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Abstract

We provide a novel tool which may be used to construct new examples of positive maps in matrix
algebras (or, equivalently, entanglement witnesses). It turns out that this can be used to prove positivity
of several well known maps (such as reduction map, generalized reduction, Robertson map, and many
others). Furthermore, we use it to construct a new family of linear maps and prove that they are positive,
indecomposable and (nd)optimal.

1 Introduction

Entanglement is one of the essential features of quantum physics and is fundamental to future quantum
technologies. Therefore, there is a tremendous interest in developing efficient theoretical and experimental
methods to detect entanglement. Linear positive maps in matrix algebras [Il 2] provide a basic tool to
discriminate between separable and entangled states of composed quantum systems [3} 4]. A quantum state
represented by the density operator p in S(Ha ® Hp) is separable if and only if it can be represented as

p=> papiM @pl? (1)

where p, denotes a probability distribution, and p((lA) and p((lB) are density operators of subsystems A and

B, respectively. It is clear that separable states define a convex subset in the space of all density operators
in S(Ha ® Hp). States which are not separable are called entangled. It is well known that p represents a
separable state if and only if [5]

(Ta@A)p>0, (2)

for all linear positive maps A : B(Hp) — B(Ha), where Z4 : B(Ha) — B(H ) denotes an identity map, i.e.,
Z4(X) = X for each X € B(H4) and B(H) denotes a C*-algebra of bounded operators in . Throughout
the paper all Hilbert spaces are finite dimensional and hence B(#) may be treated as a matrix algebra
My (C) = My, where dimH = N. Due to the well known duality [Il [6] between linear maps ® : B(Hp) —
B(H4) and linear operators in H ® Hp one may equivalently formulate the separability problem in terms
of entanglement witnesses [5] [7]. A Hermitian operator W defined on the tensor product H4 @ Hp is called
an entanglement witness if and only if: 1) Tr(Woep) > 0 for all separable states ogep, and 2) there exists an
entangled state p such that Tr(Wp) < 0 (one says that p is detected by W).
Let A: B(Ha) = B(Hp) be a positive linear map. One calls A k-positive if the map

Ik®A:Mk®B('HA) —>Mk®B(HB) (3)

is positive. In the above formula M} denotes a linear space of k x k complex matrices. A positive map which
is k-positive for each k is called completely positive (CP). Actually, if dimH 4 = d4 and dimHp = dp then
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A is CP iff it is d-positive with d = min{d4,dp}. Denoting by Pj a convex cone of k-positive map one has
a natural chain of inclusions
PisCPyg_1C...CPyCPy R

where Py is a convex cone of positive maps and Py a convex cone of CP maps (d = min{d4,dg}). Recall, that
A is co-positive iff A o T is positive, where T denotes transposition with respect to a fixed basis. Similarly,
A is k-copositive iff A o T is k-positive. Denoting by P* a convex cone of k-copositive map one has a dual
chain of inclusions

plcpitc...cPicp!,

where P! and P¢ stands for copositive and completely copositive maps, respectively.
For the reader’s convenience, let us recall some basic definitions that we shall use throughout the paper:

Definition 1. A positive map A is decomposable if A € Py U P?, that is,
A:A1+AQOT, (4)

where A1 and Ay are CP and T denotes transposition in a given basis. Maps which are not decomposable
are called indecomposable (or nondecomposable).

Definition 2. A positive map A is optimal if and only if for any completely positive map ®cp, the map
A — Oop is no longer positive.

Definition 3. A positive map A is nd-optimal if and only if for any decomposable map ®p, the map A —dp
is no longer positive.

Using the Jamiotkowski isomorphism [6] between operators and linear maps one can extend the properties
derived for positive maps to entanglement witnesses.

Definition 4. An entanglement witness Wa := (Za ® A)PX is (in)decomposable, optimal and nd-optimal if
and only if the corresponding positive map A is (in)decomposable, optimal and nd-optimal.

In particular one proves the two following interesting results concerning optimal and nd-optimal EW [g].

Theorem 1. Let W be an EW in Ha ® Hp. If a set of product vectors ¥ ® ¢ satisfying

(YRWlp©¢) =0, ()
spans Ha @ Hp, then W is an optimal EW.
Theorem 2. An entanglement witness W is nd-optimal if and only if both W and W' are optimal.

Optimal positive maps (or, equivalently, optimal entanglement witnesses) provide the most efficient tool
to discriminate between separable and entangled states. It is well known that any entangled state may
be detected by some optimal map. In recent years there has been considerable effort in constructing and
analyzing the structure of EWs [9]—[38]. In this paper we provide a novel tool which may be used to construct
new examples of positive maps (entanglement witnesses). It is based on a class of positive matrices discussed
in the next section. We show that it may be used to prove positivity of several well known maps (reduction
map, generalized reduction, Robertson map and many others). Further, we provide a new family of maps
and prove that they are positive, indecomposable, and even both optimal and nd-optimal.

2 A class of positive definite matrices

In this section we provide a class of positive definite matrices that enables one to construct positive maps in
matrix algebras. Let us start by recalling a well-known lemma.

Lemma 1 ([, 2]). A block matriz M € M, 4

w-(43).

with A € Ml,, and B € M, together with A >0 and B > 0, is positive if and only if A> XB~1XT.



We shall use this result to prove the following

Theorem 3. Let Mﬁ be a matriz in M.y =My @My =: My (Mg) of the following form:

(1—oq)lg | —z12Mia |-+ | —z2anMin
* T
—2igMiy | (1 =)l | -+ | —zanMon
My = : : . : (7)
_ZTNMlTN _ZékNMzTN ] (= an)lk

with Zij\ilai =10<a;<1fori=1,....,N), |zj| <1, and M;; € Mg (C), for 1 <i < j <N such that
If the blocks M;; of the matriz MK satisfy the following properties:

1. MUM]IJ = OéjMik,
2. Mz < Oéj]lK,

then matriz MK is positive-semidefinite.

Proof. We will perform a proof by induction with respect to the number of blocks N in a matrix M%. Let
us assume that the ME | matrix is positive. From Theorem [l we know that to prove positivity of matrix
MJI\? it is enough to show that the following inequality holds

K an
Mpy_1 2 T aNM(Z;Mij)a (9)
with
2
|zin ] M1 zinzynyMia | anEnog N MiN—a
2
M(z, My;) iy oMo 1 | Bawthoanlons | (10)
z, M;j;) == . ) ] . >0,
2
ZN*LNZTNMI,Nfl ZN*LNZ;NM;,Nfl o | lav—,NIPMN -1 N1

where the last inequality is a natural consequence of the construction. We introduce a normalization proce-
dure for coefficients «; in a following way

o Y fori=1,....N—1, (11)

- 1-— QN
where Zf\;l o = 1. Applying this normalization for submatrices M;; gives us

! A

Ml = |2 M; ,for1<i<j<N-1. (12)
: Qi

To show inequality (@) it is enough to prove that

By — 219 M1, e _Zi,N—1M{ Noi
/% ! -i- ; L
—215(Mjs) By N
Mg = ; } ) : >0, (13)
N M )T | 2y M )T | Bx
where

Bi = (1—0(;(1—04N))]IK_|ZiN|2aN]\4i/i7
Zl{j = (1 - aN)Zij + O‘NZZ'NZ;N,



with

2451 < (1= )| + awlzav iy < L. (14)
A simple calculation shows that
/ 7 / !
o oo a (010
oAt Vo Ear agb — d E oAr — A Ag!
Mij(Mkj) = o a:ak MZJMkj = o \/ a:ak a; M, = a; M- (15)

By replacing k with ¢ in the above formula one gets

Mi/j (Milj)T = 0‘; Mz/z (16)
and, due to the assumption,
o o
Mi/i = —lMii S - ai]lK = a;]lK. (17)
Q; Qg
The last inequality implies
Bi Z (1 — Oz;(l — aN))]lK — |ZiN|2OANOt§]1K Z (1 - O/i)]lK- (18)
As a consequence one finds
(1 —ap)lg —215Miy | N—lM{,N—l
—Zi*z(M{Q)T (1 —ay)lg T —Zé N—1M§,N—1
Mg > : : , : = My_1 (19)
_ZiTN—l(M{,N—l)T _ZS:N—l(Mé,N—l)T T (1 —ay )k
Since, by assumption, M% | is a positive matrix, we have completed the proof. O

3 New proofs of positivity for a series of linear maps

In this section we use Theorem [l to provide new proofs of positivity for a series of well-known maps. Let
us recall that to prove positivity of a given map A : B(Ha) — B(Hp) it is enough to show that each rank-1
projector P € B(H 4) is mapped via A into a positive element in B(Hp).

3.1 Generalized Reduction map

Let us start our consideration with a generalized reduction map, R% : My — My, defined by

1 ]1]\[ — €45 for ¢ :]
R (€ii) = —— ’ 20
N( ZJ) N -1 {—zi‘jeij for i < 7, ( )
where e;; € My stands for fixed orthonormal basis and z = {z12,213,...,2n-1,~5} denotes a vector of

complex numbers such that |z;| < 1. Note, that if z;; = 1, then the above formula reproduces the standard
normalized reduction map

1
Ry (X) = +— (llNTr(X) - X) . (21)
Let us consider a rank-1 projector Py = |1)(¢)|, with ¢ = @511 Vaiz, and z; € C, o; € [0, 1], Zi\il a; = 1.
Without loosing generality we can assume |2;]> =1 foralli =1,..., N. Now,
1—o —z12M12 -+ —zNMin
” —2j, M}, l—ay -+ —zanMoy .
R%(Py) = , _ =My , (22)
_ZTNMlTN _ZSNMzTN T l—ay



with

Mij = ,/OéiOéinx; , for1 <i< 7 < N (23)

As we can see |z;;| = 1 by definition of R%, and for all off-diagonal blocks of the matrix MY}, the following
holds

MijM,Ij = (,/oziajxi:r;) (,/akajxkx;)T = /a0 |xj|2xixz = a; My, (24)
for all 1 <4 < j < N, in particular MijMiTj = ajMy;, and

M = aijaiziz; < ol (25)
We have shown that conditions (1) and (2) of a Theorem [ are satisfied for a matrix M}, which proves
positivity of a generalized Reduction map.

3.2 Robertson map

Let us now consider an action of a well-known Robertson map

\I/Rob(X) -

1 T Tr X oo | —[X12 + Ry(X21)]
. )

2 Xo1 + Ry (X12)] | LoTr Xy
where X;; € My and R, stands for a reduction map in My, on a rank-1 projector Py = |¢)(¢|, with
Y = o @ Jags (P € C?, a; € [0,1] for i = 1,2 and a1 + az = 1). Again without loosing generality
we assume (¢;]¢;) = 1, i = 1,2. Rewriting the reduction map as R,(X) = 0, X" 0] allows us to represent
\I}Rob(le) as

1/ (1—a)ly| —Mypy )
U rov(Py) = = , 27
rob(F4) 2( —Mf, |(1-a)l 27)
with the off-diagonal blocks of the form

My = varaz [[) (o] + oy [93) (¢7]0}] (28)
and z12 = 1. We want to check whether conditions (1) and (2) of the Theorem Bl are satisfied. Since
for any antisymmetric and unitary matrix U one has (¢|U*) = 0, thus in particular for o, one has

(n]oy¥y) = (Y2loyps) =0, and as a consequence
Mia M, = o [[¥1) (W] + oy [¥7) (W5 ]o]] = aa M. (29)

Now, because [¢1) and o,|¢7) are two normalized orthonormal vectors, they define an orthonormal decom-
position of an identity matrix and thus

Mii = ay [[v1) (W] + oy [9}) (¥ ]o]] = ailly (30)

which completes the proof.

3.3 Generalization of the Robertson map [25]

Let us recall a generalization of the Robertson map to the My algebra, given by

Uyn(X)

1 (_[ LyTrXoy | —[Xio + UXHUD)] ) (31)

T 2N Xot + UXLUN] | TonTrXy
with U € Myy denoting an arbitrary antisymmetric and unitary matrix. Acting with a map ¥,nx on a

projector Pyy = |1) (2], with ¢ = \/agir @ /azws (i € C*V, ar, a2 € [0,1], a; +az = 1 and (¥;|;) = 1),
leads to

Van (Pan) = . <

(32)

(1—a)lay | —Mip
2N

—MIQ | (1—0[2)]12]\[



with My; = /agag |[0:) (] 4+ U (Jiby) (wi])" UT} and z;; = 1. Direct calculation shows that

MM, = asa [[un) (] + UT) (65 UT] = azhy (33)

and
My = a [[e3) (il + U (1) ()" U] < il (34)
This is what we sought out to be proved (the last inequality is a consequence of a simple fact that |¢;) and

Ult;) are two orthonormal vectors and can be completed to a full orthonormal decompoition of the identity).

3.4 Complex extension of the Robertson map [26]

Both conditions from the Theorem [ are satisfied by the off-diagonal blocks of a matrix obtained from acting
on a rank-1 projector Poy with a map Won : Moy — Moy defined as

Ay —212B12 —z1nBin
ol X 1 —219B21 Aa —zonBan .
| : ] )
_ZINBNI —Z;NBNQ AN
with
Ai = ]12 (TI‘X—TI‘XM), fori:l,...,N
Bij = Xij +R2(in), for1<i<j<N
and |z;;| <1for 1 <i < j<2N, that is,
(1 —oq)lly | —z12Myo -z NnMin
* T
1 —212M12 (1 — ag)]lg _Z2NM2N
g P = 36
—2inMly | —2inMiy (1—an)l;

where Poy = [0)(0] (v = BN, Jam with ¢; € C2, SN a; = 1,

i=1,...,N) and the off-diagonal blocks are defined as follows:

a; € [0,1] and (¢;|¢p;) = 1 for

Mij = /oo [[va) (¥5] + Ry (thy) (i (37)
Indeed, simple calculation leads to
Mi M, = aj\Jaiar, [[vi) (k] + oy U7 (Wilol] = a; M. (38)

In particular, MijMsz = a;j M;;. Also, analogously to Eq. (30), M;; = ;1.

4 A new class of maps in My ® My

In this section we provide a new class of positive maps in My.ox. Any matrix in My.ox may represented
as a block N x N matrix in My (Mag). Let us define a map ¥ : My.ox — My.ox in the following way

Ay —212B12 —z1inBin
(X 1 —219B21 Aa —zonBan
M =mv-n| : N
_ZINBNl —Z;NBNQ AN




with

Ai = ]12[( (TI‘X—TI‘X“), 1= 1,...,N
B;; = Xij-l-UXjTiUT, 1<i<j<N

with U € Myg denoting an arbitrary unitary and antisymmetric matrix and |z;;| < 1.

4.1 Positivity

Proposition 1. ¥ defines a positive map

Proof. The first problem we want to tackle is positivity of a map W. Let us consider a rank-1 projector
P = [¢){¢|, where 1) € CN2K denotes an arbitrary vector. Since CV2K = EBfil C?K | we can represent 1
as follows

N
) = €P vailei), (39)
i=1

with 1; € C*% ; € [0,1] fori =1,..., N and Zil a; = 1. In addition, for simplicity, we can assume that
(Yil;) =1 fori=1,...,N, and then
(1 =)o | —z12Mip | --- | —zinMin
(P 1 —2ioMo1 | (1 —ag)log | -+ | —zonMoay 0
PDmwon | . b 1o
_ZTNMNI _Z;NMN2 (1 —aN)lng
with
My = /a0 (5] + Ul (310 (41)

We want to check whether all conditions from Theorem [3] are satisfied. Taking into account that U is an
unitary and antisymmetric matrix one has (¢;|Uv}) = (¥ UT|p;) = 0, and thus direct calculation leads to

My M}, = aj\/aion {l%ﬂwkl + U|¢E‘><¢Z|UT} = a; M. (42)

By replacing k with j one gets MijMiTj = «a;M;;. Moreover, since vectors [¢;) and Uly;) are mutually
orthogonal and normalized, one gets

M = [l il + U (1 il ) 0] < . (13)

Therefore we have proved that U(P) is positive-semidefinite, which completes the proof. O

4.2 Indecomposibility

In order to prove that a given map is indecomposable it is enough to find an entangled PPT state p such
that Tr(Wp) < 0. Let Wy be an EW corresponding to a positive map ¥

d
1
W‘I; = E Z eij ®Wij, (44)
ij=1
where W;; = U(e;;) and, to simplify notation, we denote d := N-2K. Let us consider a following construction
for the state p:

d

1
P= 511 Z €ij @ Pijs (45)

ij=1



where the diagonal blocks of a state p are given by

1
Pii:Ed—(QK(N—l)—l)Wi‘ for i=1,...,d, (46)
and for the off-diagonal blocks one has
1. if 0 < i — j| < 2K, then p;; = Oy,

2. if |i — j| = 2K¢, where £ =1,...,(N — 1), then for each £ and i = 1,...,2K (N — ¢) one has
Pii42K0 = —Wiit2K-0 , (47)

3. if |i — j| > 2K, with |i — j| # 2K/, then
~ Zij
P =T RREN(N - 1)
where {e;;}¢,_, stands for an orthonormal basis in M.
One proves
Proposition 2. p >0 and p" > 0, i.e. p represents a PPT state.

Proposition 3. If |z;;| = 1, then a map VU is indecomposible.

Proof. We will show that Tr (Wyp) = 327

5,J=1

Tr (Wijpji) < 0. One has

1
Tr(Wep) = o T (Wyp)+ Y, Tr(Wyps)+ Y, Tr(Wigpg) - (49)
lij|=2K £ 0<|i—j|<2K li—j|>2K

The first sum consists of N terms, the second sum has 2K — 1 terms, and the last one — (2K — 1)(N — 1)
terms. Straightforward algebra leads to

2K —1)

T (Wijpji) = s
| Z (Wispi) 2KPN(N —1)
l[i—j|=2K-¢
> Tr(Wijpji) = 0,
0<|i—j|<2K
(2K —1)
Tr(Wijpsi) = —mrmvre
Z I‘( Jpj) (2K)3N(N—1)
li—j|>2K
and, as a consequence,
Tr (Wep) ! <0 (50)
T =—
YT T RK + D2KPBN(N —1)
which completes to prove. O

4.3 Optimality

In a previous section we have shown that if |z;;| = 1 for all 1 < i < j < d, then the map ¥ is non-
decomposable. It turns out that the same condition is necessary and sufficient for optimality.

Proposition 4. ¥ is an optimal map if and only if |z;;| =1 for all 1 <i < j < N.



Proof. To show that |z,,,| = 1 is a necessary condition for optimality we may apply the same argument as
in [26]. To show that |z;,,| = 1, that is, zp,, = €'*m", [we introduced ¢ as an imaginary unit] is a sufficient
condition it is enough to consider a set of vectors I'y defined as follows

Ty = {er @ery Omn® Pmns ¢mn®$mn; fork=1,...,2N and 1 <m < n <d}, (51)
where _
Cn = €m +€ 7 2 e, Gn = em 1872 €, Ppp =€ — e 2 ey (52)

It is easy to check that elements of a set I' are linearly independent. Direct calculation shows that for each
P @1 € T'y the following holds:

(W @ Y[ Walth @) =0, (53)

which proves the theorem. O

4.4 Nd-optimality
Proposition 5. U defines a family of nd-optimal maps.

Proof. According to Theorem [ to show that W is nd-optimal it is enough to show, that both W and W'
are optimal entanglement witnesses. In Proposition @l we have proved that Wy is optimal. Now we will show
that WY is an optimal EW as well. Let us consider the following transformation:

d
L@ V)Wa(Ma@VT) = > e @ VI (ey)VT, (54)

ij=1
where V := Iy ® UT. The action of ¥ on basis elements {e;;}{,_, is given by

1 (I — e,(,],y)) @ o Tr (6525}()) ; ifg=p

V(ey) = =—F—~ T
(€i5) 2K - (N —1) — 25 |:6§7]¢;[) ®e$25K) + eéﬁ}” QU (egK)) UT] , ifg#p

(55)

where we introduced vectors e;, e; € C? = CN @ C2X via the following rule

e; = e](gN) ® e&QK)
e; = e((ZN) ® egzK) ’

that is, each i € {1,...,d = N - 2K} defines a pair (p,r) withp € {1,...,N} and r € {1,...,2K}. It is easy
to check, that:

1
for ¢ = p and
— T T

otherwise. Since U is an unitary and antisymmetric matrix, one has
T
(Ule,sU)" =UTel,U* = —Uel ,U* = U UT (58)
and, as a consequence, one gets VW (e;; )V = (\Il(eij))T. This shows that

(la@ V)W(a@ V) =W (59)



Since for all ¥; ® 1[1 € I'y, where 'y is defined as (EII), one has

(W @ VI Wy Vi @ ) = (b © dr[ Wl @ 1) = 0. (60)
Direct calculations shows that vectors {Vi; ® zzl;l =1,...,d?} are linearly independent. This completes the
proof. O

5 Conclusions

We provided a new tool which may be used to construct new examples of positive maps (entanglement
witnesses) in finite dimensional matrix algebras. Interestingly, it allows to present a universal proof of
positivity of several well known maps (reduction map, generalized reduction, Robertson map and many
others). Finally, it is shown that our method enables one to construct a new family of linear maps and
prove that they are positive, indecomposable and even optimal. It should be stressed that this constructions
provides linear maps ¥ : My — M only for d = 2. It would be interesting to find an analogous method if
d is odd. For example it would be desirable to provide an appropriate construction generalizing well known
Choi map Yy : M3 — M3 which was proved to be indecomposable and extremal. In a forthcoming paper
we plan to report recent progress in this direction.
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