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We calculate the field of rational local unitary invariants for mixed states of two qubits,

by employing methods from algebraic geometry. We prove that this field is rational (i.e.

purely transcendental), and that it is generated by nine algebraically independent polynomial

invariants. We do so by constructing a relative section, in the sense of invariant theory, whose

Weyl group is a finite abelian group. From this construction, we are able to give explicit

expressions for the generating invariants in terms of the Bloch matrix representation of

mixed states of two qubits. We also prove similar rationality statements for the local unitary

invariants of symmetric mixed states of two qubits. Our results apply to both complex-valued

and real-valued invariants.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum entanglement of two-level systems, or qubits, has long been recognized as an impor-

tant resource in quantum computing and quantum information science, underpinning important

concepts such as quantum teleportation and quantum key distribution, among many others (see

[HHHH09] for a survey). In most cases these applications require a classification of entanglement,

whose goal is to identify all the possible levels of entanglement exhibited by multi-partite quan-

tum states on a scale from no entanglement (i.e. separable states) to maximally entangled states

(e.g. Bell states). One possible approach to this problem is to classify the orbits of local unitary

operators, where each orbit consists of states which are equivalent up to local unitary quantum

evolution. Unfortunately, this simple approach quickly becomes intractable as soon as the number

of parties increases to more than a few qubits. A more fruitul approach is to instead classify the

functions on the Hilbert space of a multi-partite quantum system that are invariant under the

action of local unitary operators. Restricting to the case of functions that are polynomial in the

coordinates, a wide range of tools from computational invariant theory become available [DK15]

to solve this classification problem. For the case of pure states, this approach has led to a com-

plete classification of polynomial local unitary invariants for up to four qubits [Bry02], [MW02],

http://arxiv.org/abs/2305.16178v1
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[Wal17]. In the case of mixed states, a complete classification has been given for the case of two

mixed qubits in [JKW07]. It is also possible to obtain a complete classification of polynomial local

unitary invariants for certain important qubit spaces, for example symmetric states [GW14] and

X-states [GKP16].

The classification of polynomial invariants, just like the classification of the orbits under local

unitary action, becomes intractable very quickly: for pure states, as soon as the number of qubits

is five or higher; for mixed states, the case of three qubits seems intractable using known methods.

There are in principle algorithms for computing polynomial invariants that are guaranteed to

terminate in a finite amount of time [DK15]. However, even if one is willing to expend significant

computational resources to calculate the next open case, the classification output is likely to be so

intricate to decipher that in all probability it would be of little practical use. This is a well-known

conundrum in invariant theory, evident already in the classical study of binary forms [KR84].

In this article, we propose a new approach to push the entanglement classification boundary

a bit further. We propose to study rational local unitary invariants, as opposed to polynomial

invariants. There are several advantages to this approach. First, well-developed methods from

algebraic geometry become available [VP94], [CTS07] in the rational case that invite a study of

the classification problem in a conceptual, qualitative manner, rather than by employing the raw,

computational, purely algebraic approach of the polynomial case. Second, it turns out in practical

applications that the structure of the field of rational invariants tends to be much simpler than

that of the ring of polynomial invariants. In fact, it has been observed in many instances that the

field of invariants tends to be rational, that is, purely transcendental [Dol87], [CTS07]. This means

that the field is generated by a finite number of algebraically independent invariants (i.e. there are

no polynomial relations between the generators), and the number of generators can moreover be

calculated beforehand by a simple dimension count. By contrast, the minimal number of generators

for the ring of polynomial invariants cannot be easily ascertained a priori, and these generators tend

to satisfy an intricate web of polynomial relations of very high degree. In terms of applications,

it does not seem that passing to rational invariants presents a problem: in fact, many well-known

entanglement invariants are not even algebraic, let alone polynomial. Such collection of invariants

includes von Neumann entropy, concurrence, as well as the Horodecki invariant detecting violation

of classical inequalities in mixed states [HHHH09].

We apply this new approach to the case of mixed states of two qubits. We show (Thms.

VIII.1 and VIII.2) that the field of rational local unitary invariants in this case is indeed rational,

generated by nine invariants. We do so by employing the method of relative sections (i.e. the slice
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method) [VP94],[CTS07]. This method consists in finding a suitable intersection of hyperplanes S

(the relative section, or slice) within the space of mixed sates so that the classification of rational

invariants reduces to that of a finite group W (S), the Weyl group of S. In our case, we exhibit a

relative section S whose Weyl group is not only finite, but abelian. By a well-known 1913 result

of E. Fischer (see e.g. [CTS07, Prop. 4.3]), this immediately implies the rationality of the field of

invariants. In addition, we are able to make our rationality result effective, by exhibiting an explicit

set of nine generating invariants, constructed from our explicit knowledge of S. It is interesting

to observe that the generators are in fact polynomial in the coordinates of the density matrix of a

mixed state. More precisely, we express our invariants as polynomials in the entries of the Bloch

matrix representation of a mixed state [Gam16], that is, in terms of 1- and 2-point correlation

functions. Our methods allow to get a similar classification ‘for free’ also in the case of symmetric

states (Thm. VII.2), which in fact we present first, for ease of exposition.

In order to apply methods of algebraic geometry, it simpler initially to complexify the space of

mixed states and the group of local unitary operators, so as to obtain complex-valued invariants. In

this way the ground field is algebraically closed, and the methods of classical algebraic geometry are

readily available [VP94]. In applications, and especially if the goal is to implement entanglement

invariants in terms of experimental measurements, it is important however to restrict to real-valued

invariants. We do so in Section IX, where our effective rationality result for mixed states of two

qubits (symmetric or not) is extended to the real case (Thm. IX.1). Passing to the real case, where

the ground field is no longer algebraically closed, requires slightly more sophisticated technical tools

from modern algebraic geometry [CTS07], [Gro60], but the core ideas are the same.

This new approach to the entanglement classification problem in terms of rational invariants

can likely be applied to the case of multiple mixed qubits. The authors are currently working on

extending the results of this article to this more general case. It might also be possible to extend

our results to the case of qu-dits, that is, multi-level multi-partite quantum systems. In general,

the authors hope to show in this article, above all, that the investigation of rational local unitary

invariants can lead to fruitful progress in the understanding of entanglment of quantum states.

II. LOCAL UNITARY INVARIANTS OF MIXED QUBIT STATES

We begin by recalling the basic setup of mixed qubit states and their local unitary invariants,

as can be found in any basic textbook in quantum information science (e.g. [NC00]). By a qubit

we mean a state |ψ〉 in a two-dimensional Hilbert space. More generally, a n-qubit (or n-qubits) is
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a state in a tensor product
⊗n

C
2 of two-dimensional Hilbert spaces. A mixed state of n-qubits is

a density matrix of the form

ρ =
∑

pi|ψi〉〈ψi|

where pi ≥ 0 are a finite set of real numbers satisfying
∑

pi = 1 and {|ψi〉} is a finite set of

n-qubits. The set of all such mixed states coincides with the set of Hermitian, non-negative, linear

operators on
⊗n

C
2 of trace one. In this article, we restrict our attention to the case of mixed

states of n = 2 qubits.

The quantum evolution of a mixed state ρ is given by conjugation by a unitary matrix, ρ 7→

UρU †. In the case of two mixed qubits, we have a special class of unitary operators of the form

U1 ⊗ U2, where each Ui acts on a separate qubit. We call these local unitary operators.

We are interested in calculating algebraic functions f (real- or complex-valued) on mixed states

of two qubits that are invariant under the action of local unitary operators, that is,

f(UρU †) = f(ρ) (1)

for every unitary U : C2 ⊗ C
2 → C

2 ⊗ C
2 of the form U = U1 ⊗ U2. In particular:

(1) When f is polynomial in the entries of the matrix ρ, we say that f is a polynomial local

unitary invariant.

(2) When f = f1/f2 is a rational function in the entries of the matrix ρ, we say that f is a

rational local unitary invariant.

The set of all polynomial (or rational) local unitary invariants on mixed states of two qubits

does not come equipped with a nice algebraic structure, since the space of density matrices is not

an algebraic variety (it is however a semi-algebraic variety [Gam16]). However, if we remove the

positivity condition on a density matrix, and instead work with the Liouville space

L = {ρ : ρ† = ρ, tr ρ = 1},

we obtain an affine space L ≃ A
15
R

which is, in particular, an affine algebraic variety over the

real numbers. The set of (real-valued) polynomial local unitary invariants on L now forms a

ring, denoted by R[L ]G, where G = U(2) × U(2) is the group of local unitary operators. This

ring can now be investigated using the tools and algorithms of classical invariant theory [DK15].

For example, a full presentation for this ring can be found in [JKW07], where the authors give



5

25 generators and 63 relations. Similarly, the set of (real-valued) rational local unitary invariants

on L forms a field, denoted by R(L )G, whose structure we intend to investigate in this article.

In contrast to the polynomial case, we will show that this field has a much simpler structure,

consisting of nine invariants an no relations.

It is easier to first calculate complex-valued invariants, and then afterwards pass to the real

case. Therefore we let

LC = {ρ : tr ρ = 1} ≃ A
15
C

be the complexification of the Liouville space L . The complexification of U(2) × U(2), which is

given by GL2(C)×GL2(C), acts on LC by conjugation. In fact, because of (1), for the calculation of

invariants it suffices to consider the action of the subgroup SU(2)× SU(2), whose complexification

is SL2(C) × SL2(C). We are therefore reduced to the calculation of

R(L )SU(2)×SU(2) ⊗ C = C(LC)SL2(C)×SL2(C),

as follows from a simple application of base-change properties of fields of invariants.

III. LIE ALGEBRA sl2 AND THE ADJOINT REPRESENTATION

We shall require some basic facts about SL2(C) and its Lie algebra. Recall that SL2(C) is a

3-dimensional complex Lie group, whose Lie algebra is

sl2 = {M ∈ Mat2(C) : trM = 0}

with Lie bracket given by the standard commutator bracket [A,B] = AB −BA, and Killing form

(A,B) = 4 trAB.

For ease of notation, let V = sl2. Equipped with the symmetric bilinear form (, ), the vector

space V is an orthogonal space with structure group given by the orthogonal group

O(V ) = {g ∈ GL(V ) : (gu, gv) = (u, v) ∀u, v ∈ V } ≃ O3(C).

We also let

SO(V ) = {g ∈ O(V ) : det g = 1} ≃ SO3(C)

be its corresponding special orthogonal group of orientation-preserving transformations.
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There is an action of SL2(C) on V (the adjoint action) given by matrix conjugation, which factors

through PSL2(C) = SL2(C)/±I . This is a three-dimensional irreducible algebraic representation

of SL2(C), the spin-1 representation. The Killing form is preserved by this action, and we obtain

a well-known isomorphism

PSL2(C) ≃ SO(V ) ≃ SO3(C) (2)

under which the adjoint representation V of SL2(C) goes over to the standard representation of

SO3(C). Note that under this isomorphism, for any two vectors u, v ∈ V ,

[u, v] = u× v

(u, v) = u · v

that is, the Lie bracket corresponds to the cross-product of two vectors in V ≃ C
3, while the Killing

from (by construction) corresponds to the standard dot product u · v = u1v1 + u2v2 + u3v3. We

also let

‖v‖ =
√

(v, v)

be the vector norm of a vector v ∈ V . Note that the dot-product is not an inner product: the

norm is in general complex-valued, and in particular it is possible to have non-zero vectors v ∈ V

such that ‖v‖ = 0.

The cross-product and dot-product satisfy the following identities, that we record for conve-

nience:

a× (b× c) = (a · c)b− (a · b)c (3)

(a× b) · (c× d) = (a · c)(b · d) − (b · c)(a · d) (4)

for all a, b, c, d ∈ V . These identities are well-known that are easy to verify directly. Equivalent

identities can be written in terms of the Lie bracket and the Killing form on sl2.

IV. THE BLOCH MATRIX REPRESENTATION

We now describe a representation of Liouville space that is particularly convenient for the study

of local unitary invariants. This representation generalizes the well-known Bloch ball representation

for a mixed state of one qubit, and is therefore known as the Bloch representation. A detailed study
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of this representation is given in [Gam16]. To define it, consider the Pauli matrices

σ1 =





0 1

1 0



 , σ2 =





0 −i

i 0



 , σ3 =





1 0

0 −1



 (5)

and let σ0 = ( 1 0
0 1 ) be the identity matrix. Any mixed state of one qubit can be expressed as a

linear combination

ρ =
1

2
(σ0 + v1σ1 + v2σ2 + v3σ3)

with coefficients v = (v1, v2, v3)t ∈ R
3 given by vi = tr (ρσi). The positivity condition on ρ ensures

that v lies within a ball of radius one centered at the origin, known as the Bloch ball. In this

representation, quantum evolution on ρ by operators in SU(2) correspond to rotations on v by

elements of SO3(R). Complexifying, the Pauli matrices form a basis for the Lie algebra V = sl2

that is orthogonal with respect to the Killing form (, ). Removing the positivity condition, we see

that the map ρ 7→ v is an isomorphism of vector spaces from the Liouville space of one mixed

qubit to the adjoint representation V of SL2(C). Conjugation by SL2(C) on an element ρ of

Liouville space corresponds to the standard action of SO(V ) ≃ SO3(C) on the vector v ∈ V . The

isomorphism ρ 7→ v is thus precisely the map underlying the isomorphism of groups given by (2).

For the case of two qubits, there are two copies V1, V2 of the adjoint representation V = sl2 of

SL2(C) and a basis for the space of operators on the tensor product V1 ⊗ V2 can be given by the

Dirac matrices σi ⊗ σj , i, j = 0, 1, 2, 3. We may then express ρ ∈ LC as a linear combination

ρ =
1

4





3
∑

i,j=0

cij σi ⊗ σj



 ,

with coefficients cij ∈ C. It is useful to organize these 16 coefficients in terms of correlation

functions:

(i) The 0-point correlation function:

c00 = tr (ρ) = 1

(ii) The 1-point correlation functions:

u1,i = ci0 = tr (ρ σi ⊗ σ0)

u2,j = c0j = tr (ρ σ0 ⊗ σj),

with i, j = 1, 2, 3.
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(iii) The 2-point correlation functions:

cij = tr (ρ σi ⊗ σj)

with i, j = 1, 2, 3.

We then organize the correlation functions into the Bloch matrix:

B(ρ) =





1 ut2

u1 C



 ∈ C
15, (6)

where u1 = (u1,i) ∈ V1, u2 = (u2,j) ∈ V2 are vectors, each belonging to a copy of V = sl2, and

C = (cij) ∈ Hom(V2, V1) is the matrix of a linear tranformation V2 → V1. In this representation,

the action of SL2(C) × SL2(C) (the complexification of the group of local unitary operators) on

the density matrix ρ ∈ LC goes over to an action of the special orthogonal operators (g1, g2) ∈

SO(V1) × SO(V2) ≃ SO3(C) × SO3(C) given by

(g1, g2)B(ρ) =





1 ut2g
t
2

g1u1 g1Cg
t
2



 . (7)

Therefore, we get a decomposition

LC ≃ V ⊠ 1 ⊕ 1 ⊠ V ⊕ V ⊠ V

of complexified Liouville space into irreducible representations of SO3(C)×SO3(C). Here ‘1’ denotes

the trivial representation of SO3(C), and for two representations V1, V2 of a group G, we have used

the external tensor product notation ⊠ to denote the tensor product V1⊗V2 as a representation of

G×G, where each copy of G acts on each tensor factor. This is to emphasize that V ⊠V ≃ V1⊗V2

is indeed irreducible as a representation of SO3(C) × SO3(C). Moreover, we have used the fact

that V is canonically isomorphic to its dual representation (via the Killing form) so that there is

a canonical isomorphism End(V ) = V ⊗ V .

V. RELATIVE SECTIONS AND RATIONALITY

We now turn to the calculation of the field of invariants

C(LC)SL2(C)×SL2(C) = C(LC)SO3(C)×SO3(C),

where the action of the group SO3(C)×SO3(C) on complexified Liouville space is given by (7). For

this calculation we will use the method of relative sections [VP94, Ch.2], also known as the slice
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method. This method applies to the general situation of G a reductive algebraic group acting on

an irreducible algebraic variety X over C. In this case, a subvariety S ⊆ X is a relative section if

there exists a G-invariant (dense) Zariski-open subset X0 ⊆ X satisfying the following properties:

(i) The Zariski closure of the orbit space GS is all of X (that is, GS = X).

(ii) Let N = N(S) = {g ∈ G : gS ⊆ S} be the normalizer of S, and let S0 = X0 ∩ S. Then

gS0 ∩ S0 6= ∅ implies that g ∈ N .

Relative sections are important from both a theoretical and computational point of view, since

they reduce the calculations of the G-invariants to those of the Weyl group of S, a smaller group.

To define it, note that the action of the normalizer N on S may not be faithful, that is, there could

be elements g ∈ N that fix every point x ∈ S. It is therefore more convenient to quotient this

group by the centralizer Z(S) = {g ∈ N : gx = x, ∀x ∈ S}. The quotient

W (S) := N(S)/Z(S)

acts faithfully on S, and it is called the Weyl group of S. This terminology originates from the

special case of the adjoint representation of a complex semi-simple connected Lie group, where the

Cartan subalgebra is a relative section, and its Weyl group corresponds to the Weyl group of the

Lie group itself.

Given any relative section S ⊆ X with Weyl group W = W (S), we may take a rational invariant

function f ∈ C(X)G and restrict its domain to S, thus obtaining an invariant in C(S)W . It can be

shown [VP94, Ch. 2.5] that this restriction of invariants induces an isomorphism

C(X)G
≃
−→ C(S)W (8)

of invariant fields. In particular, if S can be chosen so that W = W (S) is finite (or equivalently,

so that dimS = dimX − dimG) then the calculation of the field of invariant reduces to the case

of a finite group action (of smaller dimension), for which there are much more efficient algorithms

[DK15] than for an arbitrary reductive group.

Even when a convenient relative section can be found, there is no a priori reason to expect the

field of invariants C(X)G to have a simple structure. In fact, for the group G = SO3(C) (and

products of G) and for finite groups, the field of invariants corresponds to the fraction field of

the ring of polynomial invariants C[X]G [CTS07, Lemmas 2.1, 2.2], which, as we saw earlier, can

have an extremely rich and complicated structure. It may therefore come as a surprise that, when

computed in practice, the field of invariants tends to be rational, that is, purely transcendental
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[Dol87], [CTS07]. This means that C(X)G can be generated by n elements f1, . . . , fn (where

n = dimX − dimG) that are algebraically independent, that is, there are no polynomial relations

between the fi’s with coefficients in C. We will show that this is indeed the case for the field

C(LC)SO3(C)×SO3(C).

VI. SYMMETRIC STATES

We first show rationality and calculate generators for the field of invariants of symmetric mixed

states of two qubits. This is the subspace Lsym ⊆ L of the Liouville space for mixed states of

two qubits consisting of states that are left unchanged by the map v1 ⊗ v2 7→ v2 ⊗ v1 swapping

the ordering of tensors. Equivalently, symmetric states are characterized in terms of the Bloch

representation (6) by the property that u = u1 = u2 and C = Ct, that is, the matrix of 2-point

correlation functions is symmetric. In particular, for symmetric states the two copies V1, V2 of the

adjoint representation V = sl2 corresponding to the two different qubits are identified, and the

symmetric matrix C is identified with a linear endomorphism V → V .

The full group of local unitary operators SU(2) × SU(2) does not preserve the subspace of

symmetric states Lsym. Instead, we have an action of SU(2) embedded inside SU(2) × SU(2)

via the diagonal map g 7→ (g, g). Complexifying, the corresponding SO3(C)-action on the Bloch

representation (6) is given by

gB(ρ) =





1 utgt

gu gCgt



 ,

where C = Ct is symmetric. Symmetric states are therefore isomorphic to V ⊗ Sym2(V ), as a

representation of PSL2(C) ≃ SO3(C).

We now construct a relative section (in the sense of Section V) for the action of SO3(C) on

(complexified) symmetric states Lsym,C. For ease of notation, let

X = Lsym,C, G = SO3(C).

Let S ⊆ X be the linear subvariety defined by

S :=











1 ut

u C



 : u2 = u3 = 0, c12 = c21 = 0







, (9)

where (ui) are the coordinates of the vector u ∈ V and (cij) are the matrix entries of C ∈ End(V )

with respect to the standard basis {e1, e2, e3} of V ≃ C
3. We first show that the orbit space GS



11

is Zariski-dense in X. Given an arbitrary element x ∈ X, represented in Bloch matrix form by

(u,C), let

v := u× Cu, w := u× v. (10)

Let X0 ⊆ X be the G-invariant Zariski-open subset defined by u · u 6= 0 and v · v 6= 0. Note that

by (4) with a = b = u and c = d = v we have that w · w = (u · u)(v · v), so that we also have

w ·w 6= 0. Because all the vector norms are non-zero, the set ~u = u/‖u‖, ~v = v/‖v‖, ~w = w/‖w‖ is

an orthonormal basis for V . Therefore, there exists an orthogonal transformation g ∈ O(V ) such

that e1 = g~u, e2 = g~v, e3 = g ~w. Moreover,

(e1 × e2) · e3 = (g~u× g~v) · g ~w

= g(~u× ~v) · g ~w

= (~u× ~v) · ~w

so that the orientation of the bases are preserved by g, and therefore g ∈ SO(V ). Applying g to

the element (u,C) we get:

gCgt =











~u · C~u 0 ~u · C ~w

0 ~v · C~v ~v · C ~w

~u · C ~w ~v · C ~w ~w · C ~w











, (11)

gu =











‖u‖

0

0











(12)

since ~u · C~v = ~v · C~u = 0, by construction. Therefore the element (u,C) ∈ X0 belongs to the

G-orbit of S, so that GS = V .

Next, we compute the Weyl group W (S) of S. Suppose (u,C) ∈ S is in the form (9). In order

for g ∈ SO(V ) to belong to the normalizer N(S), it must first preserve the subspace spanned by

e1, so that

g =





±1 0

0 g0





for some orthogonal 2-by-2 matrix g0. Writing C =





a bt

b C0



 in block form, where bt = (0, b0), we

deduce that g belongs to N(S) only if g0 preserves the subspace spanned by b, so that

g0 =





±1 0

0 ±1



 .
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Therefore, N(S) is isomorphic to the subgroup of SO3(C) consisting of diagonal matrices. The

centralizer Z(S) in this case is trivial, so that the Weyl group W (S) equals N(S) and it is given

by

W (S) ≃



















g =











±1 0 0

0 ±1 0

0 0 ±1











: det g = 1



















⊆ SO3(C).

This is an abelian group, abstractly isomorphic to Z/2Z× Z/2Z, the Klein 4-group. For example,

it can be generated by the two order 2 matrices











1 0 0

0 −1 0

0 0 −1











,











−1 0 0

0 1 0

0 0 −1











.

By the same calculation, we can see that S is in fact a relative section: if x ∈ S0 = X0 ∩X and

g ∈ G satisfies gx ∈ S0, then we must have that g ∈ N .

The existence of the relative section S immediately implies the rationality of the field of invari-

ants C(X)G. In particular, since S is a linear representation of a finite abelian group W , the field

of invariants C(S)W is rational, by a well-known 1913 result of E. Fischer (see e.g. [CTS07, Prop.

4.3]). This field is thus generated by dimS − dimW = 6 algebraically independent invariants

s1, . . . , s6. By the restriction isomorphism (8) we deduce that the field C(X)G is also rational,

generated by six invariants f1, . . . f6, whose restriction to S are the six invariants s1, . . . , s6.

VII. ORBIT SEPARATION

Having shown that the field of invariants C(X)G (with X = Lsym,C and G = SO3(C)) is rational,

we now turn to the problem of effectively calculating generators. For this problem, we use the

‘separation of orbits’ criterion [VP94, Ch. 2.3]. To explain this geometric criterion, note that when

two points x1, x2 are in the same G-orbit, then clearly f(x1) = f(x2) for every invariant function,

but the converse is not necessarily true. In particular, we say that a set {f1, . . . , fn} ⊆ C(X)G

separates orbits in general position if there exists a Zariski-open (dense) subset U ⊆ X such that,

for every pair of elements x1, x2 ∈ U , if fi(x1) = fi(x2) for all i = 1, . . . , n then x1 and x2 belong

to the same G-orbit, that is, there exists g ∈ G such that gx1 = x2. We then have the following

criterion for generation of the field of invariants:
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Theorem VII.1 ([VP94], Lemma 2.1). Suppose {f1, . . . , fn} ⊆ C(X)G separates orbits in general

position. Then f1, . . . , fn generate the field C(X)G.

In the case of symmetric states, whose Bloch representation recall consists of a vector u ∈ V ≃

C
3 and a symmetric matrix C ∈ End(V ), let

v = u× Cu, w = u× v

as in (10), and let

f1 = u · u, f2 = v · v

f3 = u · Cu, f4 = v · Cv

f5 = w · Cw, f6 = w · Cv.

We can then show that the set {f1, . . . , f6} generates the field of invariants:

Theorem VII.2. The functions f1, . . . f6 ∈ C(Lsym) are algebraically independent SO3(C)-

invariant functions, and they generate the field C(Lsym)SO3(C).

Proof. We first show that these six functions are invariant. Note that the action of g ∈ SO3(C)

sends u 7→ gu and C 7→ gCgt, so that v = u × Cu is sent to gv and w = u × v to gw. It follows

easily that all the six functions f1, . . . , f6 are invariant. For example, for f6 we have

gw · gCgtgv = gw · gCv = w · Cv,

and similarly for the other fi’s.

Next, we show that these six functions generate the whole field of rational invariants, by showing

that they separate orbits in general position (Thm. VII.1). Let X0 ⊆ X be the G-invariant, Zariski-

open set given by u · u 6= 0 and v · v 6= 0. Suppose

x =





1 ut

u C



 , x′ =





1 (u′)t

u′ C ′



 ,

are two elements of X0 satisfying fi(x) = fi(x
′) for i = 1, . . . , 6. We need to show that x, x′ are in

the same SO3(C)-orbit. By the same argument as in Section VI, there exist an element g ∈ SO3(C)

so that gx is in the form (11). By identity (3) with a = b = u and c = Cu, we may write

w = (u · Cu)u− (u · u)Cu
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so that

u · Cw = Cu · w = (u · Cu)2 − (u · u)(Cu · Cu).

On the other hand, by identity (4) with a = c = u and b = d = Cu we have

v · v = (u× Cu) · (u× Cu) = (u · u)(Cu · Cu) − (u · Cu)2

so that

u · Cw = −(v · v) = −f2.

We may then express gx in terms of the invariant functions f1(x), . . . , f6(x) as follows:

gCgt =











f3/f1 0 −f
1/2
2 /f1

0 f4/f2 f6/f2f
1/2
1

−f
1/2
2 /f1 f6/f2f

1/2
1 f5/f1f2











,

gu =











f
1/2
1

0

0











.

Similarly, we can find g′ ∈ SO3(C) so that g′x′ is an identical expression in terms of the functions

f1(x
′), . . . , f6(x

′). Because fi(x) = fi(x
′) for all i, it follows that gx = g′x′ and therefore x =

g−1g′x′, so that x, x′ are in the same orbit.

We have thus proved that f1, . . . , f6 generate the field C(Lsym)SO3(C). We also know that

this field is purely transcendental of transcendence degree six. Therefore {f1, . . . , f6} must be

algebraically independent, otherwise they would generate a field of transcendence degree less than

six.

Note that the generators f1, . . . , f6 are in fact polynomial functions, and not just rational

functions. They also have particularly simple expressions in terms of the coordinates u = (ui) and

C = (cij), which can be obtained by applying well-known formulas for the dot-product and the

cross-product.
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VIII. GENERAL CASE

We now apply the technique of relative sections to the case of the full Liouville space LC of

mixed states of two qubits. We show that the field of invariants is rational, and provide a simple

set of generating elements for this field. For ease of notation, let

X = LC, G = SO3(C) × SO3(C)

where recall the action of G on an element x ∈ X in Bloch matrix form is given by (7). Denote

by V1, V2 the two copies of the adjoint representation V = sl2 corresponding to each qubit, so that

an element x ∈ X is represented in Bloch matrix form by a triple (u1, u2, C) where ui ∈ Vi and

C ∈ Hom(V2, V1). Let

S :=











1 ut2

u1 C



 : u1,2 = u1,3 = 0, u2,2 = u2,3 = 0, c12 = c21 = 0







, (13)

where u1 = (u1,i) ∈ V1, u2 = (u2,i) ∈ V1, C = (ci,j) ∈ Hom(V2, V1) are the coordinates of each

component of the Bloch matrix with respect to the standard basis {e1, e2, e3} of C3. We first show

that this a relative section for the action of G on X (in the sense of Section V). Note that the

Killing form on V gives a canonical isomorphism between V and its dual V ∗, so that the matrix

transpose CT can be viewed as a linear transformation CT ∈ Hom(V1, V2). In this notation, let

v1 := u1 × Cu2 ∈ V1, w1 := u1 × v1 ∈ V1

v2 := u2 × CTu1 ∈ V2, w2 := u2 × v2 ∈ V2,

and let X0 ⊆ X be the Zariski-open (dense) subset defined by ui · ui 6= 0 and vi · vi 6= 0, for

i = 1, 2. Let x = (u1, u2, C) ∈ X0 and let ~ui = ui/‖ui‖, ~vi = ui/‖vi‖, ~wi = wi/‖wi‖, i = 1, 2

be the corresponding normalized unit vectors. As explained in Section VI, we may choose g1 ∈

SO(V1) = SO3(C) so that e1 = g1 ~u1, e2 = g1 ~v1, e3 = g1 ~w1, and g2 ∈ SO(V2) = SO3(C) so that

e1 = g2 ~u2, e2 = g2 ~v2, e3 = g2 ~w2. We then have

g1Cg
t
2 =











~u1 · C ~u2 0 ~u1 · C ~w2

0 ~v1 · C ~v2 ~v1 · C ~w2

~w1 · C ~u2 ~w1 · C ~v2 ~w1 · C ~w2











, (14)

g1u1 =











‖u1‖

0

0











, g2u2 =











‖u2‖

0

0











, (15)
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so that GS is Zariski-dense in X. The calculation of the Weyl group W (S) is similar to the case

of symmetric states. In particular, note first that if g = (g1, g2) ∈ G preserves the subvariety S,

then each gi must preserve the subspace of Vi spanned by e1, so that g1, g2 are of the form

g1 =





±1 0

0 h1



 , g2 =





±1 0

0 h2



 ,

with h1, h2 orthogonal 2-by-2 matrices. Given any element x = (u1, u2, C) ∈ S, write C =




a bt2

b1 C0



 in block form, where bti = (0, bi0), i = 1, 2. Then g belongs to N(S) if and only if

each hi preserves the subspace spanned by each bi, so that both g1, g2 are of the form

g1, g2 =





±1 0

0 ±1



 .

It now follows that the Weyl group

W (S) ≃ K1 ×K2

is a finite abelian group of order 16, abstractly isomorphic to two copies K1,K2 of Z/2Z × Z/2Z,

the Klein 4-group. This calculation also shows that S is a relative section, since if two elements

x1, x2 ∈ S are in the same G-orbit, then they must be in the same W (S)-orbit.

As in the case of symmetric states, we may use the relative section S to give a complete descrip-

tion of the field of invariants C(X)G. First, since the field of invariants of any finite-dimensional

complex representation of a finite abelian group is rational, again by Fischer’s Theorem. Applying

(8), we deduce the following:

Theorem VIII.1. The field of local unitary invariants C(L )SO3(C)×SO3(C) of mixed states of two

qubits is rational (i.e. purely transcendental) of degree 9.

Second, we can use S and the orbit separation criterion (Thm. VII.1) to give an explicit, simple

construction of nine (algebraically independent) generators f1, . . . , f9 of C(X)G. In particular, let

f1 = u1 · u1, f2 = u2 · u2, f3 = v1 · v1, f4 = v2 · v2, (16)

f5 = u1 · Cu2, f6 = v1 · Cv2, f7 = w1 · Cw2, (17)

f8 = v1 · Cw2, f9 = w1 · Cv2. (18)

Then we have:
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Theorem VIII.2. The nine invariants f1, . . . f9 are algebraically independent and they generate

the field of local unitary invariants C(L )SO3(C)×SO3(C) of mixed states of two qubits.

Proof. The proof is analogous to that of Thm. VII.2, for the case of symmetric states. Note first

that the action of g = (g1, g2) ∈ G sends ui 7→ giui and C 7→ g1Cg
t
2, so that vi is sent to givi and

wi = ui × vi is sent to giwi. From this it follows easily that all the nine functions f1, . . . , f9 are

G-invariant. Next, we show that these nine functions separate orbits in general position (Thm.

VII.1). Let X0 ⊆ X be the G-invariant, Zariski-open set given by ui ·ui 6= 0 and vi ·vi 6= 0, i = 1, 2.

Suppose

x =





1 ut2

u1 C



 , x′ =





1 (u′2)t

u′1 C ′



 ,

are two elements of X0 satisfying fi(x) = fi(x
′) for i = 1, . . . , 9. By the same argument used earlier

to prove that GS is Zariski-dense , there exist an element g = (g1, g2) ∈ G so that gx is in the form

(14). Using the same identities for cross-products as in Thm. VII.2, we can write

w1 · Cu2 = (u1 · Cu2)
2 − (u1 · u1)(Cu2 · Cu2) = −v1 · v1 = −f3

u1 · Cw2 = Ctu1 · w2 = (u2 · C
tu1)

2 − (u2 · u2)(C
tu1 · C

tu1) = −v2 · v2 = −f4,

so that we may express gx in terms of the invariant functions f1(x), . . . , f9(x) as follows:

g1Cg
t
2 =











f5/(f1f2)
1/2 0 −f

1/2
4 /(f1f2)

1/2

0 f6/(f3f4)
1/2 f8/(f2f3f4)

1/2

−f
1/2
3 /(f1f2f3)

1/2 f9/(f1f3f4)
1/2 f7/(f1f2f3f4)

1/2











,

g1u1 =











f
1/2
1

0

0











, g2u2 =











f
1/2
2

0

0











.

Similarly, we can find g′ = (g′1, g
′
2) ∈ G so that g′x′ is an identical expression in terms of the

functions f1(x
′), . . . , f9(x

′). Because fi(x) = fi(x
′) for all i, it follows that gx = g′x′ and therefore

x = g−1g′x′, so that x, x′ are in the same G-orbit. By Thm. VII.1, the set f1, . . . , f9 must

generate the field C(X)G, which is rational of degree nine, and so {f1, . . . , f9} must be algebraically

independent.

As is the case for symmetric states, the generators f1, . . . , f9 given are polynomial invariants,

and their precise expression in terms of the coordinates of x = (u1, u2, C) can easily be found using

well-known formulas for cross-products and dot-products.
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IX. REAL-VALUED INVARIANTS

For applications, it is also important to find generators for the field of real-valued rational

invariants R(L )SU(2)×SU(2), and not just for its complexification C(LC)SO3(C)×SO3(C). Because the

generating polynomial invariants f1, . . . , f9 given in (16) all have coefficients in R (in fact, they

have integer coefficients), they all restrict to L to give real-valued invariants R(L )SU(2)×SU(2). We

claim that these invariants generate the whole field, so that in particular we also get rationality

over R:

Theorem IX.1. The field of real-valued invariants R(L )SU(2)×SU(2) for mixed states of two qubits

is rational, generated by the algebraically independent invariants f1, . . . , f9 given in (16).

Proof. We offer a geometric proof based on the scheme-theoretic methods of [CTS07] and [MFK94].

For ease of notation, let X = L and let G = SU(2) × SU(2). By Rosenlicht’s theorem (see e.g.

[MFK94, I.2] or [CTS07, 2.2]), there exists a Zariski-open (dense) open subset U ⊆ X such that

Y = U/G is a geometric quotient, so that, in particular, the complex points Y (C) correspond to

the G-orbits on complexified Liouville space LC, and the function field R(Y ) is equal to the field

of invariants R(X)G. On the other hand, let Z = Spec(R[f1, . . . , f9]) ≃ A
9
R

be the irreducible affine

variety whose coordinate ring is generated by the (algebraically independent) invariants f1, . . . , f9.

The inclusion of fields R(f1, . . . , f9) ⊆ R(X)G gives a rational, dominant map φ : Y → Z. Because

the invariants f1, . . . , f9 separate orbits in general position over C (as shown in the proof of Thm.

VIII.2), it follows that φ is radicial (i.e. universally injective). By [Gro60, I.3.5.8], this implies that

R(X)G is a radicial (i.e. purely inseparable) extension of R(f1, . . . , f9). But in characteristic zero,

there are no non-trivial radicial extensions, and therefore R(f1, . . . , f9) = R(X)G.

Note that a similar statement can be obtained for the case of symmetric states. In particular,

the same argument shows that the field of real-valued invariants R(Lsym)SU(2) is rational, generated

by the six invariants given in Thm. VII.2.
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Birkhäuser/Springer, New York, 2014.

[HHHH09] Ryszard Horodecki, Pawe lHorodecki, Micha lHorodecki, and Karol Horodecki. Quantum entan-

glement. Rev. Modern Phys., 81(2):865–942, 2009.

[JKW07] P.D. Jarvis, R.C. King, and T.A. Welsh. The mixed two-qubit system and the structure of its

ring of local invariants. J. Phys. A, 40(33):10083–10108, 2007.

[KR84] Joseph P. S. Kung and Gian-Carlo Rota. The invariant theory of binary forms. Bull. Amer. Math.

Soc. (N.S.), 10(1):27–85, 1984.

[MFK94] D. Mumford, J. Fogarty, and F. Kirwan. Geometric invariant theory, volume 34 of Ergebnisse

der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete (2) [Results in Mathematics and Related Areas (2)]. Springer-

Verlag, Berlin, third edition, 1994.

[MW02] David A. Meyer and Noland Wallach. Invariants for multiple qubits: the case of 3 qubits. In

Mathematics of quantum computation, Comput. Math. Ser., pages 77–97. Chapman & Hall/CRC,

Boca Raton, FL, 2002.



20

[NC00] Michael A. Nielsen and Isaac L. Chuang. Quantum computation and quantum information. Cam-

bridge University Press, Cambridge, 2000.
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