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A bstract

W e consider a pair of antjparallel spins polarized In a random di-
rection to encode quantum nform ation. W e w ish to extract asmuch
Inform ation as possible on the polarization direction attainable by an
unentangld m easurem ent, ie., by a m easurem ent, whose outcom es
are associated w ith product states. W e develop analytically the upper
bound 0:7935 bits to the Shannon m utual inform ation obtainable by
an unentangled m easurem ent, which is de nitely less than the value
08664 bits attained by an entangled m easurem ent. T his proves our
main resul, that not every ensamble of product states can be opti-
m ally distinguished by an unentangled m easurem ent, ifthem easure of
distinguishability is de ned in the sense of Shannon. W e also present
results from num erical calculations and discussbrie y the case ofpar-
allel spins.
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1 Introduction

O ne of the central problem s in quantum infom ation theory is the state dis-
crim ination problem . Suppose that one is given a singlke quantum system,
which isknown to be In one of several possb e states w ith a certain a priori
probability. T hen one w ishes to carry out such a m easuram ent on the system
thatwould yield asm uch infom ation about the dentity ofthe system ’s state
aspossble, where the gained inform ation is de ned In tem s ofthe Shannon
m utual nform ation.

A though there exist other gures ofm erit, which quantify distinguisha—
bility, such asthe statisticaloverlap (ie., the deliy), ortheK ulbadck-Lebler
relative infom ation [1,[2], n thiswork we will focus on the m utual nform a—
tion, which quanti es the quality of m easuram ent through the average gain
of nfom ation about the unknown states [3,(4].

A particular instance of the discrin ination problem iswhen each possible
state of the systam is restricted to be in a product state. W ih regard to
this, som e tin e ago Peres and W ootters [§] addressed the Intriguing prob-
Jm of whether In order to gain as much Inform ation as possbl from an
ensam ble of product states it is su cient to do localm easurem ents or som e~
tin es necessary to carry out a globalm easurem ent on the system asa whole.
Technically, in the rst case one is pem itted to do any sequence of local
operations carried out on each subsystam individually and classical com m u—
nication between the subsystem s (LOCC), whilk In the second case arbitrary
quantum operations are allowed on both spins.

H itting upon a special ensemble of states, the double-trine states, they
showed evidence that a globalm easurem ent was distinctly better than any
LOCC measuram ent. Recently, D ecker [d] con m ed this result and other
studies [/, 18, 19] also proved conclusively the superiority of globalm easure-
m ents over LOCC m easurem ents, for which property the phrase \quantum
nonlocality w ithout entanglem ent" was coined [7].

W hile in the above case, a distinction was m ade between the power of
globaland localm easurem ents, onem ay further divide globalm easuram ents
into the follow ing two distinct classes: Unentangkd m easurem ents, whose
outoom es are associated w ith product states, and entangled m easurem ents,
for which at least one outoom e is associated w ith an entangled state. An
Interesting question was posed recently by W ootters [LO] of whether every
ensam ble of product states could be distinguished Just as well by an unen-—
tangled m easurem ent as by an entangled m easurem ent. A lthough it tumed



out [LO], that an unentangled m easurem ent on the double-trine ensem bl was
asgood as an entangled m easuram ent, the question ram ained open about the
existence of other kinds of product states w here the best unentangled m ea—
surem ent could be beaten by an entangled one.

In the present article we w ish to address this general question by focusing
on the follow ing soecial state discrim Ination problem : G iven a source, which
an isa pairofantiparallel soin-1=2 particles (spoins for short) polarized along
a random space direction, the observer’s task is to perform an unentangled
m easuram ent on the two soins which provides the m axinum gain of nfor-
m ation about the polarization direction. In the present study we m anage to
bound from above the maxinum gain of nfom ation attahabl by an un-
entangled m easuram ent on two antiparallel spins, and this upper bound w ill
appear to be an aller than the nfom ation which can be extracted by a par-
ticular entangled m easurem ent. W ith this result we intend to give an answer
for the question raised above, that on product states entangled m easure-
m ents are In generalm ore nform ative than unentangled ones. Further, shoe
the st of unentangled m easurem ents is strictly Jarger than the set of LOCC
m easuram ents [/], the pair of antjparalkel soins can be considered as another
exam pl beside the doubl-trine ensemble, where global m easurem ents are
distinctly m ore powerfil than LO CC m easuram ents.

N ote that the state discrin ination of antiparallel soins discussed above
can be iInterpreted as a quantum com m unication problm , ie., the problm
of com m unicating an unknown spatial direction between two distant parties
by the tranan ission of quantum particles. Thisproblem hasbeen extensively
studied in the literature [11),112,113,114,[15,116,17], but using the delity asa

gure of merit. Our ndings corresoonding to the m utual infom ation thus
can also be regarded as a com plem ent to the results of the cited references.

T he articlke is organized as ollow s: In Sec. 2 we Introduce the notation
and fom ulate the problem . In Sec. 3 the rotational nvariance property of
the mutual nfom ation is dem onstrated and the problem of cbtaining the
best unentangled m easurem ent is presented as a constrained optim ization
problem . In Sec. 4 the optin ization is perfom ed by the Lagrange m uli-
pliers m ethod by applying Jensen’s inequality. Then the best unentangled
m easuram ent is given explicitly in term s of m easurem ent progctors and we
also discuss brie v the case of two parallel spins. The paper conclides in
Sec. 5 with a discussion ofthe resuls.



2 Fomm alism

21 POVM measurem ent

A swe mentioned In the Introduction our state discrim ination problem can
be presented as a quantum ocomm unication task: Suppose A lice w ishes to
com m unicate to Bob a spatial direction, ie. a uni vector n chosen com —
plktely at random . In order to acoom plish the task, A lice prepares two soins
in the product state
A @0)i= pnij ni; @)

where the rst sopin is polarized along the random space direction n and the
seocond spin ispolarized in the opposite direction n . Then she sendsthe pair
ofantijparalkel spins to Bob, and upon receiving it B ob performm s an unentan—
gled m easuram ent on the spins so as to acquire asm uch know ledge about the
goatialdirection n aspossible. The polarized soin state i corresponding to
A lice’s signal satis es
~ nhi= hi; @)
where © are the usualPaulim atrices.

On the other hand, the m athem atical representation of Bob’s m easure-
m ent apparatus is a positive operator valued m easure POVM ) consisting of
a st of operatorsE ., which sum up to uniy on the fourdin ensionalH ibert
goace of the two spins,

big
E.=1; 3)

require M 4 ow Ing to the size of the H ibert space. Note that the sum
in Eq. [B) can be extended to the continuous case as well by a suitable
ad-justm ent ofthe notation. Taking into account that one can always assum e
the propctors E . to have rank one [18], we can w rite

E:=c&Jih o J; @)

where ¢, are positive weights and states j i are nom alized. Bob is allowed
to carry out unentangled m easuram ents, ie. m easuram ents for which each
ofthe POVM operatorelem entsE , isa tensor product. Thuseach state j i
corresoonding to m easurem ent outcom e r can be w ritten in the product fom

Jri= Niedidngd: ©®)



T he pairs of unit vectors ni, and n,, are yet free param eters, which must be
ad-justed by Bob approprately so as to achieve the highest possibl am ount
of mutual infom ation between the outcom es of his unentangled m easure—
ment and A lice’s states. In order to arrive at an explicit formula for this
Inform ation gain et us introduce som e notations.

2.2 Inform ation gain

The conditional probability ph) that A lice’s preparation A ()i yields
Bob’s resul r is given by Bom’s rule

pch)= oA 0)J i ; 6)

which on substitution the signal state (1) and Bob’s product states [9) into
this expression gives

pch)= cinhifh nhyif : (7)

Let usdesignate an arbitrary point ( ; ) on the B loch sphere by the unit
vectorn ( ; ) speci ed by the coordihatesn = (cos sih ;sh sh ;00s ).
Since A lice chooses n random ly, or say equivalently, Bob has no know ledge
before hism easurem ent about the space direction n which A lice indicatesby
her signal (1), it entails the uniform a priori distribbution p() = 1 on the
B loch sohere.

T he a priori probability that Bcob hasm easurem ent outcom e r is

Z

pk)= dnp@h)pn) ; 8)

where the Integration is perfomm ed over the whol B loch sphere and dn =
4i sn d d is the uniform measure on the Bloch sphere. Then applying
Bayes’ theoram the a posteriori probability forn is given by

_ pkh)
p (@)

P x) pMh): ©)
The Shannon m utual Inform ation is the average am ount of infom ation
that one gains about the direction n upon cbserving the outcom e of the
m easuram ent. T hus it can be w ritten asthe di erence ofthe a priori entropy
H jhia1 0fp () and the average a posteriori entropy H rina1 0fp 0 ) 3,141



Thevalue ofH i, it451 I8 In nite forthe continuous distrioution p (n), but as
it can be shown [3,24] the divergent term is cancelled by tem s from H ¢£ina1
and the Shannon mutual nformm ation can be expressed in the closed form
[L9,20,21]]

R*
Lv = POK Phx)=pn)) ; 10)
r=1
In tem s of the Kulback-Leblr relative inform ation between the distriu-
tionsp ¥) and p@®),

Py
pn)

K ph¥)=ph))= dnphi) g, (11)

O ur starting point is this inform ation gain, Eq. [1J), to quantify Bob’s
m easuring strategy, which is welkde ned for continuous distrbutions [22].
Particularly, we intend to optim ize Eq. [10) by restricting Bob to perform
an unentangled m easuram ent described by Eq. [8) and considering that the
a priori distribution of A lice’sensemble isp(n) = 1. However, we also want
the profctors E, to constitute a valid POVM . This in poses the follow Ing
pair of constraints, which Bob’s unentangled m easurem ent operators m ust
fi1l 11 in order to optin ize his gained inform ation (10),

hie Rl
=4 pm=1; 12)

r=1 r=1

where the rst constraint is obtained by evaluating the trace ofthe POVM
condition [3) considering Eq. [4), and the second constraint is due to the
fact that p(r) is a probability distrdution.

3 O ptin ization problem

3.1 R otational invariance

As a next step, we ain to exploit rotational invariance properties of the
a priori probability p (r) de ned by Eq. (8) and the m utual nform ation I,
given by Eq. [10) in order that we could bring the state [9) to a sin pler fom .
R egarding the uniform distrbution p(m) = 1 and substituting formula [@)



into the de nition (8) one cbtains
Z

px)=c dninpiifh nh,if - as)

T his form ula, ow Ing to the rotational invariance of the ntegral, isunchanged
under an arbitrary collective rotation R, ofthe unit vectorsn, and n,,, ie.,
Z

pr)=¢ dnmR,0,)ifh nR, 01T : 14)

For the sam e sym m etry reasons the nform ation gain [10) Wih pm) = 1)
also ram ains Invariant by replacing niy. ! R.(iw); i= 1;2. In particular,
let us choose the rotations R, In such a way that

R, )= 2z;

R, (an) = nr( rr r = 0) 15)

forr= 1, ..., M . That is, by a suitablk collective rotation of the pair of
uni vectors ni, and n,,, one rotates n;, into the north pole, whike n,, to a
point, represented by n,, so that it lies on the polar great circle arc of the
B Ioch sphere. Since R, represents an arbitrary rotation, the rotations [15)
can alwvays be perform ed, also guaranteeing

Z R=nNi B = COS .; 1e)

where . isthe angle between the pair of vectors ni, and n,,.. Therefore, in
e ect the m apping of states

Jri= Paeifed! Jhi= iped a7
Induced by the collective rotations R, will not change the am ount of infor-

m ation gain [10). Here 1.1 can be w ritten explicitly in thebasis fi;j zig

nei= ooszrjzjﬁ SIlEj zi 18)

using relation [14).



3.2 Constrained form ula

Let us m ake use of the infom ational equivalence which we found in the
preceding subsection between j .1 and j™.i and m ake the replacem ent [17)
for obtaining a sin pli ed form ofthe inform ation gain (10). Then by m eans
of Eq. [17) and considering p@m) = 1 the conditional probability p (i) in
Eq. [7) ism apped to

PG )= amFifh nh.if

=%oos‘.2§(l S s, s sn sh ) 19)
and in tum the probability p (r) becom es
Z
) 3 oos .
P )= dnpei +Rn)= Gy i 0)

where in Eq. [19) the variables (c.; »; ) are w ritten out explicitly and were
also used in the evaluation ofEq. [20).

G wven Egs. [1920) the problam of optim izing B ob’s inform ation gain (10)
sub Ect to the corresponding constraints [12) can be presented in tem s of

pm) = 1 the nform ation gain [10) quanti ed by the mutual inform ation
takes the explicit form

®!
Lv = cI(y) s (21)
r=1
whers 3 g ? Ci# ) 4
oos pci#hn pCi#h)
IH#)= ———— dn : 22
) 12 pCi#) 0% p(Ci#) @)

N ote that asa consequence ofEgs. [19) and [20) the fraction p (c.; # 1 )=p (C.; #)
and hence I #) within Eq. [22) are ndependent of the index r.

Since the nfom ation gain [21l) is subcted to constraints we have to
In pose som e restrictions on the dom ain of the variabls (c.; ). On the one
hand, these variables need to be in the range

> 0;0 r ); r=1;::5M ; (23)
where thenumberM isat last 4. O n the other, the constraints [12) further
restrict the dom ain and these conditions can be brought to the explicit form s

X X
=4y s = 1; 24)

r=1 r=1
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by replacing Eq. [8) with Eq. 20). In the Pllowing, kt us refer to the
dom ain, which is within the range [23) and satis es constraints (24) as the
feasble region.

To summ arize this section, the inform ation gain n Eq. [21) w ith the con—
straints [23824)) constitute the constrained optin ization problem : Bob’s task
is to m axin ize the mutual nform ation (de ned by Eq. (21)) between his
unentangled m easurem ent outocom es and A lice’s signals by choosing appro-—
priately the set of values (c; ) from the feasble region (de ned by Egs. 23
[24))) . T he next section is centered on theproblem ofhow to build a reasonable
upper bound to thism axin alam ount of infom ation gain.

4 Solition

4.1 Upper bound

T he direct evaluation ofthe ntegralin Eq. [22) isan intractable task ow ing to
the Jogarithm appearing in the integrand (@ detailed analysisofthedi culties
arising In an analytical treatm ent of the m utual inform ation can be found
in the PhD thesis of Fuchs ) . However, applying Jensen’s inequality P] it
enables us to develop an upper bound to the function I #) given by Eq. [22)
and to its weighted sum, the inform ation gain [21). Jensen’s mnequality
nvolving a probability density fuinction can be stated as follows R3]: Ifg
is any real valued m easurabl function, £ is a probability density finction,
and ’ is concave over the range of g, then

Z Z

dnf )" @m)) dnf m)gm) : @3)

Let the concave fiinction ’ be particularly the logarithm function log, %, and
Jet functions £ and g be equal to the fraction p(c.;# h)=p (C;#). Asa result
a com plte correspondence can be established between the Integral w ithin
Eqg. [22) and the keft-hand side ofEq. [25), entailing the upper bound J (#)
to the function I (#) as follow s:

|

3 cos# ? pCi#h)

2
I —_— dn ———— J : 26
#) 1 log;, 5 Git) () 26)

Note that in contrast to the function I #), which can be com puted only
num erically, its upper bound J (#) can be given in analytic tem s. The re-



soective curves of the function I #) and the function J (#) are pltted In
Fig.1l in therange 0 #
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Figure 1: The function I and its upper bound J plotted against # in the
nterval0 #

A fler developing an upper bound to the infom ation finction I @#) we
w ish to show that nding a globalm axinum ofthe function

R
Jav = c:J () @27)

r=1

in the feasble region Which region is de ned in Subsection (32)) will serve
as an upper bound to the globalm axinum of the nform ation gain [21) in
the sam e feasbl region, ie., to the am ount of infom ation which Bob can
acquire by his best unentangled m easuram ent.

To supply a proof, ket us suppose the opposite, that is inside the feasble
region the m axinum value of I, is bigger than the m axinum value of J,, .
H owever, ow ing to the positive weights ¢, and the factthat T #) J @), by
the de nitions (21,27 I., J.., at any point of the feasble region. T hus,
by m eans of this argum ent I, should also be upper bounded by J,, at the

10



very point of tsmaxinum nside the feasble region, which contradicts our
assum ption, thereby com pleting the proof.

4.2 Lagrange m ultipliers

In this subsection, by them ethod of Lagrangem ultiplierswe nd via an ana-—
Iytical treatm ent the value ofthe globalm axim um ofJ,, in the feasble region
S0 as to provide an upper bound to the highest value of I, in the feasble
region (as stated in the preceding subsection), achievabl by an unentangled
m easuram ent. Thus we will obtain an upper bound to the am ount of nfor-
m ation which Bob can gain about A lice’s states by carrying out unentangled
m easuram ents.

To thisend, ket us introduce the Lagrangem ultipliers ; and , which ain
to account for the constraints [24) . N ote that inequality constraints [23) will
Instead be taken into acoount by restricting the dom ain of solutions. T hen
our task is to m axim ize the Lagrangian L,

R R X
L= cd ()t 1 coos t+ G 4 @8)
r=1 r=1 r=1
Variations of L with resgpect to , and ¢ yild the follow ing two sets of
equations,

L L
=0; — =0; r=1;::5M (29)
r G
which can be solved for ; and ,, and we obtain
1 ddg(.)
l=sjr1r d. ’
dd(.)
2= J(g) oot(y) 3 ;ooor=1;:0:5M (30)
Let us de ne the function
1 dJ @#)
h@)= — : 31
) sn# d# GL

Then the rstequality within Eq. (30) becomes ;= h(.).Next ourain is
to characterize h (#) according to itsm onotonicity. D i erentiating h (#) w ith
resoect to # we obtain the explicit formula

dh @) 16 15 8cos# + cos2# sih #

32)

d# 32 27 20cos# + cos2#)°3 cos# ’

11



which is negative in the range 0 < # < @@nd zero at # = 0; ) Inplying
that h #) is a strictly decreasing function In the nterval0 < # < . Further,
according to Eq. [30), h ( ) must be equalto a yet undeterm ined constant

extram um or a saddlk point) in the feasbl region. Thus the m onotonicity
ofh (#) inplies that at a stationary point in the feasble region all , must
be the sam g, that is one single solution exists for the varables .,

r= ot = 1;::5M (33)

In order to detem ine unambiguously .. ket us invoke constraints [24),
which allow us to write at the above stationary point the ollow ng chain of
equalities:

X R
C, Q0S = 4008 opr= 400S e = 0: (34)

r=1 r=1
Hence the last equality provides us w ith the explicit solution

r= opt= S r= 1;::5M (35)
in the Fterval 0; 1, whereas the values of weights ¢ m ust satisfy the con-
dition il ¢ = 4 (le. they are in the feasbl region). Applying this so—
lution [35) and the corresponding condition we m ay w rite at this stationary
point for the value of J,,

R
maxJe, =  GJ (ope) = 47 ( =2) = 0:7935bits : (36)

r=1

Now we wish to prove that the value ofm ax J,, is a globalm axinum of
the function J,, inside the feasbl region. Further, it is su cient to show
that it is a Jocalm aximum due to the single solution (35).

For thisain ket us x the values of ¢, In the feasble region, and evalu-

A fter di erentiations we obtain the Hessian as an M M diagonalm atrix
whose k-th diagonal entry is given by 56g,=(15211n2). Since the weights
G, are positive, the H essian m atrix is negative de nite im plying that the so-
lution [39) is a point of Jocalm aximum in an unrestricted dom ain of , and
consequently it is in the (an aller) feasble region aswell

12



T his proves our proposition that m axJ,, = 0:7935 bits is a globalm axi-
mum , which can be attained by the function J,, sub Fct to the constraints 23~
24). Combining this result w ith the argum ent given in the previous subsec-
tion entails that the value 0:7935 bits necessarily upper bounds the infor-
m ation gain [2I)) attainable by an unentangled m easurem ent on A lice’s two
antiparalle]l spins.

W e found thisupperbound by an analytical treatm ent, however by m eans
of num erical calculations we m ay arrive as well at the m axmum nform a—
tion gain m ax I, attainable by an unentangled m easurem ent if one replaces
I! J inEgs. 28&]). Owing to the Iogarithm in the integrand [22) this
really needs num erical integration . N um erics show sthath #) w illbe a m ono—
tonic decreasing function in this case as well, providing the sam e stationary
point [35) in the feasble region for the nform ation gain I, as it was ound
before for its upper bound J,, . In the present cass, however, we obtain

bg
max I, = CI(opt) = 4I( =2)= 0557 bits: 37)

r=1

By applying the sam e argum ents for I, as for is upper bound J,, and
by evaluating the Hessian m atrix Wwhich can be done this tin e only num er—
ically), we conclude that the solution [35) is a point of glcbalm axinum of
I, In the ffasbl region (as for J,,), and therefore we can assert that the
m axin um m utual nfom ation between Bob’s unentangled m easuram ent and
A lice’s antiparallel spins ism ax I, = 0557 bits.

In the next subsection we discuss the concrete form ofthe POVM swhich
corresponds to the solution [39), im plying that the valuesmax I, = 0:557
bits and m ax J,, = 0:7935 bis indeed corresoond to a realizable m easure-
ment.

43 POVM s

Our ain is to cbtain those POVM ekments E, within Eq. [3) which pro-
duce Bob’s best unentangled m easurem ent. For this, we substitute the so—
ution [39) into Eq. [18) and as a resuk the m apped states 7,1 in Eq. [17)
becom e

. it g ozZi ,

Jhi= i —pi— Bi; (38)

13



ie., each of them tums out to be the sam e (r Independent) reference state
B i. Now, nverting them ap [17) and de ning the unit vectorsm , through
the arbitrary spatial rotationsm ., = R, (z) yied

Ji= dn i P= : (39)

Let us try with a m inin alm easurem ent, ie., a m easuram ent which has the
m ininum numberM = 40fPOVM elam ents. T hiscorresoondsto a von N eu—
m ann m easurem ent satisfying the orthogonality requirement E ,E; = E, 5.
Consequently, h ,j i=  Wmplyngc = 1; r= 1;2;3;4 (iIn accord w ith
conditions in Egs. 23R24) for ¢.). Now we are left with nding the angles

T ;1) de ning directionsm ,; r= 1;2;3;4, so as to com plktely de ne the

POVM elments. Ifwe choose theangles (T ;' T ) tobe
©;0) ©; ) (500 ()5 (40)

it can be veri ed that the ogrresponding states j .1 Eqg. [39) ndeed con-—
stitue a legitin ate POVM , i=1 j rih j= I. The measuring strategy de-
scribed by this unentangled POVM is in fact an LOCC m easurem ent: Bob
m akes a von Neum ann m easuram ent of A lice’s rst spin along an arbitrary
direction (say z) and ofA lice’s seocond spin along an orthogonal direction.

On the other hand, Bagan et al. R4] found that for a pair of antiparal-
kel spins a m easuram ent strategy which yields the m axin al delity, at the
sam e tin e attains the value 0:8664 bits of the m utual inform ation . The cor-
resoonding POVM m easuram ent is a von Neum ann type, described by the
proectorsE . = j .ih jas follows [14],

P3m.i) maitd mond 1

j.i= 7]nrlj mrlp; i 53 i r=1i345 @D

w here the four unit vectorsm , are pointing to the vertices of a tetrahedron
Inscribbed in the unit sphere (given explicitly by Ref. [14]) and j i denotes
the singlet state. A 1l four states .n Eq. [41)) are in fact entangled; thus these
states corresoond to an entangled m easuram ent. Incidentally, they ought to
be entangled ow Ing to our analysis aswell, providing to the best unentangled
m easuram ent the upper bound 0:7935 bits of m utual nfom ation Which is
an aller than 0:8664 bits). Though it seam s di cult to prove analytically

that the value 0:8664 bits is the accessible inform ation corresponding to the

14



m ost Infom ative m easuram ent on A lice’s signal state, we carried out exten—
sive num erical calculations which support this conecture. N evertheless, the
value 0:8664 bis de nitely lower bounds the m utual infom ation attainable
by an entangled m easuram ent, and the value 0:7935 bits cbtained in the
preceding subsection upper bounds the mutual Informm ation attamnabl by
an unentangled m easuram ent. T herefore, the nonzero gap between the two
bounds provides us w ith the proof that in general optin al state discrim ina—
tion cannot be achieved by an unentangled m easurem ent, if the perform ance
of the state discrim ination is quanti ed by the m utual inform ation.

44 Parallel spins

W em ay directly obtain results from our previous analysis for the case when
A lice uses two paralkl spins to encode informm ation. A ctually, one needs to
ip the second spin j niito hi:n Eqg. (19) which a ectsEqg. (20) aswell,
and then substitute these m odi ed form ulas into the inform ation gain (21)).
However, the 1ip ofthe second spin isequivalent n e ect to I the direction
ne ! n, n Eq. [19). Especially, symm etry requires that the one-to-one
corresoondence between the case of parallel and antiparallel spins is given
by the change of variabls , ! r In the fomula for the inform ation
gain [21). Taking into account the above m apping the solution [35) for
antiparallel spins also holds true for paralkel soins. Thus the best unentan—
gled m easurem ent on paralkel spins (such as on antiparallel spins) isLOCC
type, associated with states [39), providing the sam e mutual inform ation
maxI,, = 0:557 bis as in Section (42) for two antiparallel spins. A ctually,
this resut can be seen from the outset ifwe recall that in the case of LOCC
protocols there isno di erence between perform ing m easurem ents on parallel
and antijparallel spins [12].
On the other hand, the optin al m easurem ent of paralkel soins due to
Tarrach and V idal [L9] is the one which is de ned by the entangled states
P_
.o S S S
Jrl= — WA At 2] 17 TS 1;2;3;4 42)
where m , are pointing to the four comers of the tetrahedron, as In the
antiparallel situation, given by R ef. [L4]. T he Inform ation gain ofthisoptin al
measurament islog, 3  (2=3) Iog, e= 0623 bits as given by Ref. [19]. Thus
in the parallel case as well the best m easuring strategy of Bob proves to be
an entangled m easuram ent.
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5 D iscussion

In summ ary, an analytical proof was presented that the accessbbl nform a—
tion obtainable by an optin alm easurem ent about a random space direction
n encoded iIn a pairofantijparalkel soins cannot be attained by an unentangled
m easuram ent. T he Inform ation gain hasbeen quanti ed by the Shannon m u-
tual nform ation between the signal states and the m easuram ent outcom es,
and by an unentangled m easurem ent we m ean that each POVM operator is
a tensor product.

W e used a particular form of the m utual Infom ation, wellde ned for a
continuous distribbution of the signal states, and exploited its rotational in—
variance. Then Jensen’s nequality enabled us to upper bound the m utual
Inform ation attainable by an unentangled m easurem ent. T his upper bound
hasbeen found by the Lagrange m ultipliers m ethod. Explicitly, we obtained
the upper bound 0:7935 bits of nfom ation for the best unentangled m ea-
surem ent whike the lower bound 0:8664 bits of nform ation corresponds to
the best entangled m easurem ent.

W e also m ade num erical calculations, which revealed that the m axin um
m utual nform ation which can be attained by an unentangled m easurem ent
is 0557 bitsboth for the cases of antiparalel and parallel soins, and In tum
both correspond to the sam e von Neum ann type m easuram ent apparatus.
T his entails that interestingly for the case of antijparallel soins the optin al
m easuram ent is about one and one-halftin esm ore e ective than an unentan—
gled m easurem ent, and for the case of parallel spins it is stillm ore e ective
but to a lesser degree, provided that the m easure of success is given in tem s
of the m utual nform ation.

Let usm ake a com parison between the case of antjparalkel spins analyzed
in this article, and the doubl-trine states of Refs. (B], [10]) from the state
distinguishability point of view . W hik on the doubl-trine ensamble the
best unentangled m easuram ent was actually a globalm easurem ent, for the
antiparalle]l (@nd also for the paralle]l) soins the best unentangled m easure-
mentwas i tum an LO CC m easuram ent (especially ndividualvon N eum ann
type). This fact m ay partially explain the large di erence obtained in the
pow er of unentangled and entangled m easurem ents on antjparallel spins, and
also would raise the possibility of nding a state ensemble, where the power
of unentangled m easurem ent lies between the power of entangled and the
power ofLOCC m easuram ents.
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