1

jeii
 jeii=

lX

i= 1

jfii
 jfii: (25)

Now,notice that the unitary transform ation relating

the localbasisand the coupled one isreal(since allthe

Clebsch-G ordan coe�cientsarereal)and thatthere isa

conservation ruleforthetotalthird spin com ponent(i.e.

the Clebsch-G ordan coe�cients that couple two states

with third com ponentm 1 and m 2 toacoupled statewith

third com ponentm areproportionalto�m ;m 1+ m 2
).Then

Eq.(24)can bereexpressed,usingtheprevioustwofacts

and lem m a 2,in the coupled basisas

j (b)i

 N

= cN+

X

i;m T =
N

2

jviiA 
 jviiB

+ c
N � 1
+ c�

X

i;m T =
N

2
� 1

jviiA 
 jviiB + � � �

+ cN�

X

i;m T = �
N

2

jviiA 
 jviiB : (26)

(see the exam plesin nextSection form ore details). W e

note thatthe sym m etry between the term sin A and in

B allowsusto derive(26)from (24).

Let us now have a closer look into Eq. (26). The

term with coe�cientc N
+ correspondssim ply to the state

with a totalspin j m axim alin both Alice’s and Bob’s

subsystem (i.e.,jA = jB = N

2
) and also m axim althird

spin com ponent m ,nam ely m A = m B = N

2
. W e can

thuswrite,with thenotation jjA m A iA 
 j
jB m B iB ,jv1i�

jv1iA 
 jv1iB = j
N

2
N

2
i
A

 j

N

2
N

2
i
B
.Thisstatebelongstoa

N

2

 N

2
-irrep ofthegroup SU (2)� SU (2).Thecoe�cient

c
N � 1
+ c� correspondstoallstateswith m A = m B = N

2
� 1.

Apartfrom jv2i� j
N

2
N

2
� 1i

A

 j

N

2
N

2
� 1i

B
,which again

belongsto theprevious N

2

 N

2
-irrep,therem aining N �1

kets, jv3i� � � jvN + 1i have jA = jB = N

2
� 1, and thus

belongtoN �1di�erent(butequivalent)(N
2
�1)
 (N

2
�1)-

irrepsofthegroup.Butsinceonlythelinearcom bination

jv3i+ � � � + jvN +1iappears,the relevantirrep isjustthe

sym m etric com bination ofthe latter N � 1 ones,which

we willdenote by f(N
2
� 1)
 (N

2
� 1)gsym ,and which no

longerdecom posesastheproductoftwoirrepsofSU (2).

The sam eappliesfor(N
2
� 2)
 (N

2
� 2)-irrepsand so on.

Thus,thespacewhich supportstheinitialstatecan be

decom posed in term sofirrepsofSU (2)� SU (2)as

N

2


N

2
�

��
N

2
� 1

�




�
N

2
� 1

� �

sym

� :::

�

�
N m od2

2


N m od2

2

�

sym

; (27)

where N m od2 is equalto one for odd N and equalto

zeroforeven N .Itcan bechecked thatthisresultagrees

dim ensionally with form ula (15).

The decom position shown above in term s ofthe rel-

evantirreps ofthe group SU (2)� SU (2) together with

the orthogonality lem m a can be used to solve the inte-

gralin (20).Aswehaveargued,when plugging (26)into

(20)thecrossterm scorrespondingto inequivalentrepre-

sentations{such asjv1i(hv3j+ ::::+ hvN +1j){ vanish aswe

integrate,whiletheterm swithin thesam erepresentation

{such asjv1ihv1j{ lead to a contribution proportionalto

the identity in the subspace associated with the repre-

sentation.So the state �(N )(b)isequalto

�
(N )

(b)= �1(b)IN

2

 N

2

+ �2(b)If(N
2
�1)
 (N

2
�1)gsym

+ :::

+ �m (b)If N m od 2

2

 N m od 2

2
gsym

: (28)

This is the spectraldecom position we are looking for,

where f�jg are the entanglem entdependenteigenvalues

of�(N )(b),the trace ofthe identities giving the corre-

sponding m ultiplicities fnjg. It is im portant to notice

that,asitwasm entioned before,the eigenspacesarein-

dependentofb.

Thecalculation ofnj�j can now bereadily perform ed

from Eq. (26)by com puting the trace ofthe projection

ofj (b)i
N
into each relevant irrep. The determ ination

ofthespectrum of�(N )(b)com pletes,aswehaveshown,

the construction ofthe optim alm easurem entforthe es-

tim ation ofthe entanglem ent. In the nextsection som e

exam plesarestudied in orderto clarify theim plem enta-

tion ofthe procedure.

V .SO M E EX A M P LES:T H E N = 1;2;3 C A SES

A N D B EY O N D .

In this section we willapply the procedure described

above to obtain the optim alestim ation ofb when one,

two and three identicalcopiesofthe initialstate are at

ourdisposal.

A .N = 1

Thesim plestcase,N = 1,isnow straightforward.The

state written as in (19) belongs to the 1

2

 1

2
irrep of

SU (2)� SU (2). From (20)we have,using the orthogo-

nality lem m a asin (28),
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�
(1)
(b)=

Z

dgD (g)M (b)D (g)
y
= �1(b)I: (29)

Theeigenvalue�1(b)=
1

4
isobtained by taking thetrace

in theexpression above.Theprobability p(kjb)(see(13))

isindependentofb,sothatp(k)= p(kjb)and theaverage

K ullback inform ation (9)vanishes.

Consequently,no inform ation whatsoever can be ob-

tained abouttheentanglem entofa com pletely unknown

purestate ifonly onecopy isatourdisposal.

B .N = 2

FortheN = 2 casetheinitialstatehastheform ,from

(23)or(24),

j (b)i

 2

= c
2
+ j+ +iA 
 j:i

B

+ c+ c� (j+ �iA 
 j:i
B
+ j� +i

A

 j:i

B
)

+ c
2
� j� �i

A

 j:i

B
; (30)

Now,using lem m a 2 and theconservation law m entioned

beforefortheClebsch-G ordan coe�cients(cf.Eq.(26)),

wecan rewritethe state as

j (b)i

 2

= c
2
+ j

11i
A

 j:i

B

+ c+ c�
�
j10i

A

 j:i

B
+ j00i

A

 j:i

B

�

+ c
2
� j

1 �1i
A

 j:i

B
; (31)

where foreach party the coupled basisisrelated to the

localone by m eansofan orthogonaltransform ation,as

usual,

j11i= j+ + i; j1 �1i= j� � i;

j10i=
1
p
2

�

j+ � i+ j� + i

�

;

j00i=
1
p
2

�

j+ � i� j� + i

�

: (32)

Thestatej (b)i
 2 in (31)issupported then in the1
 1-

and the 0 
 0- irreps ofSU (2)� SU (2),and now the

application oflem m a 1 givesfor�(2)(b)

�
(2)
(b)= �1(b)I1
 1 + �2(b)I0
 0: (33)

W ejustneed to pick up thecontributionsof(31)to each

irrep,thatisthe trace ofthe corresponding projections,

to �nd that

n1�1(b)=
�
c
4
+ + c

2
+ c

2
� + c

4
�

�
=

3+ b2

4

n2�2(b)= c
2
+ c

2
� =

1� b2

4
: (34)

The optim alm easurem ent (see Eq. (18)) then con-

sistsoftwo projectorsonto the1
 1-and 0
 0-irrepsof

SU (2)
 SU (2),with probabilities p(1jb) = n1�1(b) =
3+ b

2

4
and p(2jb) = n2�2(b) = 1� b

2

4
, and from them

p(1)= 9

10
and p(2)= 1

10
.Finally thegain ofinform ation

can be com puted using (9)and itgives �K = 0:0375 bits.

C .N = 3

The last case we want to discuss is N = 3. Starting

now from (26)wehave

j (b)i

 3

= c
3
+ j

3

2
3

2
i
A

 j:i

B

+ c
2
+ c�

�

j
3

2
1

2
i
A

 j:i

B
+ j

1

2
1

2
i
A

 j:i

B
+ j

1

2

0
1

2
i
A

 j:i

B

�

+ c+ c
2
�

�

j
3

2 � 1

2
i
A

 j:i

B
+ j

1

2 � 1

2
i
A

 j:i

B
+ j

1

2

0

� 1

2
i
A

 j:i

B

�

+ c
3
� j

3

2 � 3

2
i
A

 j:i

B
; (35)

we observe thatonly contributionsto the 3

2

 3

2
-and to

two di�erent 1

2

 1

2
-irrepsofSU (2)� SU (2)appear.No-

tice,in addition,thatsince in thisexpansion the contri-

butionsto 1

2

 1

2
and to 1

2

0

 1

2

0
onlyappearin asym m etric

linearcom bination (i.e.j
1

2
1

2
i
A

 j:i

B
+ j

1

2

0
1

2
i
A

 j:i

B
and

j
1

2 � 1

2
i
A

 j:i

B
+ j

1

2

0

� 1

2
i
A

 j:i

B
),therelevantirrepsispre-

cisely a sym m etric com bination ofthe two latter ones,

f1
2

 1

2
gsym .The orthogonality lem m a givesnow

�
(3)
(b)= �1(b)I3

2

 3

2

+ �2(b)If 1

2

 1

2
gsym

: (36)

Finally,by collectingthetracesofeach projection of(35)

onto each irrepsweobtain

n1�1(b)=
�
c
6
+ + c

4
+ c

2
� + c

2
+ c

4
� + c

6
�

�
=

1+ b2

2

n2�2(b)= 2
�
c
4
+ c

2
� + c

2
+ c

4
�

�
=

1� b2

2
; (37)

and thustheoptim alm easurem entiscom posed by a 16-

dim ensionaland a 4-dim ensionalprojectorsinto the two

irrepsshown above,thecorrespondingprobabilitiesbeing

p(1jb)= 1+ b
2

2
and p(2jb)= 1� b

2

2
. From them p(1)= 4

5

and p(2)= 1

5
,and thegain ofinform ation isof0.084bits.

D .N > 3

W ehaveapplied thesam e,generalproceduretoobtain

thegain ofinform ation up to N = 80,asreported in Ta-

bleIand Figure1.W eobservea logarithm icasym ptotic

dependence ofthe gain ofinform ation on the num berN

ofavailablecopiesofj i,which reads

�K � 0:44log2 N (38)

bitsofinform ation on b.

V I.O P T IM A L EST IM A T IO N O F M IX IN G

So far we have considered the m ostgeneralm easure-

m entinvolvingthewholespace(H 2 
 H 2)

 N

ofN copies

ofa two-qubit pure state. Now we are going to study
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optim allocalm easurem entsforthe estim ation ofitsen-

tanglem ent.Alicewillperform a collectivem easurem ent

overthe N copiesofthe state �A in Eq. (2)atherdis-

posalin ordertoestim atetheparam eterb.Consequently,

wearealsostudyingoptim alstrategiesforestim atingthe

degree ofm ixing ofa single-qubitm ixed state,when N

copiesareavailable.

In order to study the latter with m ore generality we

willconsidera genericpriordistribution f(b)forthe de-

greeofm ixing while keeping an isotropic distribution in

theBloch vectordirection â oftheunknown m ixed state,

with

Z

S 2

dâ

4�

Z 1

0

dbf(b)= 1: (39)

A generalm easurem ent on the localcom posite system

supporting the state �

 N

A
consists of a resolution of

the identity in the corresponding Hilbertspace H

 N
2 by

m eansofpositive operatorsM (k). The gain ofinform a-

tion isasin (9),wherenow

p(kjb)= tr

�

M
(k)
�
(N )

A
(b)

�

; (40)

so thatweneed to com pute the e�ectivem ixed state

�
(N )

A
(b)�

Z

g2G

dg
�
D (g)�A (b)D (g)

y
�
 N

; (41)

where the integral is perform ed over the group G =

SU (2)and a singlecopy ofthe m ixed state

�A = UA �A (b)U
y

A
(42)

hasbeen expressed,asbefore,interm sofareferencestate

�A (b) �
�
c2+ j+ ih+ j+ c2� j� ih� j

�
and a unitary transfor-

m ation UA . The procedure to be followed is analogous

to the previous one,the spectraldecom position ofthe

state(41)allowing usto build theoptim alm easurem ent.

Thedensity m atrix �A (b)

 N can bewritten {by using

a straightforward m odi�cation oflem m a 2 and them en-

tioned properties ofthe Clebsh-G ordan coe�cients{ in

term softhe coupled basisfjviiA g as

�A (b)

 N

= c2N+

X

i;m T =
N

2

jviihvijA

+ c
2(N � 1)

+ c2�

X

i;m T =
N

2
� 1

jviihvijA + :::

+ c2N�

X

i;m T = �
N

2

jviihvijA : (43)

Noticethattheim portantroleplayed beforeby thesym -

m etry between the kets in A and B (cf. Eq. (26)) is

now played by the sym m etry between the term s in the

bra and in the ket. Howeverwe see that now there are

no crossterm sbetween inequivalentirrepsofSU (2),and

that equivalent irreps,such as the N � 1 copies ofthe

(N
2
�1)� irrep,obtain equalbut independent contribu-

tions.ThespaceH

 N
2 ,decom posed in term sofirrepsof

SU (2),is(seealso Refs.[6]and [17])

H

 N
2 =

N

2
�

�
N

2
�1

�

� :::�

�
N

2
�1

�

� :::

�
N m od2

2
� :::�

N m od2

2
: (44)

The spectraldecom position of�
(N )

A
(b) is determ ined

by application ofthe orthogonality lem m a.Since equiv-

alentirrepsreceivealwaysthe sam econtributionsin the

decom position (43), the corresponding eigenvalues are

equal,so that(41)reads

�
(N )

A
(b)= �

L
1 (b)IN

2

+ �
L
2 (b)

�

IN

2
�1 + :::+ IN

2
�1

�

+ :::

+ �
L
m (b)

�

IN m od 2

2

+ :::+ IN m od 2

2

�

: (45)

This is,ofcourse,sim ply what rem ains from Eq. (28)

when Bob’s subsystem is traced out, and we have in-

cluded the wholederivation only forcom pleteness.

Eqs.(16-18)stillhold and thereforethe optim alm ea-

surem entforthedegreeofm ixing bcorresponds,forany

isotropicdistribution,toprojectionsontoeachofthesub-

spacesassociated with theeigenvaluesf�L
k
g.Thegain of

inform ation is then given by the righthand side ofEq.

(18).Notice thatboth the num berofoutcom esand the

corresponding probabilities p(kjb) = nLk �
L
k (b) are equal

to theonesobtained beforeforentanglem entestim ation.

In particular, it follows that there is no way to learn

aboutthe degree ofm ixture ofan unknown m ixed state

ifonly onecopy isavailable.

V II.D ISC U SSIO N A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have presented in this work an optim al strat-

egy forthe estim ation ofthe entanglem entoftwo-qubit

pure states, when N copies are available. Such opti-

m alm easurem ent is also m inim al,in the sense that it

consists ofthe m inim um num ber ofoutcom es, nam ely

N =2 + 1 ((N + 1)=2) outcom es for the even (odd) N -

copy case. M ost ofthe corresponding projectors are of

dim ension greaterthan one,and ofcourseany furtherde-

com position ofthem can be used in principle to obtain,

sim ultaneously,som eadditionalinform ation aboutother

properties ofthe unknown state,although our optim al

POVM isnotcom patible with projecting onto statesof

the form j ii

 N

asoptim alPOVM forstate determ ina-

tion do [2{5],and they are thus less powerfulfor that

purpose.

An interesting particularcaseiswhen the initialstate

isa productone,i.e. b= 1. Itcan be seen thatin this

situation wehaveonly theoutcom ecorresponding to the

7



space ofm axim um spin,since n1�1(1) = 1. Therefore

ifthe outcom e k,with k > 1,isobtained we can assure

thatthe stateisentangled.

In the previous Section we have also been concerned

with theoptim alestim ation ofthedegreeofm ixing.O ur

optim alm easurem ent,againm inim al,can beused,forin-

stance,to quantify the degreeofpurity ofstatescreated

by a preparation device whose polarization direction we

ignore. O ur strategy is actually com plem entary to the

oneaim ing atrevealing optim ally the direction ofpolar-

ization ofthe state [1].Asa m atteroffact,the optim al

POVM we haveobtained isjusta coarsegraining ofthe

oneobtained in [6]foroptim alestim ation ofm ixed states,

which turns out to reach also the optim alstandards of

direction estim ation obtained in [1]. Consequently,di-

rection and m odulusofthe Bloch vectorofan unknown

m ixed state can be optim ally estim ated sim ultaneously.

Notice thatthis is nota frequentsituation. If,instead,

we would like to estim ate the x;y and z com ponentsof

theBloch vectorindependently,wewould haveobtained

incom patibleoptim alstrategies(considere.g.theN = 1

case,where an optim alm easurem entforthe com ponent

ofthe Bloch vector along direction n̂ consists ofa two

outcom em easurem entprojecting on thatdirection).

Finally,we can argue that bilocalm easurem ents,ei-

ther uncorrelated or classically correlated,do not im ply

any im provem enton thesim pler,localonesforentangle-

m entestim ation. O nce we getan outcom e from Alice’s

localm easurem entwecan com puteBob’se�ectivestate,

and itisclearfrom Eq.(28)thathisoutcom ewillbethe

sam e as Alice’s,so that no extra inform ation on b will

be obtained. W e have also seen thatthe optim alglobal

m easurem enton j i

 N

isperfectly m im icked by a local

oneon �

 N

A
(or�


 N

B
),so thatactually allfourclassesof

m easurem entsconsidered in Section IIIA areequivalent.

In fact,with hindsight,one can understand this result:

localm easurem ents are perform ed on the reduced den-

sity m atrix,which isobtained by a partialtraceoverthe

othersubsystem . Thisoperation erasesthe inform ation

contained in the param eters� and b̂ofEq.(1).O n the

other hand the globalm easurem ent can be interpreted

asbeing perform ed on thee�ectivedensity m atrix ofEq.

(14),where the sam e param eters have been integrated

over.Thisoperation erasestheinform ation contained in

them too.

Itwould be challenging to addressthe sam e question

for bipartite m ixed states, and for system s shared by

m orethan twoparties.Noticethatin noneofthesecases

optim alestim ation ofthenon-localparam eterswould be

possibleby m eansoflocal(oreven uncorrelated bilocal)

m easuring strategies. This is the case for m ixed states

because any given reduced density m atrix �A m ay cor-

respond to in�nitely m any m ixed states�,with di�erent

degrees ofentanglem ent,so that not even in the lim it

N ! 1 can the entanglem entof� be properly inferred

from �

 N

A
. The m ere existence ofhidden non-localpa-

ram eters [18],that is ofentanglem ent param eters that

are erased during the partialtrace operation,also pre-

ventsuncorrelated localstrategiesfrom beingoptim alfor

estim ation ofpure-statetripartite entanglem ent.

To conclude, two-qubit pure-state entanglem ent, a

quantum non-localproperty,can beoptim ally estim ated

by m eansoflocal,butcollective,m easurem ents.
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N �K

1 0
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3 0.08397
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10 0.39245

20 0.69639
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60 1.32005

80 1.50261

TABLE I. Averagegain ofinform ation �K aboutbgiven N

copiesofthe state j i.

1 2 3 4 5 6
Log(2,N)

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

1.4

Average K

FIG .1. Average gain of inform ation �K about b given

N copies ofthe state j i. The points represent the results

obtained by the described optim alm easurem ent, while the

line showsthe asym ptotic behavior.
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