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A bstract

W e considera pairofantiparallelspinspolarized in a random di-

rection to encode quantum inform ation.W e wish to extractasm uch

inform ation aspossibleon thepolarization direction attainable by an

unentangled m easurem ent,i.e.,by a m easurem ent,whose outcom es

areassociated with productstates.W edevelop analytically theupper

bound 0:7935 bitsto the Shannon m utualinform ation obtainable by

an unentangled m easurem ent,which is de�nitely less than the value

0:8664 bits attained by an entangled m easurem ent. This proves our

m ain result,that not every ensem ble ofproduct states can be opti-

m ally distinguished by an unentangled m easurem ent,ifthem easureof

distinguishability isde�ned in thesense ofShannon.W e also present

resultsfrom num ericalcalculationsand discussbrie
y thecaseofpar-

allelspins.

PACS num bers:03.67.M n,03.65.Ta

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0611201v2


1 Introduction

Oneofthecentralproblem sin quantum inform ation theory isthestatedis-

crim ination problem . Suppose that one is given a single quantum system ,

which isknown to bein oneofseveralpossiblestateswith a certain a priori

probability.Then onewishestocarry outsuch am easurem enton thesystem

thatwould yield asm uch inform ation abouttheidentity ofthesystem ’sstate

aspossible,wherethegained inform ation isde�ned in term softheShannon

m utualinform ation.

Although there existother�guresofm erit,which quantify distinguisha-

bility,such asthestatisticaloverlap (i.e.,the�delity),ortheKullback-Leibler

relativeinform ation [1,2],in thiswork wewillfocuson them utualinform a-

tion,which quanti�esthe quality ofm easurem entthrough the average gain

ofinform ation abouttheunknown states[3,4].

A particularinstanceofthediscrim ination problem iswhen each possible

state ofthe system is restricted to be in a product state. W ith regard to

this,som e tim e ago Peres and W ootters [5]addressed the intriguing prob-

lem ofwhether in order to gain as m uch inform ation as possible from an

ensem bleofproductstatesitissu�cientto do localm easurem entsorsom e-

tim esnecessary tocarry outaglobalm easurem enton thesystem asawhole.

Technically,in the �rst case one is perm itted to do any sequence oflocal

operationscarried outon each subsystem individually and classicalcom m u-

nication between thesubsystem s(LOCC),whilein thesecond casearbitrary

quantum operationsareallowed on both spins.

Hitting upon a specialensem ble ofstates,the double-trine states,they

showed evidence thata globalm easurem ent wasdistinctly betterthan any

LOCC m easurem ent. Recently,Decker [6]con�rm ed this result and other

studies [7,8,9]also proved conclusively the superiority ofglobalm easure-

m entsoverLOCC m easurem ents,forwhich property the phrase \quantum

nonlocality withoutentanglem ent" wascoined [7].

W hile in the above case,a distinction was m ade between the power of

globaland localm easurem ents,onem ay furtherdivideglobalm easurem ents

into the following two distinct classes: Unentangled m easurem ents,whose

outcom esare associated with productstates,and entangled m easurem ents,

for which at least one outcom e is associated with an entangled state. An

interesting question was posed recently by W ootters [10]ofwhether every

ensem ble ofproductstatescould be distinguished justaswellby an unen-

tangled m easurem entasby an entangled m easurem ent. Although itturned
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out[10],thatan unentangled m easurem enton thedouble-trineensem blewas

asgood asan entangled m easurem ent,thequestion rem ained open aboutthe

existence ofotherkindsofproductstateswhere the bestunentangled m ea-

surem entcould bebeaten by an entangled one.

In thepresentarticlewewish toaddressthisgeneralquestion by focusing

on thefollowing specialstatediscrim ination problem :Given a source,which

em itsapairofantiparallelspin-1=2particles(spinsforshort)polarized along

a random space direction,the observer’stask isto perform an unentangled

m easurem ent on the two spins which provides the m axim um gain ofinfor-

m ation aboutthepolarization direction.In thepresentstudy wem anageto

bound from above the m axim um gain ofinform ation attainable by an un-

entangled m easurem enton two antiparallelspins,and thisupperbound will

appearto besm allerthan theinform ation which can beextracted by a par-

ticularentangled m easurem ent.W ith thisresultweintend togivean answer

for the question raised above,that on product states entangled m easure-

m entsarein generalm oreinform ativethan unentangled ones.Further,since

thesetofunentangled m easurem entsisstrictly largerthan thesetofLOCC

m easurem ents[7],thepairofantiparallelspinscan beconsidered asanother

exam ple beside the double-trine ensem ble,where globalm easurem ents are

distinctly m orepowerfulthan LOCC m easurem ents.

Note thatthe state discrim ination ofantiparallelspins discussed above

can be interpreted asa quantum com m unication problem ,i.e.,the problem

ofcom m unicating an unknown spatialdirection between two distantparties

by thetransm ission ofquantum particles.Thisproblem hasbeen extensively

studied in theliterature[11,12,13,14,15,16,17],butusing the�delity asa

�gure ofm erit. Our�ndingscorresponding to the m utualinform ation thus

can also beregarded asa com plem entto theresultsofthecited references.

The article isorganized asfollows: In Sec.2 we introduce the notation

and form ulate the problem . In Sec.3 the rotationalinvariance property of

the m utualinform ation is dem onstrated and the problem ofobtaining the

best unentangled m easurem ent is presented as a constrained optim ization

problem . In Sec.4 the optim ization is perform ed by the Lagrange m ulti-

pliers m ethod by applying Jensen’s inequality. Then the best unentangled

m easurem entisgiven explicitly in term sofm easurem entprojectorsand we

also discuss brie
y the case oftwo parallelspins. The paper concludes in

Sec.5 with a discussion oftheresults.
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2 Form alism

2.1 PO V M m easurem ent

Aswe m entioned in the Introduction ourstate discrim ination problem can

be presented as a quantum com m unication task: Suppose Alice wishes to

com m unicate to Bob a spatialdirection,i.e.,a unit vector n chosen com -

pletely atrandom .In orderto accom plish thetask,Alicepreparestwo spins

in theproductstate

jA(n)i= jnij� ni; (1)

wherethe�rstspin ispolarized along therandom spacedirection n and the

second spin ispolarized in theoppositedirection �n.Then shesendsthepair

ofantiparallelspinstoBob,and upon receiving itBob perform san unentan-

gled m easurem enton thespinssoastoacquireasm uch knowledgeaboutthe

spatialdirection n aspossible.Thepolarized spin statejnicorresponding to

Alice’ssignalsatis�es

�̂ � njni= jni; (2)

where �̂ aretheusualPaulim atrices.

On the otherhand,the m athem aticalrepresentation ofBob’sm easure-

m entapparatusisa positiveoperatorvalued m easure(POVM )consisting of

asetofoperatorsE r,which sum up tounity on thefour-dim ensionalHilbert

spaceofthetwo spins,
MX

r= 1

E r = I; (3)

where r = 1;:::;M labels the outcom e ofthe m easuring process and we

require M � 4 owing to the size ofthe Hilbert space. Note that the sum

in Eq.(3) can be extended to the continuous case as wellby a suitable

adjustm entofthenotation.Taking intoaccountthatonecan alwaysassum e

theprojectorsE r to haverank one[18],wecan write

E r = crj rih rj; (4)

wherecr arepositiveweightsand statesj riarenorm alized.Bob isallowed

to carry outunentangled m easurem ents,i.e.,m easurem ents forwhich each

ofthePOVM operatorelem entsE r isatensorproduct.Thuseach statej ri

correspondingtom easurem entoutcom ercan bewritten in theproductform

j ri= jn1rijn2ri: (5)
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Thepairsofunitvectorsn1r and n2r areyetfreeparam eters,which m ustbe

adjusted by Bob appropriately so asto achieve thehighestpossibleam ount

ofm utualinform ation between the outcom es ofhis unentangled m easure-

m ent and Alice’s states. In order to arrive at an explicit form ula for this

inform ation gain letusintroducesom enotations.

2.2 Inform ation gain

The conditionalprobability p(rjn) that Alice’s preparation jA(n)i yields

Bob’sresultr isgiven by Born’srule

p(rjn)= crjhA(n)j rij
2 ; (6)

which on substitution thesignalstate(1)and Bob’sproductstates(5)into

thisexpression gives

p(rjn)= crjhnjn1rij
2
jh�njn2rij

2 : (7)

Letusdesignatean arbitrary point(�;�)on theBloch sphereby theunit

vectorn(�;�)speci�ed by the coordinatesn = (cos�sin�;sin�sin�;cos�).

Since Alice choosesn random ly,orsay equivalently,Bob hasno knowledge

beforehism easurem entaboutthespacedirection n which Aliceindicatesby

hersignal(1),itentails the uniform a priori distribution p(n)= 1 on the

Bloch sphere.

Thea prioriprobability thatBob hasm easurem entoutcom er is

p(r)=

Z

dnp(rjn)p(n); (8)

where the integration is perform ed over the whole Bloch sphere and dn =
1

4�
sin�d�d� is the uniform m easure on the Bloch sphere. Then applying

Bayes’theorem thea posterioriprobability forn isgiven by

p(njr)=
p(rjn)

p(r)
p(n): (9)

The Shannon m utualinform ation isthe average am ountofinform ation

that one gains about the direction n upon observing the outcom e ofthe

m easurem ent.Thusitcan bewritten asthedi�erenceofthea priorientropy

H initial ofp(n)and theaveragea posteriorientropy �H final ofp(njr)[3,4].
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ThevalueofH initialisin�niteforthecontinuousdistribution p(n),butas

itcan beshown [3,24]thedivergentterm iscancelled by term sfrom �H final

and the Shannon m utualinform ation can be expressed in the closed form

[19,20,21]

Iav =

MX

r= 1

p(r)K (p(njr)=p(n)); (10)

in term s ofthe Kullback-Leibler relative inform ation between the distribu-

tionsp(njr)and p(n),

K (p(njr)=p(n))=

Z

dnp(njr)log
2

p(njr)

p(n)
: (11)

Ourstarting pointisthisinform ation gain,Eq.(10),to quantify Bob’s

m easuring strategy,which is well-de�ned for continuous distributions [22].

Particularly,we intend to optim ize Eq.(10) by restricting Bob to perform

an unentangled m easurem entdescribed by Eq.(5)and considering thatthe

a prioridistribution ofAlice’sensem ble isp(n)= 1.However,wealso want

the projectors E r to constitute a valid POVM .This im poses the following

pair ofconstraints,which Bob’s unentangled m easurem ent operators m ust

ful�llin orderto optim izehisgained inform ation (10),

MX

r= 1

cr = 4;

MX

r= 1

p(r)= 1; (12)

where the �rstconstraintisobtained by evaluating the trace ofthe POVM

condition (3) considering Eq.(4),and the second constraint is due to the

factthatp(r)isa probability distribution.

3 O ptim ization problem

3.1 R otationalinvariance

As a next step, we aim to exploit rotationalinvariance properties ofthe

a prioriprobability p(r)de�ned by Eq.(8)and them utualinform ation Iav
given by Eq.(10)in orderthatwecould bringthestate(5)toasim plerform .

Regarding the uniform distribution p(n) = 1 and substituting form ula (7)
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into thede�nition (8)oneobtains

p(r)= cr

Z

dnjhnjn1rij
2
jh�njn2rij

2 : (13)

Thisform ula,owingtotherotationalinvarianceoftheintegral,isunchanged

underan arbitrary collectiverotation R r oftheunitvectorsn1r and n2r,i.e.,

p(r)= cr

Z

dnjhnjR r(n1r)ij
2
jh�njR r(n2r)ij

2
: (14)

Forthe sam e sym m etry reasonsthe inform ation gain (10)(with p(n)= 1)

also rem ainsinvariantby replacing nir ! R r(nir); i= 1;2. In particular,

letuschoosetherotationsR r in such a way that

R r(n1r)= z;

R r(n2r)= nr(�r;�r = 0) (15)

for r = 1,...,M .That is,by a suitable collective rotation ofthe pair of

unitvectorsn1r and n2r,onerotatesn1r into thenorth pole,whilen2r to a

point,represented by nr,so thatitlieson the polargreatcircle arc ofthe

Bloch sphere. Since R r represents an arbitrary rotation,the rotations(15)

can alwaysbeperform ed,also guaranteeing

z� nr = n1r � n2r = cos�r ; (16)

where �r istheanglebetween thepairofvectorsn1r and n2r.Therefore,in

e�ectthem apping ofstates

j ri= jn1rijn2ri! j~ ri= jzijnri (17)

induced by the collective rotationsR r willnotchange the am ountofinfor-

m ation gain (10).Herejnrican bewritten explicitly in thebasisfjzi;j� zig

jnri= cos
�r

2
jzi+ sin

�r

2
j� zi (18)

using relation (16).
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3.2 C onstrained form ula

Let us m ake use ofthe inform ationalequivalence which we found in the

preceding subsection between j riand j~ riand m ake the replacem ent(17)

forobtaining a sim pli�ed form oftheinform ation gain (10).Then by m eans

ofEq.(17) and considering p(n) = 1 the conditionalprobability p(rjn)in

Eq.(7)ism apped to

p(cr;�rjn)= crjhnjzij
2
jh�njnrij

2

=
cr

2
cos2

�

2
(1� cos� cos�r � cos�sin� sin�r) (19)

and in turn theprobability p(r)becom es

p(cr;�r)=

Z

dnp(cr;�rjn)= cr
3� cos�r

12
; (20)

wherein Eq.(19)thevariables(cr;�r;�)arewritten outexplicitly and were

also used in theevaluation ofEq.(20).

Given Eqs.(19-20)theproblem ofoptim izingBob’sinform ation gain (10)

subject to the corresponding constraints (12)can be presented in term s of

thevariables(cr;�r); r= 1;:::;M .Nam ely,afterabitofalgebraand using

p(n) = 1 the inform ation gain (10) quanti�ed by the m utualinform ation

takestheexplicitform

Iav =

MX

r= 1

crI(�r); (21)

where

I(#)=
3� cos#

12

Z

dn
p(cr;#jn)

p(cr;#)
log

2

p(cr;#jn)

p(cr;#)
: (22)

NotethatasaconsequenceofEqs.(19)and(20)thefractionp(cr;#jn)=p(cr;#)

and henceI(#)within Eq.(22)areindependentoftheindex r.

Since the inform ation gain (21) is subjected to constraints we have to

im posesom erestrictionson thedom ain ofthevariables(cr;�r).On theone

hand,thesevariablesneed to bein therange

(cr > 0;0� �r � �); r= 1;:::;M ; (23)

wherethenum berM isatleast4.On theother,theconstraints(12)further

restrictthedom ain and theseconditionscan bebroughttotheexplicitform s

MX

r= 1

cr = 4;

MX

r= 1

crcos�r = 1; (24)
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by replacing Eq.(8) with Eq.(20). In the following, let us refer to the

dom ain,which iswithin the range (23)and satis�esconstraints(24)asthe

feasibleregion.

Tosum m arizethissection,theinform ation gain in Eq.(21)with thecon-

straints(23-24)constitutetheconstrained optim ization problem :Bob’stask

is to m axim ize the m utualinform ation (de�ned by Eq.(21)) between his

unentangled m easurem ent outcom esand Alice’ssignalsby choosing appro-

priatelythesetofvalues(cr;�r)from thefeasibleregion (de�ned by Eqs.(23-

24)).Thenextsection iscentered ontheproblem ofhow tobuildareasonable

upperbound to thism axim alam ountofinform ation gain.

4 Solution

4.1 U pper bound

ThedirectevaluationoftheintegralinEq.(22)isanintractabletaskowingto

thelogarithm appearingintheintegrand(adetailedanalysisofthedi�culties

arising in an analyticaltreatm ent ofthe m utualinform ation can be found

in thePhD thesisofFuchs[2]).However,applying Jensen’sinequality [2]it

enablesusto develop an upperbound to thefunction I(#)given by Eq.(22)

and to its weighted sum , the inform ation gain (21). Jensen’s inequality

involving a probability density function can be stated as follows [23]: Ifg

isany realvalued m easurable function,f isa probability density function,

and ’ isconcaveovertherangeofg,then

Z

dnf(n)’(g(n))� ’

�Z

dnf(n)g(n)

�

: (25)

Lettheconcavefunction ’ beparticularly thelogarithm function log
2
x,and

letfunctionsf and g beequalto thefraction p(cr;#jn)=p(cr;#).Asa result

a com plete correspondence can be established between the integralwithin

Eq.(22)and the left-hand side ofEq.(25),entailing the upperbound J(#)

to thefunction I(#)asfollows:

I(#)�
3� cos#

12
log

2

 
Z

dn

�
p(cr;#jn)

p(cr;#)

�
2

!

� J(#): (26)

Note that in contrast to the function I(#),which can be com puted only

num erically,itsupperbound J(#)can be given in analytic term s. The re-

9



spective curves ofthe function I(#) and the function J(#) are plotted in

Fig.1 in therange0� # � �.

0 /4 /2 3 /4

/ rad

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3
in

fo
r
m

a
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Figure 1: The function I and its upper bound J plotted against # in the

interval0� # � �.

After developing an upper bound to the inform ation function I(#) we

wish to show that�nding a globalm axim um ofthefunction

Jav =

MX

r= 1

crJ(#r) (27)

in thefeasibleregion (which region isde�ned in Subsection (3.2))willserve

asan upperbound to the globalm axim um ofthe inform ation gain (21)in

the sam e feasible region,i.e.,to the am ountofinform ation which Bob can

acquireby hisbestunentangled m easurem ent.

To supply a proof,letussupposetheopposite,thatisinsidethefeasible

region the m axim um value ofIav isbiggerthan the m axim um value ofJav.

However,owing to thepositiveweightscr and thefactthatI(#)� J(#),by

the de�nitions(21,27)Iav � Jav atany pointofthe feasible region. Thus,

by m eansofthisargum entIav should also be upperbounded by Jav atthe
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very pointofitsm axim um inside the feasible region,which contradictsour

assum ption,thereby com pleting theproof.

4.2 Lagrange m ultipliers

In thissubsection,by them ethod ofLagrangem ultiplierswe�nd viaan ana-

lyticaltreatm entthevalueoftheglobalm axim um ofJav in thefeasibleregion

so asto provide an upperbound to the highestvalue ofIav in the feasible

region (asstated in thepreceding subsection),achievableby an unentangled

m easurem ent. Thuswe willobtain an upperbound to the am ountofinfor-

m ation which Bob can gain aboutAlice’sstatesby carrying outunentangled

m easurem ents.

Tothisend,letusintroducetheLagrangem ultipliers�1 and�2 which aim

toaccountfortheconstraints(24).Notethatinequality constraints(23)will

instead be taken into accountby restricting the dom ain ofsolutions. Then

ourtask isto m axim izetheLagrangian L,

L =

MX

r= 1

crJ(�r)+ �1

MX

r= 1

crcos�r + �2

 
MX

r= 1

cr � 4

!

: (28)

Variations ofL with respect to �r and cr yield the following two sets of

equations,
�L

��r
= 0;

�L

�cr
= 0; r= 1;:::;M ; (29)

which can besolved for�1 and �2,and weobtain

�1 =
1

sin�r

dJ(�r)

d�r
;

�2 = �J(�r)� cot(�r)
dJ(�r)

d�r
; r= 1;:::;M : (30)

Letusde�nethefunction

h(#)=
1

sin#

dJ(#)

d#
: (31)

Then the�rstequality within Eq.(30)becom es�1 = h(�r).Nextouraim is

to characterizeh(#)according to itsm onotonicity.Di�erentiating h(#)with

respectto # weobtain theexplicitform ula

dh(#)

d#
=

�16

3ln2

15� 8cos# + cos2#

(27� 20cos# + cos2#)
2

sin#

3� cos#
; (32)
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which is negative in the range 0 < # < � (and zero at# = 0;�)im plying

thath(#)isastrictly decreasing function in theinterval0< # < �.Further,

accordingtoEq.(30),h(�r)m ustbeequaltoayetundeterm ined constant�1
forr = 1;:::;M ata stationary point(which can be eithera pointoflocal

extrem um ora saddle point)in the feasible region. Thusthe m onotonicity

ofh(#)im pliesthatata stationary pointin the feasible region all�r m ust

bethesam e,thatisonesinglesolution existsforthevariables�r,

�r = �opt r= 1;:::;M : (33)

In orderto determ ine unam biguously �opt letusinvoke constraints(24),

which allow usto writeattheabovestationary pointthefollowing chain of

equalities:
MX

r= 1

crcos�r =

MX

r= 1

4cos�opt= 4cos�opt= 0: (34)

Hencethelastequality providesuswith theexplicitsolution

�r = �opt =
�

2
; r= 1;:::;M (35)

in the interval[0;�],whereasthe valuesofweightscr m ustsatisfy the con-

dition
P M

r= 1
cr = 4 (i.e.,they are in the feasible region). Applying this so-

lution (35)and thecorresponding condition wem ay writeatthisstationary

pointforthevalueofJav,

m axJav =

MX

r= 1

crJ(�opt)= 4J(�=2)= 0:7935bits: (36)

Now we wish to prove thatthevalueofm axJav isa globalm axim um of

the function Jav inside the feasible region. Further,itissu�cient to show

thatitisa localm axim um dueto thesinglesolution (35).

Forthisaim letus�x the valuesofcr in the feasible region,and evalu-

ate the Hessian m atrix ofJav(�1;:::;�M )atthe pointofthe solution (35).

Afterdi�erentiationswe obtain the Hessian asan M � M diagonalm atrix

whose k-th diagonalentry isgiven by �56ck=(1521ln2). Since the weights

ck arepositive,theHessian m atrix isnegativede�niteim plying thattheso-

lution (35)isa pointoflocalm axim um in an unrestricted dom ain of�r and

consequently itisin the(sm aller)feasibleregion aswell.
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Thisprovesourproposition thatm axJav = 0:7935 bitsisa globalm axi-

m um ,whichcanbeattainedbythefunctionJav subjecttotheconstraints(23-

24).Com bining thisresultwith theargum entgiven in the previoussubsec-

tion entails that the value 0:7935 bits necessarily upper bounds the infor-

m ation gain (21)attainableby an unentangled m easurem enton Alice’stwo

antiparallelspins.

W efound thisupperbound byan analyticaltreatm ent,howeverbym eans

ofnum ericalcalculations we m ay arrive as wellat the m axim um inform a-

tion gain m axIav attainableby an unentangled m easurem entifonereplaces

I ! J in Eqs.(28-31). Owing to the logarithm in the integrand (22)this

reallyneedsnum ericalintegration.Num ericsshowsthath(#)willbeam ono-

tonicdecreasing function in thiscaseaswell,providing thesam estationary

point(35)in thefeasibleregion fortheinform ation gain Iav asitwasfound

beforeforitsupperbound Jav.In thepresentcase,however,weobtain

m axIav =

MX

r= 1

crI(�opt)= 4I(�=2)= 0:557bits: (37)

By applying the sam e argum entsforIav asforitsupperbound Jav and

by evaluating theHessian m atrix (which can bedonethistim eonly num er-

ically),we conclude thatthe solution (35)isa pointofglobalm axim um of

Iav in the feasible region (asforJav),and therefore we can assertthatthe

m axim um m utualinform ation between Bob’sunentangled m easurem entand

Alice’santiparallelspinsism axIav = 0:557 bits.

In thenextsubsection wediscusstheconcreteform ofthePOVM swhich

correspondsto the solution (35),im plying thatthe valuesm axIav = 0:557

bits and m axJav = 0:7935 bits indeed correspond to a realizable m easure-

m ent.

4.3 PO V M s

Our aim is to obtain those POVM elem ents E r within Eq.(3) which pro-

duce Bob’sbestunentangled m easurem ent. Forthis,we substitute the so-

lution (35)into Eq.(18)and asa resultthe m apped statesj~ riin Eq.(17)

becom e

j~ ri= jzi

�
jzi+ j� zi

p
2

�

� jB i; (38)
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i.e.,each ofthem turnsoutto be the sam e (r independent)reference state

jB i.Now,inverting them ap (17)and de�ning theunitvectorsm r through

thearbitrary spatialrotationsm r = R r(z)yield

j ri= jm ri

�
jm ri+ j� m ri

p
2

�

: (39)

Letustry with a m inim alm easurem ent,i.e.,a m easurem entwhich hasthe

m inim um num berM = 4ofPOVM elem ents.ThiscorrespondstoavonNeu-

m ann m easurem entsatisfying the orthogonality requirem entE rE s = E r�rs.

Consequently,h rj si= �rs im plying cr = 1; r = 1;2;3;4 (in accord with

conditions in Eqs.(23-24)forcr). Now we are leftwith �nding the angles

(�mr ;’
m
r )de�ning directionsm r;r= 1;2;3;4,so asto com pletely de�nethe

POVM elem ents.Ifwechoosetheangles(�mr ;’
m
r )to be

(0;0) (0;�) (�;0) (�;�); (40)

itcan beveri�ed thatthecorresponding statesj riin Eq.(39)indeed con-

stitue a legitim ate POVM ,
P

4

r= 1
j rih rj= I. The m easuring strategy de-

scribed by thisunentangled POVM isin factan LOCC m easurem ent: Bob

m akesa von Neum ann m easurem entofAlice’s�rstspin along an arbitrary

direction (say z)and ofAlice’ssecond spin along an orthogonaldirection.

On the otherhand,Bagan etal.[24]found thatfora pairofantiparal-

lelspins a m easurem ent strategy which yields the m axim al�delity,at the

sam etim eattainsthevalue0:8664bitsofthem utualinform ation .Thecor-

responding POVM m easurem ent isa von Neum ann type,described by the

projectorsE r = j rih rjasfollows[14],

j ri=

p
3

2

jm rij� m ri+ j� m rijm ri
p
2

+
1

2
j �

i; r= 1;2;3;4; (41)

wherethefourunitvectorsm r arepointing to theverticesofa tetrahedron

inscribed in theunitsphere (given explicitly by Ref.[14])and j � idenotes

thesingletstate.Allfourstatesin Eq.(41)arein factentangled;thusthese

statescorrespond to an entangled m easurem ent.Incidentally,they oughtto

beentangled owingtoouranalysisaswell,providingtothebestunentangled

m easurem entthe upperbound 0:7935 bitsofm utualinform ation (which is

sm aller than 0:8664 bits). Though it seem s di�cult to prove analytically

thatthevalue0:8664 bitsistheaccessible inform ation corresponding to the
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m ostinform ativem easurem enton Alice’ssignalstate,wecarried outexten-

sive num ericalcalculationswhich supportthisconjecture.Nevertheless,the

value0:8664 bitsde�nitely lowerboundsthe m utualinform ation attainable

by an entangled m easurem ent, and the value 0:7935 bits obtained in the

preceding subsection upper bounds the m utualinform ation attainable by

an unentangled m easurem ent. Therefore,the nonzero gap between the two

boundsprovidesuswith theproofthatin generaloptim alstate discrim ina-

tion cannotbeachieved by an unentangled m easurem ent,iftheperform ance

ofthestatediscrim ination isquanti�ed by them utualinform ation.

4.4 Parallelspins

W em ay directly obtain resultsfrom ourpreviousanalysisforthecasewhen

Alice usestwo parallelspinsto encode inform ation. Actually,one needsto


ip thesecond spin j� niinto jniin Eq.(19)which a�ectsEq.(20)aswell,

and then substitute these m odi�ed form ulasinto the inform ation gain (21).

However,the
ip ofthesecond spin isequivalentin e�ectto
ip thedirection

nr ! �nr in Eq.(19). Especially,sym m etry requires that the one-to-one

correspondence between the case ofparalleland antiparallelspins is given

by the change ofvariables �r ! � � �r in the form ula forthe inform ation

gain (21). Taking into account the above m apping the solution (35) for

antiparallelspinsalso holdstrue forparallelspins. Thusthe bestunentan-

gled m easurem enton parallelspins(such ason antiparallelspins)isLOCC

type,associated with states (39),providing the sam e m utualinform ation

m axIav = 0:557 bitsasin Section (4.2)fortwo antiparallelspins.Actually,

thisresultcan beseen from theoutsetifwerecallthatin thecaseofLOCC

protocolsthereisnodi�erencebetween perform ingm easurem entson parallel

and antiparallelspins[12].

On the other hand,the optim alm easurem ent ofparallelspins due to

Tarrach and Vidal[19]istheonewhich isde�ned by theentangled states

j ri=

p
3

2
jm rijm ri+

1

2
j �

i; r= 1;2;3;4 (42)

where m r are pointing to the four corners of the tetrahedron, as in the

antiparallelsituation,given byRef.[14].Theinform ationgainofthisoptim al

m easurem entislog
2
3� (2=3)log

2
e= 0:623 bitsasgiven by Ref.[19].Thus

in the parallelcase aswellthe bestm easuring strategy ofBob provesto be

an entangled m easurem ent.
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5 D iscussion

In sum m ary,an analyticalproofwaspresented thatthe accessible inform a-

tion obtainableby an optim alm easurem entabouta random spacedirection

n encoded in apairofantiparallelspinscannotbeattainedbyanunentangled

m easurem ent.Theinform ation gain hasbeen quanti�ed by theShannon m u-

tualinform ation between the signalstatesand the m easurem entoutcom es,

and by an unentangled m easurem entwem ean thateach POVM operatoris

a tensorproduct.

W e used a particularform ofthe m utualinform ation,well-de�ned fora

continuousdistribution ofthe signalstates,and exploited itsrotationalin-

variance. Then Jensen’s inequality enabled us to upper bound the m utual

inform ation attainable by an unentangled m easurem ent. Thisupperbound

hasbeen found by theLagrangem ultipliersm ethod.Explicitly,weobtained

the upperbound 0:7935 bits ofinform ation forthe best unentangled m ea-

surem ent while the lower bound 0:8664 bits ofinform ation corresponds to

thebestentangled m easurem ent.

W ealso m adenum ericalcalculations,which revealed thatthem axim um

m utualinform ation which can be attained by an unentangled m easurem ent

is0:557 bitsboth forthecasesofantiparalleland parallelspins,and in turn

both correspond to the sam e von Neum ann type m easurem ent apparatus.

Thisentailsthatinterestingly forthe case ofantiparallelspinsthe optim al

m easurem entisaboutoneand one-halftim esm oree�ectivethan an unentan-

gled m easurem ent,and forthe case ofparallelspinsitisstillm ore e�ective

butto a lesserdegree,provided thatthem easureofsuccessisgiven in term s

ofthem utualinform ation.

Letusm akeacom parison between thecaseofantiparallelspinsanalyzed

in thisarticle,and the double-trine statesofRefs.([5],[10])from the state

distinguishability point ofview. W hile on the double-trine ensem ble the

bestunentangled m easurem ent wasactually a globalm easurem ent,forthe

antiparallel(and also forthe parallel)spinsthe bestunentangled m easure-

m entwasinturnanLOCC m easurem ent(especiallyindividualvon Neum ann

type). This factm ay partially explain the large di�erence obtained in the

powerofunentangled and entangled m easurem entson antiparallelspins,and

also would raisethepossibility of�nding a stateensem ble,wherethepower

ofunentangled m easurem ent lies between the power ofentangled and the

powerofLOCC m easurem ents.
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