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Matrix rearrangement approach for the entangling power with mixed qudit systems
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We extend the former matrix rearrangement approach of the entangling power to the general
cases, without the requirement of the same dimensions of the subsystems. The entangling power
of a unitary operator is completely determined by its realignment and partial transposition. As
applications, we calculate the entangling power for the Ising interaction and the isotropic Heisenberg
interaction in the mixed qudit system.

I. INTRODUCTION

Entanglement is one of the most important quantum correlations among subsystems. It plays a key role in quantum
information processing and is considered as a kind of resource for quantum computation and communication @] In
recent decades, many efforts are being put into the quantification, generation and enhancement of the entanglement.

From the aspect of generation of entanglement, what we concern is that given an operation, what is its capability of
producing entanglement. Recently, the entanglement capability of quantum evolution and Hamiltonians is studied in
Refs. ﬂ, ,@, B, , B, , @] Generally speaking, for unitary operators, we can let them act on pure product states, then
observe the amount of the entanglement produced. It always depends on the input states. There have been two ways
to obtain a input-state-independent quantity for measuring the unitary operators’ capacity of entanglement creation.
One is averaging over the product input state @, , , @], the other is taking the maximum of the entanglement
produced over the product input states ﬂﬁ, ].

The entangling power belongs to the first kind. It is defined as ﬂﬁ]

ep(U) = E(U1) @ [1h2)), (1)

where the average is over all the product states distributed according to some probability distribution. The linear
entropy E is adopted as entanglement measurement for pure states of bipartite systems hereafter, which is defined as

E(¥)) =1 - Tri(p}), (2)

where p; = Tra(|¥)(¥]) is the reduced density matrix of the first subsystem.

When we study the closed quantum systems, under Schrodinger equation, the time evolution is unitary. Especially,
when the Hamiltonian is time-independent, the unitary time evolution operator is in the one-parameter group gener-
ated by the Hamiltonian, i.e., U(t) = exp(—iHt). So we can also consider conveniently the time average of entangling
power which is define as

S (U(0) = Jin 7 [ eaUio)i 3)

This entangling power not only average over all initial product states, but also over all time range.

Most recently, a matrix rearrangement approach to the entangling power was given in ﬂﬁ] for subsystems with
equal dimensions. It expresses the entangling power in terms of the realigned matrix HE] and the partially transposed
matrix ﬂﬂ] These two matrix rearrangements are originally used to study the separability problem of the quantum
mixed states, and lead to two useful criterion for entanglement ﬂE, |ﬂ, @, @]

On the other hand, because the entanglement plays an intriguing role in the kinematic process of the reducing of
density operators @, ] and the reduced dynamics @the entangling power has also been used to study some
dynamical systems, especially in the chaotic systems [23, [24].

In this paper, first, we prove that the entangling power of an unitary operator U is completely determined by its
realignment and partial transposition, without requirement of same dimensions of the subsystems. Then we apply
it to calculate the entangling power of the Ising interaction and the isotropic Heisenberg interaction in hybrid qudit
dy x dg systems. The analytic results are obtained. We can see the exact relation between the time-average entangling
power and dimensions of the Hilbert spaces of the subsystems. At last, a conclusion is given.
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II. MATRIX REARRANGEMENT APPROACH FOR THE ENTANGLING POWER

After averaging with respect to the uniform distribution of the non-entangled pure initial states, for a unitary operator
on d; X ds systems, the entangling power is given by [10]

ep(U) =1- Cdlcdz Z IOt(U)7
a=0,1 (4)
I,(U) = Tr(Th4a,340) + (U2, (Th4a,3+0) U Ths),

where C; ' = d(d + 1), and (A, B) = Tr(AfB) is the Hilbert-Schmidt scalar product. Let T} ;(i,j = 1,...,4) denote
the transposition between the ith and the jth factor of H®? = (C%h ® C%) ® (C% ® C%). For example,

Thz(|i) @ |7) @ [k) @ 1) = |k) @ |5) @ i) @ |I). ()
It is easy to check that Tr(T13) = d1d3 and Tr(T4) = d3dy. Then we get another form of the entangling power
ep(U) = Faydo — G da Z (U (T140,3+a) U T13), (6)
a=0,1
where
dids +1
F. =
Wl T A+ 1)(dg + 1)
1
Gd, ,d, = (7)

dldg(dl + 1)(d2 + 1)
For the d X d systems (d; = d2), the entangling power can be expressed as |25]

o = (7o PIB(U) + B(US:2) ~ B(512), )

where F(O) is the entanglement of the operator O and can be expressed using the matrix realignment as E(O) =
1 — Te[(UR(UR)1)2]/d*, so the entangling power has the following form [15]

P+ 1

V) =017~ Barie

{T((UR O]+ Te[(UT ()12}, ©)

where R is the matrix realignment [16] and T3 the partial transposition with respect to the first subsystem [17]. They
are defined by

(Uijrr = (U)irji,

(U™)is 00 = (Uit (10)

respectively.

We now show that the entangling power is determined by the realigned and partially transposed unitary operator
without requiring the same dimensions d; = d2. From Eq. (@), we see that the terms related to the evolution operator
are only (U®? Ty 3+aU®?T13). So the task left is to get the other expressions of them. A unitary operator can be
written as

U =Uia,jseij ® €ap
= Nijapeij @ €ap
=Tja,ipcij @ eas, (11)
where e;; = |i)(j|. Repeated indices are summed in all cases. Here we use English letter subfixes for the first
subsystem, and Greek letter ones for the second. Obviously, in the expression above, A = UF,and I' = U™*. Then we
get
U®? = AijapMriqys€ij @ €as ® er @ €
=Tja,ipl iy k6€i5 @ €ap @ ex @ €44,
T13U®*Ti3 = NijapMriseri @ €ap @ €ij @ eys,
ToaUPT13 = Tjaipliy ks€it @ €45 @ €k @ €as. (12)



Substituting Eq. (IZ) into the related terms, and notice the normalization relation (e;;, exr) = d;xd;1, we get
(U, T1sUPTis) = AY; 0 st 45 DMkt.apNijye = Tr[(AAT)?], (13)
and
(U, ToaUPTis) =T i5Th kol iy.i8T jasks = Tr[(TTT)?). (14)

Substituting them into Eq. (@), note that A = U, and I' = U™*, we get the general expression of the entangling
power

ep(U) = Fayas — Gana ATI(URUR?] + Te (0T U2y, (15)

That means for the systems with certain dimensions, the entangling power is proportional to the trace of the product
of the matrices after realignment and partial transposition to the time evolution operator. In other words, we have
shown that the entangling power is completely determined by the realigned and partially transposed operators. These
two matrix manipulations are sufficient to study the entangling capability of an unitary operator. The only task to
get the entangling power is to calculate these trace terms.

For later uses, we provide a simple form of these trace terms. We can always decompose the evolution operator
into the form:

U= Z c;A; @ B;. (16)

After some algebra, we get

Te(URUR)?] =3 eictenei Tr[A;A; | Te[Ar A Te (B B T By, B; 1],
ijkl
Te(UTUT)?) = eiciene; Te[Ai A, A A1 Te Bi B By, B; ).
ijkl

(17)

We can intuitively see the connection between the entangling power and the decomposition of the evolution operator

here. If the evolution operator can be written as U = Uy ® Ua, we have Tr[(URURT)2] = d3d3, Tr[(UT UTlT)2] = dyda,
then from Eq. ([T, the entangling power vanishes. Equation (7)) will be used when calculating the entangling power
of the Heisenberg interaction in Sec. IV.

III. APPLICATION I: ISING INTERACTION

We study the entangling power of the time evolution of the Ising model, whose Hamiltonian reads H = ¢S7 ® 55.
The unitary time evolution operator generated by it is

S1 S2
U= > > ™" mimg)(mimy|, (18)
mi1=—81 Ma=—S82

where 6 = —gt, s; is the length of spin ¢ and |m;) is the eigenstate of S?. i =1 is assumed for all cases.
Making use of the definition of realignment and partial transposition, we get

uh = U, (19)
UR = Z ei0m1m2|m1m1><m2m2|. (20)
mi1ma

Then

URURT = 3 Qe mmm) mymanam | (21)

mimz N1



Note that the range of the indices in the above expression is all symmetric, so we can substitute index m with —m.
Then after trace, we get

Te[(UR(UT)1)?]

S1 S2
— Z ( Z ei@(m1+n1)mg)2
mi,m1=—81 M2=—so (22)
di—1

1 — cos(da M9)
_ 2 _ R S
= dyd2 + M§:1 2y = M) o)

and
(U (UT))?] = Te[(UUT)?) = dids, (23)
where d; = 2s; + 1 is the dimensions of the Hilbert space of spin i. Substituting Eqs. (22) and 23) to (IH]) leads to
dy—1
(dl — 1)d2 1 1-— COS(dzMe)
U) = — 2(dy — M)———F—F—F+=. 24
ep( ) (d1 + 1)(d2 + 1) dldg(dl + 1)(d2 + 1) ]\4221 ( ! ) 1-—- COS(M@) ( )
For the cases of the qubit-qudit system (d; = 2), we get
B ds 1 — cos(dz20)
) = 3070 " 3hda F (1 —cosd)’ (25)
And for the cases of two-qubit system (d; = dy = 2), we get the same result as [11]
ep(U) = gsin2(9/2). (26)
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FIG. 1: The entangling power of the Ising model. In the left figure we let d; = 2.

From Fig. (), we may see that when the dimensions of the subsystems increase, the entangling power increases on
average, and the time oscillations become more complex when dimensions increase. At § = 7, the entangling power
reaches its extremum, but often it is a minimum other than maximum. The maxima of entangling power mean large
entanglement generation, and these points correspond to some useful quantum gates. So, the study of entangling
power helps us to construct quantum gates in quantum computation with hybrid qudits.

We further consider the time average of entangling power defined by Eq. (B]). Because

2
1
) R CRURURTE
2w
0

2

S1 S2
— i Z Z /ei9(m1+n1)(m2+n2)d9
2

mi1,n1=—81 M2,N2=—52 0

dida(di +da — 1), (27)



then after substituting it to the definition of the time-average entangling power Eq. ([B]), we get

2 2
di+1 do+1

&) =0 ). (28)

It increases as the dimensions of the subsystems increases, which can also be seen from Fig. () intuitively.

IV. APPLICATION II: HEISENBERG INTERACTION

We now consider a general SU(2)-invariant Hamiltonian. According to the Schur’s lemma, it can be written as

Ss2+s1

n=s2—s1

where P, is projection operator of the total spin-n subspaces and E,, is the eigenenergy. Without loss of generality,
51 < sg is assumed here. The time evolution operator generated by it is given by

s2+s1

U= > auP, (30)

n=s2—3S1

where «,, = e "En,
On the other hand, the spin projection operators can be expressed in term of the SU(2) operators (Sy - S2)" as

26, 27]

S2+s1
S1-Sa— A
P, = 2192 Ak 31
II ——= (31)
kZ:SQ—Sl
#n
where
1

For instance, in the case of s1 = 1/2, we get

d—1—4S:-S,
PSQ*I/Q = 2d ’
d+1+4S;-So
Pi1/2 = g (33)

where d = 2s2 + 1 is the dimensions of the Hilbert space of the second spin.
Substituting Eq. BI)) into B0), we formally get the following useful expression

251

U= Ba(S1-S2)", (34)

n=0

where f3,, is the corresponding parameter. Substituting Sy - Sz = > St ® Si into the above expression and
expand it, then we get the decomposition form as in Eq. (IGl).
For an isotropic Heisenberg interaction bipartite model, the Hamiltonian reads H = Sy -S2. In the case of 1 = 1/2,

due to Eq. (33), we can write the Hamiltonian as

1=x,Y,2

H = EoP,, 1/2+ E1Ps, 112, (35)

where Eg = —(d+1)/4, Ey = (d — 1)/4 are the eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian. And we can write the time evolution
operator as follows
U = pol+ $1S1 - S2,
Bo = [(d—1)e " + (d+ 1)e "] /(2d), (36)
ﬁl — 2(e—itE1 _ e—itE())/d7



where I is the identity operator. Making use of Eq. (I7)), and noticing that

o 5 1
i . o 2 _ 5. 2
Te(S'S7) = 6 k;k = 0ij 35 (d* = 1)d, (37)
Tr(S") = 0, (38)
where i € {z,y, 2z}, we get
1
T{(UPUR)?) = 4d?| ol + 15 (4% — 1)y (39)

On the other hand, for the partial transpose operation, we can use the partial time reversal [28] instead, which is
defined by

M™ = e S N TheimSE (40)
We have
T(UT U2 = Te(UT U ). (41)
Then we get
U™ = Bol — p1S1-S2 =P + P, (42)

Y = Bo— EoB1, = po— Eiph,

where Py = Py, 1,2 and P; = P,, ;5 are the projection operators of the subspaces with the eigenenergy Fy and Ej,
respectively. Hence we obtain

T(UT V™)) = (d — Dyol* + (d+ D (43)
At last, we get the entangling power
4(d -1 Lo dt o dt
o) = M Vi playsin® () sin2( %, (a4)

where f(d) = 2(6 —d+d®). In the special case of d = 2, which means a two-qubit system, the above equation reduces
to
1 .,
ep(U) = g sin (t), (45)

which is consistent with the entangling power of a SWAP operator S1,2 = 2S1 - S2 + 1/2 [15]. And the time-average
entangling power is
(d—1)(d*+d—6)
3d4

It increases when the dimensions of the subsystems increases, as the case of the Ising interaction.

We also make numerical calculations which are shown in Fig. ). We can see that the period of the entangling
power is smaller when d is greater. This is due to the propertis of the time evolution operator. Because of the SU(2)
invariance, the Hamiltonian describing the isotropic Heisenberg interaction between a qubit and a qudit system has

only two different eigenvalues, and the energy gap becomes greater as the dimensions of the Hilbert space of the qudit
subsystem increases, then the period of the time evolution becomes smaller.

&(U) = . (46)

V. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we have extended the matrix rearrangement approach for the entangling power to the general cases of
the hybrid qudit(d; x dz2) systems. This approach supplies a convenient way to get the entangling power, and we show
that the exact solutions of the entangling power are obtained for some simple Hamiltonians. We also consider the
effects of the dimensions of the subsystems, and find that the time average entangling power are monotone increasing
functions with respect to the dimensions of the subsystems.

Comparing the formula given by Zanardi et al. [10], the present one is simpler to apply. What we need to do is only
to calculate the realigned matrix and the partially transposed matrix, and after making some simple traces, we can
obtain the entangling power. The entangling power has been successfully used in the study of quantum chaos [29], and
we believe that the time-average entangling power introduced here is also useful for characterizing nonlinear behaviors
of quantum systems.
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FIG. 2: The entangling power of the isotropic Heisenberg model.

VI. ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We thank Z. Ma for helpful discussions. This work is supported by NSFC with grant Nos. 10405019 and 90503003;
NFRPC with grant No. 2006CB921205; Program for new century excellent talents in university (NCET). Specialized
Research Fund for the Doctoral Program of Higher Education (SRFDP) with grant No. 20050335087.

[1] M. A. Nielsen and 1. L. Chuang (2000), Quantum Computing and Quantum Information, Cambridge University Press
(Cambridge, England).
[2] W. Diir, G. Vidal, J. I. Cirac, N. Linden, and S. Popescu (2001), Entanglement Capabilities of Nonlocal Hamiltonians,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 137901.
[3] B. Kraus, W. Diir, G. Vidal, J. I. Cirac, M. Lewenstein, N. Linden, S. Popescu, and Z. Naturforsch (2001), Entanglement
capability of two-qubit operations, A: Phys. Sci. 56, 91.
[4] J. L. Cirac, W. Diir and M. Lewenstein (2001), Entangling Operations and Their Implementation Using a Small Amount
of Entanglement, Phys. Rev. Lett. 86, 544.
[5] K. Hammerer, G. Vidal, and J. I. Cirac (2002), Characterization of nonlocal gates, Phys. Rev. A 66, 062321.
[6] G. Vidal, K. Hammerer, and J. 1. Cirac (2002), Interaction Cost of Nonlocal Gates, Phys. Rev. Lett. 88, 237902.
[7] W. Diir, G. Vidal, and J. I. Cirac (2002), Optimal Conversion of Nonlocal Unitary Operations, Phys. Rev. Lett. 89, 057901.
[8] X. Wang and B. C. Sanders (2003), Entanglement capability of a self-inverse Hamiltonian evolution, Phys. Rev. A 68,
014301.
[9] Y. Makhlin (2002), Nonlocal Properties of Two-Qubit Gates and Mized States, and the Optimization of Quantum Compu-
tations, Quantum Inf. Process. 1, 243.
[10] P. Zanardi, C. Zalka, and L. Faoro (2000), Entangling power of quantum evolutions, Phys. Rev. A 62, 030301.
[11] X. Wang, B. C. Sanders, and D. W. Berry (2003), Entangling power and operator entanglement in qudit systems, Phys.
Rev. A 67, 042323.
[12] A. Lakshminarayan (2001), Entangling power of quantized chaotic systems, Phys. Rev. E 64, 036207.
[13] M. S. Leifer, L. Henderson, and N. Linden (2003), Optimal entanglement generation from quantum operations, Phys. Rev.
A 67, 012306.
[14] A. Chefles (2005), Entangling capacity and distinguishability of two-qubit unitary operators, Phys. Rev. A 72, 042332.
[15] Z. Ma and X. Wang (2007), Matriz realignment and partial-transpose approach to entangling power of quantum evolutions,
Phys. Rev. A 75, 014304.
[16] K. Chen and L. A. Wu (2003), A matriz realignment method for recognizing entanglement, Quantum Inf. Comput., Vol.3,
pp. 193-202.
[17] A. Peres (1996), Separability Criterion for Density Matrices, Phys. Rev. Lett. 77 1413.
[18] M. Horodecki, P. Horodecki, and R. Horodecki (1996), Separability of mized states: necessary and sufficient conditions,
Phys. Lett. A 223, 1.
[19] O. Rudolph (2002), Further results on the cross norm criterion for separability, e-print quant-ph/0202121.
[20] S. Popescu, A. J. Short, and A. Winter (2006), Entanglement and the foundations of statistical mechanics, Nature Physics
2, 754.
[21] S. Goldstein, J. L. Lebowitz, R. Tumulka, and N. Zanghi (2006), Canonical Typicality, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 050403.


http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0202121

[22] H. P. Breuer, J. Gemmer, and M. Michel (2006), Non-Markovian quantum dynamics: Correlated projection superoperators
and Hilbert space averaging, Phys. Rev. E 73 016139.

[23] X. Wang, S. Ghose, B. C. Sanders and B. Hu (2004), Entanglement as a signature of quantum chaos, Phys. Rev. E 70,
016217.

[24] R. Demkowicz-Dobrzariski and M. Ku$ (2004), Global entangling properties of the coupled kicked tops, Phys. Rev. E 70,
066216.

[25] P. Zanardi (2001), Entanglement of quantum evolutions, Phys. Rev. A 63, 040304.

[26] M. T. Batchelor and M. N. Barber (1990), Spin-s quantum chains and Temperley-Lieb algebras, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen.
23 L15.

[27] G. M. Zhang and X. Wang (2006), Spin swapping operator as an entanglement witness for quantum Heisenberg spin-s
systems, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 39 8515.

[28] H. P. Breuer (2005), Entanglement in SO(8)-invariant bipartite quantum systems, Phys. Rev. A 71, 062330.

[29] A.J. Scott (2004), Multipartite entanglement, quantum-error-correcting codes, and entangling power of quantum evolutions,
Phys. Rev. A 69, 052330.



	Introduction
	Matrix Rearrangement approach for the entangling power 
	 Application I: Ising interaction
	 Application II: Heisenberg interaction
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	References

