arXiv:2001.11687v1 [quant-ph] 31 Jan 2020

Separability inequalities on N-qudit correlations exponentially stronger than local reality inequalities

S. M. Roy^{1, ∗} 1HBCSE,Tata Institute of Fundamental Research, Mumbai (Dated: Jan. 30,2020)

Abstract. I derive separability inequalities for Bell correlations of observables in arbitrary pure or mixed N Qudit states in D^N -dimensional state space. I find states (a continuum of states if D > 3) including maximally entangled states which violate these inequalities by a factor 2^{N−1} ; local reality Bell inequalities are much weaker, their maximum violation being by a factor 2^{(N−1)/2} . The separability inequalities allow tests of entanglement of unknown states using only the measured correlations .

PACS numbers: 03.65.-W , 03.65.Ta ,04.80.Nn

Introduction. Bell inequalities on correlations of observables measured at two sites with two [1] or more settings [2] at each site arise from a “local hidden variable” (LHV) representation derived from the classical idea of Einstein-Bell local reality ; the representation and hence the inequalities also hold in quantum mechanics for separable states.For a pure non-separable or entangled state one can find observables with correlations violating LHV inequalities [3].N-qubit states can violate the LHV Bell inequalities by a factor upto 2^{(N−1)/2} [4],[5],[6] , and this is the maximum possible violation [7]. However, there exist separability Bell inequalities for N-qubit states ρ [8] which are much stronger ,e.g.

If ρ separable, |T rρ N⨂ r=1 (σ_x − iσ_y)^{(r)}| ≤ 1 , (1)

and other equivalent inequalities of this form with the Pauli matrix combination (σ_x − iσ_y)^{(r)} for the r-th qubit replaced by any unitary transform U(r)(σ_x − iσ_y)^{(r)}U(r)^†. These inequalities can be violated by a factor upto 2^{N−1}.

The extension from qubits to qudits is not easy. The proof that LHV Bell inequalities for two qudits can be violated [9], by a factor √ 2 [10] and for N qudits by a factor 2^{(N−1)/2} [11] involved very ingenious choice of observables. The purpose of the present work is to derive a set of separability Bell inequalities for arbitrary pure or mixed states of N-qudits of arbitrary dimension D,generalizing Eq.(1) and to exhibit quantum states which violate them by a factor 2^{N−1}. The violation is an exponentially stronger indication of entanglement than the LHV violations for large N. The separability Bell inequalities only involve experimental correlations and are therefore useful to detect entanglement in an unknown quantum state even when theoretical knowledge , e.g. of eigen values of matrices related to the density matrix are not available.

∗Electronic address: smroy@hbcse.tifr.res.in

A mixed entangled state need not necessarily violate any LHV inequalities [12]. There are many other signatures or measures of entanglement [13] such as violation of positivity of the partial transpose (PPT) of the density matrix [14], von Neumann entropy of sub-system density matrices [16], concurrence [17] , negativity [18], and some criteria based on statistical correlation coefficients [19].In a seminal paper Peres [14] made the extremely useful and simple observation that the partial transpose of a separable density matrix must be positive. E.g. consider a mixture of a maximally entangled state and the maximally mixed state, the N- qudit Werner state ρ^{(N,D)}_W where D is the qudit dimensionality, ρ^{(N,D)} W = (p/D) D−1∑ i=0 |i, i, .., i > D−1∑ l=0 < l, l, .., l| + 1 − p D^N 1 , 0 < p < 1 , (2)

with 1 denoting the D^N -dimensional unit matrix. Here |i, i, .., i >≡ |i > |i > ..|i > is an N-qudit state, and |0 > , |1 >, .., |D−1 > are the D orthonormal states of a single qudit. E.g. these could correspond to the 2J + 1 = D eigenstates with J_z = m for a particle of spin J , |i >= |J, m = J − i > . (3) Using PPT Peres proved that the two qubit Werner state ( N = 2, D = 2 ) is not separable if p > 1/3, whereas the Bell-CHSH LHV inequalities are violated in the smaller region p > 1/ √ 2 [20] . Further, the necessary conditions for separability given by PPT are also sufficient for 2 × 2 and 2 × 3 dimensional Hilbert spaces [15] but not for higher dimensions or higher number of parties.

For general N and D = 2, expansion in overcomplete sets was used by Braunstein et al [21] to prove that, ρ^{(N,2)}_W is separable if p < 1 1 + 2^{2N−1} , and non − separable if p > 1 1 + 2^{N/2}

. (4)

Intensive study of qudit entanglement [22] using PPT and related Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities [23] yield the necessary and sufficient condition for the Werner state to be non-separable for general D, ρ^{(N,D)} W non − separable iff p > 1 1 + D^{N−1}

. (5)

For N > 2, the result(4) can be substantially improved by using the separability Bell inequality (1) which implies that ρ^{(N,2)}_W is non − separable if p > 2^{−(N−1)}, which is only slightly weaker than the best possible result (5). This , (plus the fact that the ‘best’ results need detailed additional knowledge such as in PPT tests), motivate us to seek a separability Bell inequality stronger than the local hidden variable inequality for any unknown state of N-Qudits.

Separability inequalities on Bell-type correlations of N qudits . Cabello [11] constructed the elegant Cabello-GHZ states, and ‘maximal observables’ to show maximal LHV violation for N-qudits. Instead I need to introduce a large class of observables which allow strong inequalities on their expectation values in any separable state of odd or even number of qudits.

If D is even , the basis states |i > of each qudit may be divided into D/2 non-overlapping pairs ,each such pairing being labelled by I , I = {(i_1, j_1), ..., (i_{D/2}, j_{D/2})}, i_r < j_r ; D even , (6) e.g. I = (0, 1), (2, 3), ..(D − 2, D − 1) .The total number N_I of choices of I is the number of permutations of the D indices ,except those which permute the D/2 pairs, or the two indices of each pair ,

N_I = D! 2^{D/2}(D/2)!

= 1.3.5...(D − 1) = (D − 1)!! (7)

If D is odd, there will be one unpaired index k, and we may define , I = {k, (i_1, j_1), .., (i_{(D−1)/2}, j_{(D−1)/2})} , i_r < j_r , (8) Since the unpaired k can be chosen in D ways, the total numbers of choices of I is, N_I = (D − 2)!!D , if D odd. (9) For the above choices of I, I define the operators

σ_I = 2 M∑ r=1 |i_r >< j_r| + η|k >< k| , i_r < j_r , (10) M = D/2 , η = 0 if D even ; M = (D − 1)/2 , |η| = 1 , if D odd ; (11) With these definitions of M, η, pure qudit states for D even, and odd are of the form, |ψ >= M∑ r=1 ( c_{ir} |i_r > +c_{jr} |j_r > ) + ηc_k|k > , (12) where, the normalization conditions are, |η||c_k|^2 + M∑ r=1 ( |c_{ir} |^2 + |c_{jr} |^2 ) = 1 , (13)

This yields the basic inequalities, | < ψ|σ_I |ψ > | = | η|c_k|^2 + M∑ r=1 2c^∗_{ir} c_{jr} |

≤ |η||c_k|^2 + M∑ r=1 |c_{ir} |^2 + |c_{jr} |^2 = 1 , (14)

It will be useful to introduce Hermitian operators σ^±_I which obey,

σ^+_I ≡ σ_I + σ^†_I 2 , σ^−_I ≡ σ_I − σ^†_I 2i , (15)

(σ^+_I )^2 = 1 − (Imη)^2|k >< k| . (16)

(σ^−_I )^2 = 1 − (Reη)^2|k >< k| . (17)

Since |η| ≤ 1, equations (16),(17) show that σ^±_I have eigen values ∈ (−1, 1) .

Consider now a separable state ρ of N qudits; it can always be written as a convex sum of factorizable pure states , ρ = ∑ s p_s N⨂ n=1 |ψ^{(n)}_s >< ψ^{(n)}_s | , p_s > 0, ∑ s p_s = 1 . (18)

In analogy to Eqs. (10),(11) I define the operators σ^{(n)}_{In} for the n-th qudit , where the index sets I_n for each of the qudits can be chosen independently.

σ^{(n)}_{In} = 2 M∑ r=1 (|i_r >< j_r|)^{(n)} +(η|k >< k|)^{(n)} , (i_r)^{(n)} < (j_r)^{(n)} , (19)

Now define the N-qudit operators and their expectation values in the separable state (18),

Σ_I ≡ N⨂ n=1 σ^{(n)}_{In} = N⨂ n=1 {(σ^+_{In} )^{(n)} + i(σ^−_{In} )^{(n)}}, (20)

T rρ Σ_I = ∑ s p_s N∏ n=1 < ψ^{(n)}_s |σ^{(n)}_{In} |ψ^{(n)}_s > . (21)

The basic inequalities (14) applied to each of the qudits, and the conditions p_s > 0, ∑ s p_s = 1 now yield, for every separable N-qudit state,

|T rρ Σ_I | ≤ 1 ; (22)

or in terms of Hermitian operators,

Σ^+_I ≡ (Σ_I + Σ^†_I )/2, Σ^−_I ≡ (Σ_I − Σ^†_I )/(2i), (23) |T rρ Σ^+_I |^2 + |T rρ Σ^−_I |^2 ≤ 1 , (24)

This is a large set of necessary conditions for separability, a total of ( (D − 1)!!) )_N for even D, and ( (D − 2)!!D )_N for odd D, because the index sets I^{(n)}_n for each of the N qudits can be chosen independently. From the Hermitian and antihermitian parts of (20) we see that Σ^±_I are linear combinations of 2^{N−1} terms, each term being a product of the commuting Hermitian operators with eigen value ∈ (−1, 1) for the N different qudits. Hence Eqns. (22) or(24) are quadratic constraints on N-qudit Bell-type correlations in separable states ρ. They imply the weaker linear inequalities,

|T rρ Σ^+_I | ≤ 1 ; |T rρ Σ^−_I | ≤ 1 ; |T rρ Σ^+_I | + |T rρ Σ^−_I | ≤ √ 2. (25)

I shall find a large number of states (a continuum of states if D > 3 ) which violate the LHV inequalities maximally, i.e. by a factor 2^{(N−1)/2}, and violate the separability inequalities by a factor 2^{N−1}.

Violation of separability inequalities and LHV inequalities by entangled N-qudit states. The LHV representations for the expectation values of the observables (20) are,

Re(Σ_I )_{LHV} + iIm(Σ_I )_{LHV} = ∫ dλρ(λ) N∏ n=1 {(σ^+_{In} )^{(n)}(λ) + i(σ^−_{In} )^{(n)}(λ)}, (26)

where (σ^±_{In} )^{(n)}(λ) ∈ (−1, 1), and ρ(λ) is a normalized probability density.By varying the (σ^±_{In} )^{(n)}(λ) in the allowed range we obtain the LHV inequalities [4],[5],[6] , Nodd : |Re(Σ_I )_{LHV} | ≤ √ 2^{N−1} ; (27) |Im(Σ_I )_{LHV} | ≤ √ 2^{N−1} ; (28) Neven : |Re(Σ_I )_{LHV} | + |Im(Σ_I )_{LHV} | ≤ √ 2^N (29)

I now construct a continuum of N-qudit states violating these inequalities maximally. I start from the normalized n-th qudit states |+ >^{(n)}, |− >^{(n)} ,which are arbitrary superpositions of mutually orthogonal sets of states {(|i_r >)^{(n)}}, {(|j_r >)^{(n)}} introduced before, each depending on M complex parameters {(c_{ir} )^{(n)}} ,

|+ >^{(n)}= M∑ r=1 (c_{ir} )^{(n)}(|i_r >)^{(n)} , (30)

|− >^{(n)}= M∑ r=1 (c_{ir} )^{(n)}(|j_r >)^{(n)}, (31) M∑ r=1 |(c_{ir} )^{(n)}|^2 = 1 . (32)

The definition (19) yields,

(σ_{In} )^{(n)}|− >^{(n)}= 2|+ >^{(n)} ; (33) ( (σ_{In} )^{(n)} )_† |+ >^{(n)}= 2|− >^{(n)} . (34)

I now define the N-qudit states, |±, .., ± >≡ N⨂ n=1 |± >^{(n)}, (35) |ψ(μ) >= |+, .., + > +μ|−, .., − > √ 2 , |μ| = 1 . (36)

Using, Σ_I |−, .., − >= 2^N |+, .., + > ; (37) (Σ_I )^†|+, .., + >= 2^N |−, .., − > , (38) and setting successively μ = ±1, ±i, e^{±iπ/4} , I obtain the eigen value equations,

Σ^+_I |ψ(±1) >= ±2^{N−1}|ψ(±1) > ; (39) Σ^−_I |ψ(±i) >= ±2^{N−1}|ψ(±i) > , (40) (Σ^+_I ± Σ^−_I )|ψ(e^{±iπ/4}) >= 2^{N−1/2}|ψ(e^{±iπ/4}) > . (41)

Eqns. (39),(40),(41) demonstrate quantum violations of the LHV predictions (27),(28),(29) respectively by the maximum possible factor √ 2^{N−1}.

The same states yield also, < ψ(μ)|Σ_I |ψ(μ) >= μ2^{N−1} , |μ| = 1, (42) demonstrating violations of the separability inequality (22) by a factor 2^{N−1}; further, Eqns. (39),(40),(41) show violations of the weaker linear separability inequalities (25) by a factor 2^{N−1} which is exponentially larger than the maximum possible violation of the LHV inequalities.

Violation of separability Bell inequalities by maximally entangled states and Werner states.

In our notation, the maximally entangled N-qudit state [22],[23] has the representation, |ψ_{max} >= 1 √ D ( ζ|k, k, .., k > + M∑ r=1 (|i_r, i_r, .., i_r > +|j_r, j_r, .., j_r >) ) , (43)

where ζ = 0 for D even, and ζ = 1 for D odd. I Choose the definition (19) with |i_r >^{(n)}= |i_r >, |j_r >^{(n)}= |j_r >, and η = 1 if D odd, η = 0 if D even. Defining Σ_I as in Eqn. (20) we have, D odd : < ψ_{max}|Σ_I |ψ_{max} >= 2^{N−1} D − 1 D + 1 D , D even : < ψ_{max}|Σ_I |ψ_{max} >= 2^{N−1} . (44) Hence, for even D, the separability inequality (22) is violated by the maximally entangled state by a factor 2^{N−1}, and for odd D by a slightly smaller factor.

For the Werner state (2) we find that, T rρ^{(N,D)} W Σ_I = p ( 2^{N−1} D − 1 D + 1 D )

+ 1 − p D^N ; for D odd ; (45) T rρ^{(N,D)} W Σ_I = p 2^{N−1} ; for D even . (46)

Thus the separability Bell inequality (22) is violated by the Werner state (2) if p > 2^{−(N−1)}, for D even, (47) if p > D^N − 1 (2D)^{N−1}(D − 1) + D^{N−1} − 1 , D odd ,(48) which ,in addition to validity for arbitrary D constitute an exponential improvement over the N qubits result (4) of Braunstein et al [21] for large N. This result is however weaker than the best possible result (5) which uses detailed theoretical knowledge such as PPT tests on the density matrix.

Conclusion. I have obtained necessary conditions for separability of unknown N-qudit states in the form of inequalities on Bell correlations (22),(24); there are a total of ( (D − 1)!!) )_N inequalities for even D, and ( (D − 2)!!D )_N inequalities for odd D. The inequalities can be violated by a factor 2^{N−1} by quantum states, whereas the maximum possible violation of LHV Bell inequalities is by a factor 2^{(N−1)/2}. A novel feature for qudits with D > 3 is that the quantum states showing violation of the separability Bell inequalities by a factor 2^{N−1} form a continuum of states depending on M^N complex parameters constrained only by N normalization conditions (32), where M = D/2 for even D, and M = (D − 1)/2 for odd D. The maximally entangled state ,viz. the state (2) with p = 1 is shown to violate the seaparability inequalities (22) by a factor 2^{N−1} for even D, and by a slightly smaller factor for odd D. The Werner state (2) is shown to violate the separability Bell inequalities if p > 2^{−(N−1)} if D is even. Testing the separability Bell inequalities, like the LHV Bell inequalities and unlike many other criteria, need knowledge of only the experimental Bell correlations, and no other theoretical knowledge about the state. The separability Bell inequalities are however exponentially stronger than the LHV inequalities. Are there observables different from the Σ_I , eqn. (20), which lead to stronger separability inequalities ? This question is left open.

Acknowledgement. I thank Ritwick Ghosh and Ajinkya Werulkar for preliminary discussions on this work. I thank the Indian National Science Academy for the INSA honorary scientist position at the Homi Bhabha Centre for Science Education, TIFR.

[1] J. S. Bell, Physics 1 (1964) 195; A. Einstein, B. Podolsky and N. Rosen, Phys. Rev. 47 (1935) 777; J. F. Clauser, M. A. Horne, A. Shimony, and R. A. Holt, Phys. Rev. Lett. 26 (1969) 880.

[2] S. M. Roy and V. Singh, J. Phys. A11, L167 (1978);

Froissard, M., Nuovo Cimento B 64, 241 (1981); A. Garg and N. D. Mermin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 49 (1982) 1220; Collins, D., and N. Gisin, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 37, 1775 (2004).

[3] N. Gisin, Phys. Lett. A154, 201 (1991); D. Home, and F. Selleri, Rivista del Nuovo Cimento14(9), 1 (1991); S. Popescu and D. Rohrlich, 1992, Phys. Lett. A166, 293 (1992).

[4] N. D. Mermin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 65 (1990) 1838. [5] S. M. Roy and V. Singh, Phys. Rev. Lett. 67 (1991) 2761. [6] M. Ardehalli, Phys. Rev. A 46 (1992) 5375; A. V. Belinskii and D. N. Klyshko, Phys. Usp. 36 (1993) 653; N. Gisin and H. Bechmann-Pasquinucci,Phys. Lett. A 246 (1998) 1.

[7] B. S. Cirel’son,Lett. Math. Phys. bf 4,93 (1980); B. S.

Tsirel’son, J. Sov. Math. bf 36,557 (1987); R. F. Werner and M. M. Wolf,Phys. Rev. 64 A,032112(2001).

[8] S. M. Roy, Phys. Rev. Lett. 94, 010402 (2005); M.

Seevinck, J. Uffink, Phys. Rev. A 76 (2007) 042105;J. Uffink, and M. Seevinck, Physics Letters A, vol. 372, 1205 (2008) and arXiv:quant-ph/0604145.

[9] N.D. Mermin, Phys. Rev. D 22, 356 (1980); N.D. Mermin and G.M. Schwarz, Found. Phys. 12, 101 (1982); A. Garg and N.D. Mermin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 49, 901 (1982); Phys. Rev. Lett. 49, 1294 (1982); A. Garg and N.D. Mermin, Phys. Rev. D 27, 339 (1983); M. Ogren, Phys. Rev. D 27, 1766 (1983); S.L. Braunstein and C.M. Caves, Phys. Rev. Lett. 61, 662 (1988); A.L. Sanz and J.L. Sanchez Gomez,

An. Fis., Ser. A 86,77 (1990); M. Ardehali, Phys. Rev. D 44, 3336 (1991); A. Peres, Phys. Rev. A 46, 4413 (1992).

[10] N. Gisin and A. Peres, Phys. Lett. A 162, 15 (1992). [11] A. Cabello, Phys. Rev. A 65 ,062105 (2002) and arXiv:quant-ph/0202126 (2002); A. Cabello, Phys. Rev. A 63, 022104 (2001).

[12] Werner, R. F., Phys. Rev. A40, 4277 (1989); for a review ,see Nicolas Brunner, Daniel Cavalcanti, Stefano Pironio, Valerio Scarani, and Stephanie Wehner, ’Bell nonlocality’, Rev. Mod. Phys. 86, 419 (2014), and arXiv:1303.2849 [quant-ph].

[13] Ryszard Horodecki, Pawe Horodecki, Micha Horodecki, and Karol Horodecki Rev. Mod. Phys. 81, 865 (2009).

[14] A. Peres, Phys. Rev. Lett. 77, 1413 (1996). [15] M. Horodecki, P. Horodecki, and R. Horodecki, Phys.

Lett. A 223, 1 (1996); and arXiv:quant-ph/9605038; P. Horodecki, Phys. Lett. A 232, 333 (1997); M. Lewenstein, J. I. Cirac, and S. Karnas, unpublished, quant-ph/9903012.

[16] C. H. Bennett, H. J. Bernstein, S. Popescu, and B. Schumacher, Phys. Rev. A 53, 2046 (1996); S. Popescu and D. Rohrlich, arXiv /9610044;C. H. Bennett, G. Brassard, S. Popescu, B. Schumacher, J. Smolin, and W. K.Wootters, Phys. Rev. Lett. 76 ,722 (1996); C. H. Bennett, D. P. Di- Vincenzo, J. A. Smolin, and W. K. Wootters, Phys. Rev. A 54, 3824 (1996); V. Vedral, M. B. Plenio,M. A. Rippin, and P. L. Knight, Phys. Rev. Lett. 78,2275 (1997).

[17] S. Hill and W. K. Wootters, Phys. Rev. Lett. 78,5022 (1997); W. K. Wootters, Phys. Rev. Lett. 80 ,2245 (1998).

[18] G. Vidal and R. F. Werner, Phys. Rev. A 65, 032314 (2002).

[19] K. Pearson, Proc. Roy. Soc.(London)58, 240 (1895);

L. Maccone, D. Bru, and C. Macchiavello, Phys. Rev. Lett.114, 130401 (2015); C. Jebarathinam, Dipankar Home, Urbasi Sinha, arXiv:1909.01372.

[20] R. Horodecki, P. Horodecki, and M. Horodecki, Phys.

Lett. A 200, 340 (1996).

[21] S. L. Braunstein, C. M. Caves, R. Jozsa, N. Linden, S. Popescu, and R. Schack, Phys. Rev. Lett. 83, 1054 (1999); for qutrits , C. M. Caves and G. J. Milburn, Opt. Commun. 179 ,439 (2000) and arXiv: quant-ph/9910001.

[22] M. Horodecki and P. Horodecki, Phys. Rev. A 59, 4206

(1999); G. Vidal and R. Tarrach, Phys. Rev. A 59, 141 (1999); P. Rungta , W. J. Munro , K. Nemoto , P. Deuar , G. J. Milburn , C. M. Caves , “Qudit Entanglement”, in “Directions in Quantum Optics”, Lecture Notes in Physics 561, 149 (2001), and arXiv:quant-ph/0001075.

[23] A. O. Pittenger and M. H. Rubin, Phys. Rev. A 62, 032313 ( 2000) and quant-ph/9912116;A. O. Pittenger and M. H. Rubin, Optics Communications, Volume 179, 447(2000) and quant-ph/0001110.