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A bstract

W e present two m ethods for optin alentanglem ent concentration from pure entangled
states by local actions only. However a prior know ledge of the Schm idt coe cients is
required. The 1rst method is optimally e cient only when a nie ensemble of pure
entangled states are available w hereas the second m ethod realizes the single pair optin al
concentration probability. W e also propose an entanglem ent assisted m ethod which is
again optim ally e cienteven fora sihglkpair. W e also discuss concentrating entanglem ent
from N -partite cat like states.

1 Introduction

Quantum superposition principle gives rise to what is known as quantum entanglem ent ],
a non classical property exhibited by com posite systam s. By virtue of this property, subsys—
tem s of a com posite system show nonlocal correlations between them and had been studied
extensively in the context of EPR problem E]and Bell's inequality E]. However rapid de-
velopm ents in the last few years changed the scenario altogether. Now it is well understood
that entanglem ent serves as an usefiil physical resource for nform ation processing ], and
quantum ocom putation E] and allow s m anjpulation lke any other physical resources. Som e
key applications of entanglem ent inclide, quantum teleportation ], dense coding ﬂ], secure
key distrbution [g] and reduction of com m unication com plexiy E]. Here one m ay note that
m axin ally entangled states Bell states) are essential for aithfiil quantum com m unication,
for exam ple tekportation [] and secure quantum key distrbution ff]. T herefore, protocols
have been developed for obtaining a better entangled state from a less entangled one by local
operations and classical com m unications. T hese processes are suitably termm ed as entangle-
m ent concentration E,@,@,E] w hen one extractsm axin ally entangled states (henceforth
M ES) from pure entangled states and puri cation or distillation ,,] when MES are
obtained from m ixed entangled states.

T he basic idea of entanglem ent concentration is the follow ing: T wo distant cbservers, A lice
and Bob, are supplied with a nite ensemble of pure states from which they wish to extract
maxinum possble M ES, where they are only allowed to perform local actions, eg., uniary
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transform ations and m easurem ents, on their regpective subsystem s along w ith any auxiliary
system (ancilla) they m ight prepare and classical com m unication.

Theain ofthiscontribution isto present two m ethods for optim alentanglem ent concentration

from pure entangled states using only local actions. For our m ethods to be sucoessfiil A lice

and Bob should know the Schm idt coe cients of the given entangled state(s). The rst
m ethod becom es optin ally e cient when a nie (not necessarily large) ensemble of pure
states are available. The seocond m ethod that we suggest however produces the optin al
single pair concentration probability and possbly powerfiil than the rst method. Besides
we also propose an entanglem ent assisted concentration protocol. W e show that if A lice uses
an entangled state as an ancillary resource (for exam ple, as In the protocol of Bose et. al
@]) then one can obtain the optim al single pair concentration probability by opting for a

di erentm easurem ent schem e. W e also discusshow them ethods developed for entanglem ent
concentration for bipartite system s can also be successfilly applied in case of m ultipartite

cat-like states.

Q ubit assisted m ethods: The st method that we suggest requires A lice to prepare a qubit
(@ncilla: an auxiliary two level quantum system ) In a state, say, j 1 (the coe cients of this
state are initially chosen to be the Schm idt coe cients of the supplied entangled state). T he
procedure needs to be carried out separately on each m em berofthe given ensembl. T hus, the
ancilla qubit after being used once to purify a singk pair, isbrought back to the desired state
by passing it through a polarizer for further application. H ere we would like to point out that
in order to obtain the optim al fraction ofM E S them ethod should be continued in an iterative
fashion, in principle, inde nitely. Let us explain what we m ean by this. Suppose A lice and
Bob are nitially supplied with N (as we shall see need not be necessarily very large) pure
entangled states. A fter carrying out the protocol over all the m em bers of this ensam ble they
are keft with say N1 numberofM ES and N N ;) of less entangled pairs w hereby they select
them em bers of this less entangled sub ensam ble, repeat the protoocoland so on. T his terative
process if continued inde nitely, A lice and Bob nally end up w ih the optim al fraction of
MES. It may be worth m entioning that the present m ethod doesn’t require the supplied
ensam bl to be In nie (ie., the optim al fraction is not approached asym ptotically), but in
practice the iterative procedure m akes sense only when the supplied ensam bl is reasonably
large. O urm ethod can also be understood Intuitively from conservation ofentanglem ent. A's
w illbe shown later that at every step of this concentration proocedure average entanglem ent
rem ains conserved In plying that asM ES are being produced the rem aining pairs tum Iless
entangled. F inally when the optin al fraction of the Bell states is obtained in the lim it of an
In nite sequence, the rem aining pairs becom e totally disentangled.

T he second protocol goes like this: Let us assum e that Bob takes the responsibility of per—
form ing the desired local operations for entanglem ent concentration. He now prepares an
ancillary qubi In state Pi. The procedure now works n two steps. The rst step involves
in perform ing a CNOT on the two qubis that Bob holds. The second step is to perfomm

an optim al state discrin ination m easurem ent (@n optin alPOVM ) on any one of the qubits
belonging to Bob. Consequently a conclusive result of such a m easurem ents generates a
m axin ally entangled state between A lice and Bob.

Entanglem ent assisted m ethod: Here any one of the parties, say A lice requires to prepare
an entangled state to In plem ent the protocol. In Ref. @] the authors proposed an op-
tim ally e cient entanglem ent assisted concentration protocol using entanglem ent swapping



E]. H ow ever the m ethod E] isnot optin ally e cient for concentrating entanglem ent from
a sihgl pair. W e show that resorting to a di erent m easurem ent schem e one can however
obtain the optim al single pair concentration probabiliy.

M ulipartite entanglem ent C oncentration : B jpartite pure entangled states have unique repre—
sentation through their Schm idt decom posable property. T his m akes dealing w ith bipartite

pure states relatively easier than m ultipartite states not because of the larger num ber of par-
ties being involved In the later case but for the fact that there is no unigue representation

for pure m ultjpartite entangled states analogous to Schm idt decom position. In this paper
we treat the problem of m ultjpartite entanglem ent concentration only for a restricted class

of states, viz. the N -partite cat-lke states and one should note that these type of states

are Schm idt decom posable. O ne advantage of the m ethods that we developed for treating

bipartite system s is that they are equally applicable for m ultipartite system s w ithout any

modi cations whatsoever. Usihg them we show that the probability of entanglem ent con-
centration for multipartite cat like states is sam e as that In bipartite system s. Thus the

obtained concentration probability is con gctured to be optin al for m ultipartite system s that

are Schm idt decom posable.

Tools required for entanglkm ent concentration :— Local O perations and C lassical com m unica—
tion: T he local operations that are In generalused for entanglem ent concentration and distil-
Jation procedures include proEctive Von N eum ann m easuram ent, generalized m easurem ents,
in particular the POVM required for optin al state discrin ination between two non orthog-
onal states @], ncom plete Bell m easuram ents (for exam ple, see Ref. @]) and the CNOT
(or quantum XOR) gate (an unitary transform ation acting on pairs of spin-1/2 that jpsthe
second son ifand only ifthe rst spin is\up" ie., it changes the second bit I the rstbitis
\1" El and is de ned by the follow ng transform ation rules: P0i ! POi;P1i! P1i;J0i'!
J1i;q1i ! J0i).

Besides these, classical com m unication is an Integral part of all protocols. It can be either
two way or one way depending on the resgoective protocol. This is necessary to inform the

partners about the resul of the local quantum operations in order to select the successfiil
cases.

T his paper is arranged as follows. In Sec. 2 we present the qubit assisted entanglem ent
concentration m ethods. In Sec. 3 we discuss entanglem ent assisted entanglem ent concentra—
tion. W e propose a m easuram ent schem e that produces the optin al single pair concentration
probability. Sec. 4 is devoted to discussions regarding the relative m erits of our schem es com —
pared to the existing protocols E,, @]. E xperim ental feasbility of the suggested and the
existing m ethods is also discussed. In Sec. 5 entanglem ent concentration from multipartite
cat—like states is discussed. Finally in Sec. 6 we sum m arize and conclude.

2 Qubit assisted Entanglem ent C oncentration

2.1 Proposalone:

Suppose A lice and Bob share a pure entangled state of the fom ,
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In our notation J'i= ili and j#i= Pi.



J kg = PO+ Jlig @)
wherewe take ; toberesaland <

A lice prepares a qubit in the state,
Jji, = Pi+ di: )

T he preparation ofthe qubit In state ) is crucial. N ote that A lice should know the Schm idt
coe cients of the supplied pure entangled state In order to prepare her ancillary qubit. T hus
the com bined state of the three qubits is given by,

.. . .. 2 , , , 2 ,
J g T 31 J &y~ D001, 5,5 * P14, ap t J003, a,p t+ 1114, 5,5 B

The st two qubits belongs to A lice (denoted by A; and A ) and the last one belongs to
Bob. T he entanglem ent concentration procedure nvolves two steps.

Step 1 : A liceperform saCNO T operation on hertwo qubits. B ob doesn’t need to do anything.
This isthem ost di cul stage because to carry out CNO T operation is In no sense a trivial
Pb. The resulting state tums out to be

0 2 : . . 2 \
AB P00iy 5,5 + P1liy 55 + J104y 5,5 * J014, 4,8 @)

Interchanging the position of the st two qubits since both belong to A lice Eqg. (4) can be
w ritten as,

0 2 . . . 2 \
AR = :DOOJ.AzAlB + jJ.OlJR2A1B + jllOJAZAlB + :DlllAzAlB ®)

Step 2 : This is an easy part where A lice perform s a Von Neum ann progctive m easuram ent
on the qubit A,, she holds ie., she m easures the z-com ponent of the spin ofqubit A,. This
isbrought about by w riting Eq. (5) as,

E
0

s Pi, 2poi+ 2 jllily,p + 1i,, [Pli+ J0ik,s (6)

T hus if the outcom e of A lice’s m easurem ent is \up " ie \1", the resulting pair shared by
A lice and Bob gets m axin ally entangled. O therw ise they com e up w ith a lesser entangled

state than what they initially shared. So the question is perform ing the above operations how

often they sucoeed In getting a m axin ally entangled state. T his can easily be seen by noting
that the probability w ith which outcom e \1" is obtained is2 2 2. This is in fact the singlke
pair concentration probability using thism ethod. H ow ever this is not the optim alprobability.
W e now show that given a nite number of entangled states one can in plm ent an iterative
procedure to obtain the optim al fraction of m axin ally entangled states.

Suppose A lice and Bob initially shared N (Wwhich we shall presently see need not necessarily
be very large) pure entangled states. T he basic steps are the follow Ing:



2 2

(1) Applying the protocolover theN m em bers individually, they end up w ith 2N num ber

ofMES.

(2) Now they pick out the ream ainingN (1 2 229y=N(4+ 9 num ber of pairs which are
not m axin ally entangled. Note that now each m ember of this lss entangld sub ensamble
are In a state given by

j liAB = 1 :DOiAB + 1 j]-liAB 7 (7)

where ;= P% and 1= p%.Acooxdjng]y,AJjoe prepares her qubit In the state
+ +

Jiiy = 1Pi+ o i ®)
and the single pair concentration procedure is applied again.
(3) T his tterative procedure is continued inde nitely.

Now we show that the above procedure, when continued inde nitely, in the Iim it ofan in nite
sequence, the nalensemble generated com prise 2 2 fraction ofM ES.

T he proof is as llow s: Ifthey begin w th N pair of pure entangled states and nally end up
wih Ny g number ofM ES, then the fraction ofM E S produced is given by,

" #
N 2 4 4 o 8 8 2 16 16
ME _ 5, 2 2, + +
N (4+ 4) (4+ 4)(8+ 8) (4+ 4)(8+ 8)(l6+ 16)
)
which can be rew ritten as,
" 4 12 #
N 1
N L+ x% @+ x%) Q+x% @+ x) @+ %) 1+ x19)
10)
where0< x= — < 1.
Tt is straightforward to show that the follow ing In nite series
1 %4 %12 %28
= + + + +
A+ x%) C+xHC+x8) A+ xHQ+ x8)A+ xt%) @+ xHa+ x®) A+ x%) @+ x3?)
11)

uniform Iy converges to 1 for allx 2 (0;1), whersby N{é—E = 2 2, known to be the optin al
fraction of M ES cbtainabl from pure entangled states. Hence our protocol indeed sucoeeds
In extracting the optim al fraction of Bell states from an arbitrary num ber of pure entangled
states. The e ciency of this m ethod though optin al crucially depends on the rate of con-
vergence of the serdes (11). However it is easy to see from (11) that the series converges very
rapidly. From a practicalpoint ofview the optim al fraction is therefore approached very fast
starting w ith a reasonable num ber of pure entangled states.



W e now discuss the operational m eaning of our protocol. W e have seen that the optin al
fraction is independent ofthe size of the ensemble. By thiswem ean that the optin al fraction

of Bell states that can be obtained is not reached asym ptotically ie.. it is not necessary to

have an In nie ensambl. However, to achieve the optin al result the iteration procedure
needs to be continued, in principle, inde nitely. H owever the rapid convergence of the series
(11) ensures that , even In practice, to continue this iterative procedure in order to approach

the optim al fraction we only need to have a reasonably sized ensem ble. Note that for this

m ethod to be successfiil it is necessary to know and , the Schm dt coe cients of the
Initially supplied pure entangld states. C lassical com m unication is also required for A lice to

convey her result to Bob In order to select the successfiil cases.

Now we show that a particular m easure of entanglem ent viz. entanglem ent of single pair
puri cation ], is conserved on an average. W e treat this conservation of entanglem ent in
the sam e sense as discussed in Ref. E]. W e show that In our case also average entanglem ent
is ndeed conserved and therefore optim al in the sense that best com bination of entangled
states are obtained in the process. From the results of Lo and Popescu B] it follow s that
Initially the average values of entanglem ent shared between A lice and Bob is

. 2
he 1before =2 (12)

where isthe snaller Schm idt coe cient. A fter carrying out our protocol on a single pair
the average entanglem ent shared by A lice and Bob is given by,

i =2%+227%=27 (13)

T hus average entanglem ent is conserved at each step of the above procedure which im plies
that w hen the optin alfraction is reached, the rem aining fraction becom es totally disentangled
provided the process is continued inde nitely.

Now a few rem arks regarding the e ciency of ourm ethod as com pared to the other existing
protocols {14, 11, [31. A swe have discussed earlier, to realize the optin al fraction ofM ES the
irerative proocedure needs to be continued inde nitely. But in practice the iterative procedure
m akes sense only when A lice and Bob have in their possession a reasonabl num ber of pure
entanglkd states to start with. Therefore we can only say that our m ethod is as e cient
as the other optin al ones @, @, @]. A s noted earlier the optin al fraction is approached
very fast (see (11)) so any reasonably nite number of pure entangled states is required to
in plem ent thism ethod successfiilly. H ow ever w e note that a know ledge of Schm idt coe cients
is necessary to inm plem ent our m ethod and P rocrustean m ethod E] w hereas the Schm idt
decom position m ethod, although works for any unknown ensam ble of pure states but there
the optin al fraction is approached asym ptotically.

2.2 Proposaltwo:

A lice prepares an ancilla qubit in state Pi. T hus the com bined state is

J by Pig = P00, + J104,4 14)



where the rst qubitbelongs to A lice and the last two belongs to Bob. Bob now sub fctshis
two qubito a CNOT operation whereby the new state given by

J g = PO0L,p + J1liyp 15)

can also be written as

+

1
J hp = p_i ap ( P+ Ji)p + ap ( P1 i)y (16)

where the states j i, arede ned by,

1
AB p_z (P0ipp  Jling) 17)

From (16) it is clear that a state discrim ination m easurem ent which can conclusively dis—
tinguish between the two non orthogonal states ( Pi+  Ji) and ( Pi i) will give
the desired result. Now , this optin al state discrin ination m easurem ent which is an optim al
POVM m easuram ent can be carried out on any one of the two qubits that Bob holds and lt
us assum e that it is the second qubit on which such a m easurem ent is perform ed. N ote that
the scalar product of these two nonorthogonal states is 2 2 ). The respective positive
operators that form an optimn alPOVM E] are:

! ! !
2
1 2 2 1 2

0
Ar= 773 2 B 2 iA3= . 1s)

T he optin alprobability of obtaining a conclusive result from such a generalized m easurem ent
POVM ) is1 2?2 =2 ?, Risclarthat this is also being the probability of obtaining
a m axin ally entangled state shared by A lice and Bob because a conclusive outcom e in plies
that the entangled state shared by A lice and Bob is now given by either j * g orj 4,4

depending on the state of the second qubit of Bob. For exam ple, suppose Bob conclides
that the state of his second qubi affer the POVM measurement is ( Pi+  jli), then wih
certainty he also concludes that the m axin ally entangled state that he now sharesw ith A lice
is § *i. Thus this m ethod produces the optin al probability of entanglem ent concentration
for a single pure entangled state.

3 Entanglem ent assisted Entanglem ent C oncentration:

In them ethod that we now discuss A lice needs to prepare a sin ilar entangled state locally In
Ref. @] Bose et. al. proposed an optim ally e cient protocol for entanglem ent concentration
via entanglem ent swapping E] w here an ancillary entangled state is prepared beforehand to
carry out the protoool. W e note that the singl pair concentration probability for a state of
the form (1) as discussed in Ref. E] is 2 2 2 and this is not the optim al value. Here we
would lke to point out that the rst proposal of ours (see Sec. 2.1) sucoeeds In realizing
the sam e single pair concentration probability using only a single qubit as an additional



resource. Since an entanglem ent is a m ore powerfiil resource than a qubit i is not unusual
to suspect that a better m easurem ent schem e m ight be devised which can in prove the sihgl
pair concentration probability. This is what we suggest here. O f course the feasbility to
realize our m ethod experim entally is not very certain taking into account the present day
technology. The advantage of the protocol of Bose et. al E] is that their m ethod can be
successfiilly in plem ented in the laboratory w ith the present day technology.

W e begin w ith the follow ing facts. A lice prepares A lice and Bob share a pure entangled state
of the form (1). A lice also locally prepares another entangled pair in the sam e state. Thus
the com bined state m ay be w ritten as,

Jhg =3 % J k= :DOiAlAZ + j]'leIAz :DOiAgB + jj-le3B 19)
where the su ces A ;A , denote the qubits of the auxiliary entangled pair and the su x A3

denotes the qubit that is the part of the entangled pair shared by A lice and Bob. Now we
note that (19) can also be w ritten as

N i
Co. 1 2 : 2 : it 2 i 2 i j i
J s T POi+ “31i, L 3 Tde t Poi I a8, s

h i
+ + + (20)

+ AjyA3 A.1B AyA3 A1B

Now the m easuram ent part of A lice takes place In two steps:

Step 1: A m easurem ent that pro fctsthe state onto either ofthe subspaces span by £001; jl1ig
or £1i;40ig.

Step 2: An approprate m easurem ent depending on the outcom e of step 1 that generates a
m axin ally entangled state between A lice and Bob.

First note that there are two possble outcom es of the m easurem ent done In step 1 and
consequently, m easurem ent part of step 2 is to be de ned accordingly.

O utcom e one: A lice’sm easurem ent pro gcts the state onto the subspace spanned by £01; jl1ig.
This happensw ith probability 4+ “.Atthispoint A lice needs to perform a state discrim +
nation procedure to discrin inate betw een the two non orthogonal states (@fter nomm alization)

0 0 . 0 0 0 0 . 2
3 4,4, = 1P0i+ 1311 and J 4 ,,= 1P0i 13li where ;= Pﬁand

1= P% T his generalized m easurem ents are perform ed on the qubits A, and A 3 pintly.
+

This is an in portant point to note. T he optin al probability w th which a conclisive result
is obtained by perform ing an optimn alPOVM m easurem ent is

4

p(conclusive) = 1 * = % 1)

Tt is clear from (20) that a conclusive result im m ediately In plies that A lice and Bob share
a m axin ally entangled state. For exam pl if A lice conclides w ith certainty after the state
discrin ination m easurem ent that the state is, say j * iA2A3 , then it in m ediately follow s that
A lice and Bob now share them axin ally entangled state j iy, p - Wekesp thesu cesA;y;B
etc. In order to avoid any confuision. Note that, given \outcom e 1" has occurred the single

pairpuri cation probability is just p (conclusive).



O utcom e two: A fferperform ing them easurem ent de ned in step 1 the otherpossible outcom e
is: the state isprojected onto the subspace spanned by £11;j10ig. T hisoutcom e occursw ith

probability 2 2 2. This result when occurs actually sin pli es the m easurem ent part in step
2. Sihcenow there isnow no need to perform a POVM m easurem ent. Them easurem ent that
needs to be perform ed in this case is an incom plete Bellm easurem ent on the qubits A, and

A;. Ik isclear from (22) that such a m easuram ent always results In a m axin ally entangled

state (7 "iorj i) between A lice and Bob. T herefore, given \outcom e 2" has occurred the

single pair puri cation probability is 1.

Now the question is: W hat isthe e ciency ofthe above schem e ? O r, In otherwordswhat is
the single pair concentration probability ?

Tt is easy to obtain that the probability of single pair puri cation by in plem enting the above
m ethod denoted by pspc (SPC stands for sihgle pair concentration) is:

Pspc =2 ‘+222=22 ©22)

T hus the present m ethod produces the optin al sihgle pair concentration probability. In this
m ethod the additional resource required is an entangled state. However as we have seen in
the previous section (Sec. 22) that to obtain the optin al probability, an ancillary qubit is
su cient. This In plies that the qubit assisted m ethod is a better one than the entanglem ent
assisted m ethod although both are abl to convert a pure entangled statetoaM E S optin ally.

4 Entanglem ent C oncentration for N -partite C at like states

W enow proceed to show how our schem e works form ultipartite entangled states. T hem ethod
used above relied strongly on the existence of Schm idt decom position forbipartite states. T he
di culy in treating multipartite entangled states is that there are m any possible form s of
entanglem ent and there is no analogue to the Schm idt decom position of bipartite system s.
W e therefore deal in particular w ith N -partite cat lke pure entangled states. For sin plicity
et us st consider the follow Ing three partite state,

J hec = PO0pc + s @3)

Here our task becom es easier because the two proposals discussed in Sec. (2) can also be
successfully applied for concentrating entanglem ent from these m ultjpartite cat like states.
T hus the m ethods for entanglem ent concentration from the state (23) proceeds exactly the
sam e way as discussed in Sec. 2.1 and Sec. 22.

Ifwe follow the schem e of Sec. 2.1 then A lice needs to prepare a qubit in the state de ned
by Egq. (). She then performsa CNOT operation on her two particles and nally a Von
N eum ann pro gctive m easurem ent in the £0,1g basis. Ifthe resul of herm easurem ent is \1"
w hich occurs w ith probability 2 2 Z,Aljce, Bob and Carolthen end up with a GHZ state of
the form ,

3 EE2 = p= (PLld, 4 + 001, 5¢) 4)

Sils



Thus it tums out given a nie ensamble of the three partite entangled states of the form
de ned by (25) them axinum fraction of GH Z states cbtainable is 2 2,

W e can also ollow them ethod discussed in Sec. 2 2. and the result isthe sam e. T heusefiness
of the second proposal is that it does not require an ensem ble to becom e successfil. T hus
given a singlke m ulipartite entangled state of the form (23), the probability w ith which one
can sucoessfiilly generate a GHZ state is2 2.

Tt is clear that our scheam e is trivially generalized to purify N -partite states of the fom ,

j j1;2:::N = ( :DO:::::Oil;Z:::::N + j]':I':::::I'j‘l;Z::::l\I) (25)

where, them axinum fractionalyield fora nie ensamble rem ain the sam e as noted In case
of bipartite system s. T he probability that we obtain for concentrating entanglem ent for N -
partite cat ke states having the form (25) is 2 2 and is confctured to be optin al

5 D iscussion

Entanglem ent C oncentrating procedures generate m axin ally entangled states which can be
used for quantum ocom munication w ih highest e ciency. The protoools that we discussed
are state dependent in the sense that know ledge of the Schm idt coe cients is required.

Tt should be noted that the qubit assisted m ethod discussed In Sec. 22 is better than the
entanglem ent assisted m ethod although both the protocols are optim al for a singlk pair. The
advantage is two fold: First is i is easier to prepare a qubit in any desired state (pass it
through a Stem -G arlach apparatus appropriately oriented) than to prepare an entangled
state. T he second advantage ism ore In portant. T he qubit can be reused once the operation
is over for one pair. But in case ofentanglem ent assisted process the auxiliary entangled state
needs to be prepared for every ndividual pairbecause after a single operation the state gets
destroyed .

O ne I portant issue is how m any pure states are available to carry out the concentration
protocols. It m ay so happen that only a lin ited num ber of entangled states are available. In
that case one has to resort to the single pair concentration protocols and apply them ethodson
the m em bers individually. H owever when an ensam bl of pure entangled states are available
one m ay apply singl pair protocols on Individual pairs or m ay use protoocols that are not
e clent for a sihglk pairbut becom es optin ally e client ora lJarge num ber of supplied states,
for exam ple, the m ethod suggested in Sec. 21. In this context an im portant issue is the
experin ental feasibility of the protocols.

Forourm ethods to be successfiilwe need a CNO T between one particle of the entangled pair
and ancilla. But this isnot som ething that can be In plem ented w ith photons as the technology
stands today. O n the other hand P rocrustean m ethod E], though i nvolresa POVM , can
be in plem ented w ith a polarization dependent beam splitter for photons. T he schem e in Ref.
@], only needs Incom plte Bell state m easuram ents. H owever for ions entangled in distant
traps, i is di cul to have a polarization dependent lter for the procrustean m ethod. To
purify by entanglem ent swapping would m ean involving tw o m ore trapped ions. In such cases
a schem e w ith only one ancilla ion on which only a CNOT isto bem ade w illbe very helpfiil.
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6 Conclusions

In newe have describbed two optin alprotocols for concentrating entanglem ent from pure bi-
partite entangled states. The rstm ethod becom esoptim ally e cient only when a reasonable
num ber of pure states are m ade available whereas the second m ethod is optin ally e cient
even for a single pair. W e would like to stress that, although in principle, using the st qubit
assisted m ethod, one can extract the optin al fraction ofM ES from a nie ensambl ofpure
states provided the iterative procedure is carried on inde nitely but this iferative procedure
m akes sense In practice, only when A lice and Bob shares a reasonably sized ensam bl ofpure
states. W e also suggested an entanglem ent assisted concentration schem e which is also opti-
mally e cient ora single pair. W e also discussed why a qubit assisted m ethod is better than
the entanglem ent assisted one. F inally we have shown how thesem ethods can be successfiilly
used to concentrate entanglem ent from m ultipartite cat like states. T he concentration prob-—
ability thus obtained for N -party cat lke states is found to be the sam e as that In bipartite
system s and is con Ectured to be optin al.
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