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We give an explicit expression for the geometric measurat@rglement for three qubit states that are linear
combinations of four orthogonal product states. In thréfeint ranges of definition the geometric measure
is differently expressed, which, as a result, distingusstheee types of quantum states. Each expression of the
measure has its own geometrically meaningful interpmtatSuch an interpretation allows oneself to take one
step toward a complete understanding for the general pgiepaf the entanglement measure. The states that
lie on joint surfaces separating different ranges of definiseem to have particularly interesting features. We
will call those as shared states. The properties of the distages are fully discussed.

PACS numbers: 03.67.Mn, 02.10.Yn, 02.40.Dr

I.  INTRODUCTION

Entanglement is the most intriguing feature of quantum raaids and a key resource in quantum information science. One
of the main goals in these theories is to develop a compraleetieory of multipartite entanglement. Various entanggat
measures were invented to quantify multi-particle entamgint but none of them suggested a method for calculatingtan-e
glement measure of multipartite systems. This matheniaiii@ulty is the main obstacle to elaborate a theory of rapérticle
entanglement.

In this work we present the first calculation of the geometreasure of entanglement [1, 2| 3, 4] for three qubit statéstwh
are expressed as linear combinations of four given orthalgmmduct states. Any pure three qubit state can be writtean i
unigue form in terms of five preassigned orthogonal prodtates [5]. Thus the states discussed here are more general th
qubit states than usually well-known states such as GHZ astht¥s.

The merit of the geometric measure of entanglement is tigsititable for any-partite systems with any dimensiotalgh
analytical computation for generic states remains a chgdle It depends on entanglement eigenvalfig, and is given by
formulaE, (1)) = 1 — AZ .. For pure states the entanglement eigenvalue is equal todikenal overlap of a given state with
any complete product state. This measure has remarkalge npies:

i) it has an operational treatment. The same ovehAp, defines Groverian measure of entanglement![6, 7] introdlated
in operational terms, namely, how well a given state sergearainput state to Grover’s search algorithin [8]. In thiswie
Groverian measure gives an operational treatment of thege measure.

i) it has an interesting relationship with the questionlodnnel capacity additivity [9]. Using this measure, onesfaow that
a family of quantities, which had been conjectured to betadxdin an earlier papers, actually are not.

iii) it has useful connections to other entanglement messand gives rise to a lower bound on the relative entropy of
entanglement [10] and generalized robustness [11].

Owing to these features, it can play a role of good measuthéinvestigation of different problems related to entanggnt.
For example, the entanglement of two distinct multipardtiteind entangled states is determined analytically in tesfre
geometric measure of entanglement [12]. In some recentsv@akised|[13] and generalized [14] versions of the geometri
measure are presented.

The progress made to date allows to calculate the geomegidsune of entanglement for pure three qubit systems [1%. Th
basic idea is to use: — 1)-qubit mixed states to calculate the geometric measureqfbit pure states. In the case of three qubits
this idea converts the task effectively into the maximimatof the two-qubit mixed state over product states and yitiaar
eigenvalue equations [16]. The solution of these lineaemiglue equations reduces to the root finding for algebiatons
of degree six. However, three-qubit states containing sgtries allow complete analytical solutions and explicipesssions
as the symmetry reduces the equations of degree six to thirajicaequations. Analytic expressions derived in this \aesy
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unigue so far and the presented effective method can beedpfli extended quantum systems. Our aim is to derive analyti
expressions for wider class of three qubit systems and érstiise this work is the continuation of Ref.[16].

We consider type-4a three qubit stales [5] and derive anaypressions for entanglement eigenvalue. Each exprebsis
its own applicable domain depending on state parameterthasd applicable domains are split up by separating sw.fdtais
the geometric measure distinguishes different types téstdepending on corresponding applicable domain. Staa¢did on
separating surfaces are shared by two types of states antleangw features.

In Section Il we derive stationarity equations and theiugohs. In Section Il we specify three qubit states undersid-
eration and find relevant quantities. In Section IV we caltazilentanglement eigenvalue and present explicit expressin
Section V we separate the validity domains of the obtaingalessions. In Section VI we discuss shared states. In se¢tlo
we make concluding remarks.

II. STATIONARITY EQUATIONS

In this section we briefly review the derivation of the statidty equations and their general solutians [16]. Dengteh®¢
the density matrix of the three-qubit pure state and defia@titanglement eigenvalié, . . [4]

A = max tr (070! @ 0* ® 0%), (1)

ote
where the maximization runs over all normalized completelpct states. Theorem 1 of Ref.[15] states that the maxtiioiza

of a pure state over a single qubit state results a partatett over density matrix. Hence the theorem allows to reessthe
entanglement eigenvalue by reduced density mattf of qubits A and B

AZ e = maxtr (p*P 0 @ %) . @)
o'e?

Now we introduce four Bloch vectors:

1)r 4 for the reduced density matrix* of the qubit A,
2)rp for the reduced density matrpé of the qubit B,
3)w for the single qubit statg’,
4)v for the single qubit state?.

Then the expression for entanglement eigenvélue (2) thlesfotm
1
2
Amax = Z uQIilf};(zl (1 +u-rpa+v-rp+ Gij uivj) ) (3)

where(summation on repeated indiéesd; is understood)

g9ij = tr(p*Po; @ o)) (4)

ando;’s are Pauli matrices. The closest product state satisfeest#tionarity conditions

ra+gv=XAu, rp+g u=>Xv, (5)

where Lagrange multipliers; and\, enforce unit Bloch vectora andwv. The solutions of Ed.{5) are

u= (Ml - 99T)71 (Mara+grp), v=(Mll- 9T9)71 (Mre+g7ra). (6)

Unknown Lagrange multipliers are defined by equations

w=1, v?=1. (7)

In general, Eq{7) gives algebraic equations of degre€lie.reason is that stationarity equations define all extseshéhe
reduced density matrix*” over product states, regardless global or local. And theedegf the algebraic equations is the
number of possible extremes.

Eq.[6) contains valuable information. It may give good Isafee new numerical approach. This can be compared with the
numerical calculations based on other technique [17].



Ill. THREE QUBIT STATE

We consider type-4a states [5]

) = a|100) + b[010) + ¢|001) + d|111), ©)

where free parameteusb, c, d satisfy the normalization conditiar? + b2 + c? + d? = 1. Without loss of generality we consider
only the case of positive parameters, ¢, d. At first sight it is not obvious whether the state allows gtialsolutions or not.
However, it does and our first task is to confirm the existeri¢bhepanalytic solutions. The necessary condition is

det (A Aol —gg") =0. 9)

Indeed, if the condition{9) is fulfilled, then the expressid8) for general solutions are not applicable and[Eq.(B)itd
simplification.
Denote byi, 5, k unit vectors along axes, y, z respectively. Straightforward calculation yields

20 0 0
ra=mrk, rg=r2k, g=10 2u 0 |, (10)
0 0 —T3
where
M=+ —a?—d% r=d+* -0 —d% r3=d®>+0b*>-c*—d> (12)

w=ab+dc, pu=ab-—dc.

Vectorsu andwv can be written as linear combinations

u=uit+u;j +urk, v=wvii+0v;j+ vk (12)

of vectorsi, 7, k. The substitution of the EQ.(IL2) into EJ.(5) gives a couplequations in each direction. The result is a system
of six linear equations

2Wv; = Mug, 2w u; = Ay, (13a)
2uv; = Muy,  2puj; = Avj, (13b)
1 — T3V = AUk, T2 — T3ULK = AaUk. (13c)
Above equations impose two conditions
(M A2 — 4w uv; = 0, (14a)
(MA2 — 4p?)ujv; = 0. (14b)

From these equations it follows that the conditigh (9) isdzahd the system of equatiohs (5) apH (7) is solvable. Nateat
a consequences of Hq.{18pand/ory components of vectors andv vanish simultaneously. Hence conditiohs|(14) are satisfied
in following three cases:

e vectorsu andw lie in zz plane

MA2 —4w® =0, wujv; =0, (15)
e vectorsu andw lie in yz plane
MAg — 42 =0, wv; =0, (16)
e vectorsu andwv are aligned with axis
uv; = uv; = 0. (17)

These cases are considered in the next section separately.



IV. EXPLICIT EXPRESSIONS

In this section we analyze all three cases and derive ekphgiressions for entanglement eigenvalue. Each expreks®
its own range of definition where they are applicable. Theewes of definition cover the four dimensional sphere giwen b
normalization condition. It is necessary to separate tHielitsadomains and to make clear which of expressions shield
applied for a given state. It turns out that the separatiodowhains requires to solve inequalities that contain patyiads of
degree six. This is a nontrivial task and we investigate ihannext section.

A. Circumradius of Convex Quadrangle

Consider the first case. Our main task is to find Lagrange pligits \; and)\,. From equation$ (I18c) anld{15) we have

A2y — TaT3 ALrg — 7173
= vp = —————

Uk = a2 r3 4w? — 13 (18)
In its turn Eql(13k) gives
)\1’&? = AQU?. (19)
Eq.[) allows to substitute expressions|(18) into [Eq.(1@) @btain the second equation for Lagrange multipliers
A1 (4w2 +r3— r%) =X (4w2 +7r] - 7’?2)) . (20)

This equation has a simple form owing to conditibh (9). Itfaized the equation of degree six to the quadratic equsition
Equations[(20) and {15) together yield

bec + ad Ny — ac + bd
ac +bd’ 2= wbc—i—ad'

/\1 = 2w (21)

Note that we kept only positive values of Lagrange multigliend omitted negative values to get the maximal valug?qf, .
Now Eq.[3) takes the form

8(ab + cd)(ac + bd)(ad + be) — rirars

4A2 =1 22
max * 4w? —r? (22)
In fact entanglement eigenvalue is the sum of two equal tammdshis statement follows from the identity
rirors (ab+ cd)(ac + bd)(ad + bc)
1- =38 : 23
4w? — 13 4w? — 13 (23)

To derive this identity one has to use the normalization @@vda? + b2 + ¢ + d? = 1. The identity allows to rewrite Eq.(22)
as follows

AL = 4R2, (24)
where
ab + cd)(ac + bd)(ad + be
Rg = ( )Eloﬂ — Tg))( ) (25)

Above formula has a geometric interpretation and now we destnate it. Denote by the quantityp = (a + b + ¢+ d)/2.
Then the denominator can be rewritten as



4 =75 =16(p — a)(p — b)(p — ) (p — d). (26)

Five independent parameters are necessary to constructvaxcquadrangle. However, four independent parameters are
necessary to construct a convex quadrangle that has ciacimst For such quadrangles the afeas given exactly by Ed.(26)
up to numerical factor, that is? = (p — a)(p — b)(p — ¢)(p — d). Hence Eq[(25) rewritten as

ab + cd)(ac + bd)(ad + be)

(27)
1652

2 (
R, =

is the formula for the circumradius of the convex quadran@lq.[27) is the generalization of the corresponding foarafl
Ref.[16] and gives the circumradius of the triangle when afngarameters is zero.
Eq.[23) is valid if vectora: andwv are unit and have non-vanishimgcomponents. These conditions have short formulations

el <1, Jorl < 1. (28)

Above inequalities are polynomials of degree six and algietsolutions are unlikely. However, still it is possible define
the domain of validity of Eq.(27).

B. Circumradius of Crossed-Quadrangle

In this subsection we consider the second case given by @q[DErivations repeat steps of the previous subsectiortrand
only difference is the interchange< u. Therefore we skip some obvious steps and present only resirits. Components of
vectorsu andv along axisz are

A2 — TaT3 ALrg — 7173
_ _ Az i 29
U= a0 T a3 (29)

The second equation for Lagrange multipliers

A1 (4u2 +7r3 — 7’?2)) = A (4u2 +7r] - 7’?2)) (30)
together with EqL(1l6) yields
bc — ad ac —bd
=424 —— =42 . 31
A1 Kac —bd A2 Foe —ad (31)

Using these expressions, one can derive the following ssje for entanglement eigenvalue

Ao (4p? + 12 —1r2) — rirers ' (32)

AN2 =1+
4p? —r3

max

Now the restrictiond /4 < A2 < 1 derived in Refl[15] uniquely define the signs in Eql(31). IRigigns enforce strictly

positive fraction in right hand side of E0.{32). To make dtighoice we replacé by —d in the identity [2B) and rewrite EQ.(B2)
as follows

AN2 _1 (ac — bd)(bc — ad)(ab — cd) 1 (ac—bd)(bc — ad)(ab — cd)
" 2plp—c—d)p-b-dp—a—d)  2plp—c—d)(p-b—d)(p—a—d)

Similar superposition of two equal terms can be written Far previous case. We omitted it because the selection ofghe r
sign was obvious.

Lower sign yields zero and is wrong. It shows that reduceditiematrix p4Z still has zero eigenvalue and, as it is nonnega-
tive, its minimization gives zero.

(33)
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FIG. 1: Case when crossed quadrangle has larger circunsrddin convex quadrangle with same sides.
Upper sign may yield a true answer. Entanglement eigenvalue

A?nax = 4R§<7 (34)

where

o _ (ac—bd)(bc — ad)(ab — cd)
andS2 = p(p—c—d)(p—b—d)(p—a— d). The formulal(3b) may seem suspicious because it is not eleather right hand
side is positive and lies in required region. To clarify titaaion we present a geometrical treatment of[Eq.(35).

The geometrical figurl BC'D in Fig.1A is not a quadrangle and is not a polygon at all. Ttesoa is that it has crossed
sidesAD andBC'. We call figureABC D crossed-quadrangle in figurative sense as it has four sitka aross point. Another
justification of this term is that we will compare figureBC'D in Fig.1A with convex quadrangld BC' D that has the same
sides.

Consider a crossed-quadrangl&C' D with sidesAB = a, BC = b,CD = ¢, DA = d that has circumcircle. It is easy to
find the length of the intervallC'

(ac — bd)(bc — ad)

AC? =
¢ ab — cd

(36)

This relation is true unless triangles3C' and ADC' have the same height and as a consequence equal areas. atidte ith
not an area of the crossed-quadrangle. It is the differeatved®n the areas of the noted triangles.

Using Eq[(36), one derives exactly Eql(35) for the circutiua of the crossed-quadrangle.

Eq.[33) is meaningful if vectora andwv are unit and have nonzero components along theyaxis

C. Largest Coefficient

In this subsection we consider the last case described §TEqEntanglement eigenvalue takes maximal value if athte
in r.h.s. of Eql(B) are positive. Then equatidng (17) &andl ({d@ether impose

u = Sign(r)k, v =Sign(re)k, rirars <0, (37)

where Sign(x) gives -1, 0 or 1 depending on whether x is negatiero, or positive. Substituting these values into[Bqw@
obtain



1
Advax = 7 (LF [l + [ra] + [rs]) . (38)

Owing to inequalityy1r2r3 < 0 above expression always gives a square of the largest deeffic

I = max(a,b,c,d) (39)

in Eq.(8). Indeed, consider the case> 0,7, > 0,73 < 0. From inequalities; > 0,7, > 0 it follows thatc? > d? + |a? — b?|
and therefore? > d2. Note,c? > d? is necessary but not sufficient condition. Now/if> b, thenr; > 0 yieldsc > a and if
d < bthenrs < 0yieldsc > a. Thus inequality: > a is true in all cases. Similarly > b andc is the largest coefficient. On the
other hand\? = ¢? and Eql(3B) really gives the largest coefficient in this case

Similarly, cases; > 0,72 < 0,73 > 0andr; < 0,7 > 0,73 > 0yield A2, = b? andA2 = a?, respectively. And again
entanglement eigenvalue takes the value of the largediaieat.

The last possibility; < 0,72 < 0,73 < 0 can be analyzed using analogous speculations. One abgin= d? andd is the
largest coefficient.

Combining all cases together, we rewrite Eql.(38) as follows

A2, =12 (40)

max

This expression is valid if both vectotsandwv are collinear with the axes

We have derived three expressions for (24),(34) (40@ritanglement eigenvalue. They are valid when veatcaadv
lie in zz plane, lie inyz plane and are collinear with axis respectively. It remains to specify these domains by patara
a,b,cd.

V. APPLICABLE DOMAINS

In this section we analyze two points. First, we clarify wttha geometrical interpretations of quantitiBs and R are
meaningful. And second, we separate validity domains ofatgns [24)[(34) and (40). We have already mentioned that
algebraic methods for solving the resulting inequalititdegree six are not convenient. Hence we use geometricttoatsire
elegant and concise in this case.

We consider four parameteisb, ¢, d as free parameters as the normalization condition is iraglehere. Indeed, one can
use the stat@))/va? + b2 + c2 + d? where all parameters are free. If one repeats the same ttepsnly difference is that
the entanglement eigenvalié,, . is replaced by\2 . /(a® + b* + ¢* + d*). In other words, normalization condition re-scales
the quadrangle, convex or crossed, so that the circumradilotays lies in the required region. Consequently, in canshg
guadrangles we can forget the normalization condition amgicler four free parameteisb, ¢, d.

A. Existence of circumcircle.

It is well-known that four sides, b, ¢, d of the convex quadrangle must obey the inequality [ > 0. Any set of such
parameters form a cyclic quadrilateral. Note that the caragle is not unique as the sides can be arranged in differdats
But all these quadrangles have the same circumcircle ardrthenradius is unique.

The sides of a crossed-quadrangle must obey the same oconditdeed, from Fig.1A it follows thaBC — AB < AC <
AD + DC andDC — AD < AC < AB + BC. ThereforeAB + AD + DC > BC andAB + BC + AD > DC. The sides
BC andDC are two largest sides and consequeptlyl > 0. However, the existence of the circumcircle requires aritimahel
conditions and now we find them. The relation= 2y cos ABC forces4u? > r3 and therefore

S2 > 0. (41)

Thus the denominator in EG.(35) must be positive. On therdtaed the inequalitylC? > 0 forces a positive numerator of the
same fraction

(ac — bd)(bc — ad)(ab — ed) > 0. (42)
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These two inequalities impose conditions on parametédrs:, d. For the future considerations we need to write explictly t
condition imposed by inequalitf_ (#2). The numerator is asatric function on parametersb, c, d and it suffices to analyze
only the cas@ > b > ¢ > d. Obviously(ac —bd) > 0, (ab— cd) > 0 and it remains the constraibt > ad. The last inequality
states that the product of the largest and smallest coefficraust not exceed the product of remaining coefficientaoeby
s the smallest coefficient

s = min(a, b, ¢, d). (43)

We can summarize all cases as follows

125? < abed. (44)

This is necessary but not sufficient condition for the exiséeof R . The next conditior52 > 0 we do not analyze because
the first condition[(44) suffices to separate the validity dam.

B. Separation of validity domains.

In this section we define applicable domains of express@)s(E4) and(40) step by step.

a. Circumradius of convex quadrangle. First we separate the validity domains between the convexmgungle and the
largest coefficient. In highly entangled region, where taeter of circumcircle lies inside the quadrangle, the ¢rcadious
is greater than any of sides and gives a right answer. Thiatgin is changed when the center lies on the largest sideeof t
guadrangle and both equatiohs](24) dnd (40) give equal ass®eppose that the sidés the largest one and the center lies on
the sidea. A little geometry yields

bed
a2 =0+ +d2+222 (45)
a
From this equation we deduce thatff is smaller than r.h.s,
bed
a2 <B4+ d 22l (46)
a

then the circumradius-formula is valid anduft is greater than r.h.s in EQ.(45), then the largest coeffi@mula is valid. The
inequality [46) also guarantees the existence of the cydiédrilateral. Indeed, using the inequality

bed
be+ cd + bd > 3-— (47)
a
one derives
6bed
btetd? >0+ +d?+—= > a2 (48)
a
Above inequality ensures the existence of a convex quatiavith the given sides.
To get a confidence we can solve equatign= 1 using relation[(45). However, it is more transparent todeee it
2ad 2bed 2ab
(4w? —r3)(1 +uy) = bciad (b2 +c+d*+ ac - a2) (a2 + 0%+ + % —d2> (49a)
2bc 2acd 2abd
2 2 . _ 2 2 2 72 2 2 2 )
(dw® —r3)(1 — ug) bc—l—ad(a +c+d+ 5 b)(a +b°+d°+ . c). (49b)

Similarly



2bd 2acd 2ab
(4w? — (1 +vy,) = vy <a2+c2+d2+% —b2> (a2+b2+cz+% —d2> (50a)
ac
2ac 2bed

(4? ~3)(1 — ) =

2abd
<b2+02+d2+ —a2) (a2—|—b2—|—d2—|— a4 —02). (50b)
C

Thus the circumradius of the convex quadrangle gives art egbwer if all brackets in above equations are positive. In
general, EqL.(24) is valid if

ac + bd

1 abed
2
<-4+ =
Fs 2 + 12
When one of parameters vanishes, izd = 0, inequality [51) coincides with corresponding conditiarRef.[16].

b. Circumradius of crossed quadrangle. Next we separate the validity domains between convex arssetbquadrangles.
If S2 < 0, then crossed one has no circumcircle and the only choiteisitcumradius of the convex quadrangleS# > 0,
then we use the equality

(51)

r abed
AR. — 4R}, = 15752 (52)
wherer = riror3. It shows that > 0 yields R, > R, and vice-versa. Entanglement eigenvalue always takes #xé&mal
value. Therefore\? = 4R2if r > 0andA?,, = 4R% if r < 0. Thusr = 0 is the separating surface and it is necessary to
analyze the condition < 0.
Suppose: > b > ¢ > d. Thenry andrg are positive. Thereforeis negative if and only it is negative

a+d* > v+ A (53)

Now suppose > d > b > c. Thenr; is negative and; is positive. Therefore; must be positive

a®+c >0+ d (54)

It is easy to see that in both cases left hand sides contaiaripest and smallest coefficients. This result can be géneda
as follows:r < 0 if and only if

1
2> 3~ s2. (55)

It remains to separate the validity domains between thesembguadrangle and the largest coefficient. We can use three
equivalent ways to make this separation:

1)to use the geometric picture and to see whB#4 andi? coincide,
2)directly factorize equation;, = +1,
3)change the sign of the paramefer

All of these give the same result stating that Ed.(34) iscvli

12 < l _ abed

<5 (56)

Inequalities[(5b) and (56) together yield

1252 > abed. (57)

This inequality is contradicted by (#4) unles?> = abcd. Exceptional cases lik&s? = abcd are considered in the
next section. Now we would like to comment the fact that cedsguadrangle survives only in exceptional cases. Actually
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crossed case can be obtained from the convex cases by chahgisign of any parameter. It crucially depends on signs of
parameters or, in general, on phases of parameters. Orrirenaind all phases in El.(8) can be eliminated by local iyli&))
transformations. For example, the phasel@fan be eliminated by redefinition of the phase of the statetiom|)) and the
phases of remaining parameters can be absorbed in the idefindf basis vector§l) of the qubits A, B and C. Owing to
this entanglement eigenvalue being LU invariant quantitggdnot depend on phases. However, crossed case is refevaet i
considers states given by Generalized Schmidt Decompng&iSD) [5]. In this case phases can not be gauged away asgbcko
case has its own range of definition. This range was shrurfiete¢parating surfaee= 0 in our case.

Now we are ready to present a distinct separation of theitsatidmains:

2 : 2< 2
A2 _{ ARZ, if 12 <1/2+ abed/l (58)

max )2 if 12> 1/24 abed/1?

We have distinguished three types of quantum states damgndi which expression takes entanglement eigenvalue. Also
there are states that lie on surfaces separating diffepghitable domains. They are shared by two types of quantatesand
may have interesting features. We will call those sharaést&uch shared states are considered in the next section.

VI. SHARED STATES.

Consider quantum states for which both convex and crossadrgngles yield the same entanglement eigenvalud,_Eds(36)
not applicable and we rewrite equatiohs|(27) (35) asviall

1 r 1 r
432_—<1——), 4R2_—(1——>. (59)
772 1652 T2 1652

These equations show that if the state lies on the sepaatifacer = 0, then entanglement eigenvalue is a constant

A2 =1 (60)

max 2

and does not depend on state parameters. This fact has a sittegpretation. Consider the case= 0. Thenb? + ¢ =
a® + d*> = 1/2 and the quadrangle consists of two right triangles. Thesertiangles have a common hypotenuse and egs
anda, d, respectively. And no matter are the triangles in the sammécéeele or in opposite semicircles. In both cases theydyiel
same circumradius. Decisive factor is that the center otttoeimcircle lies on the diagonal. Thus the perimeter aadainals
of the quadrangle divide ranges of definition of the conveadyangle. When the center of circumcircle passes the ptime
entanglement eigenvalue changes-over from convex ciradions to the largest coefficient. And if the center lies orndiagonal,
convex and crossed circumradiuses become equal.

We would like to bring plausible arguments that this pictisrencomplete and there is a region that was shrunk to thetpoin
Consider three-qubit state given by GSD

1) = a|100) 4 b010) + b[001) + d|111) + €|000). (61)

One of parameters must have non-vanishing phase[5] and nveezt this phase as an angle. Then we have five sides and
an angle and this set defines a sexangle that has circumcfteie can guess that in highly entangled region entanglement
eigenvalue is the circumradius of the sexangle. Howeveretls a crucial difference. Any convex sexangle containaratgpe
area and the sides of this area are the diagonals of the dexdite perimeter of the star separates convex and crossed.ca
Unfortunately we can not see this picture in our case becthgsdiagonals of a quadrangle confine a single point. Also we
can not calculate the entanglement eigenvalue for arpitheee qubit states and justify this general picture. Tolisis left for
future.

Shared states given by = 0 acquire new properties. They can be used for perfect tetjpmm and superdense coding
[16,118,19]. This statement is not proved strongly, but als@xceptions are known.

Now consider the case that largest coefficient and circumsanf the convex quadrangle coincide with each other. The
separating surface is given by
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1 abed
2 _ — -
= 5 + 7 (62)

Entanglement eigenvalue ranges within the narrow interval

9 4

<AZ <= 63
— md.X—7 ( )

N =

It separates slightly and highly entangled states. Whenodmeefficients is large enough and satisfies the relalffon-
1/2 + abed/1?, entanglement eigenvalue takes a larger coefficient. Aedetpression{8) for the state function effectively
takes the place of Schmidt decomposition. In highly entaghgbgion no similar picture exists and all coefficientsipgrate in
equal parts and yield circumradius. Thus shared states fiv&q.[62) separate highly and slightly entangled statdscan be
ascribed to both types.

What is the meaning of these states? Shared states gives:liyacquire new and important features and one can expect that
shared states dividing highly and slightly entangled stateo must acquire some new features. What kind of featWed?ave
no answers to this question.

VIl. CONCLUSIONS

We have considered type-4a three qubit states and deriy@itieexpressions for entanglement eigenvalue. The firal e
pressions have their own geometrical interpretation. Bselt in this paper together with the results of Ref.[16]vsltioat the
geometric measure has two visiting cards: circumradiuslamngkst coefficient. The geometric interpretation may énab
to predict the answer for the states given by GSD. If the ceafteircumcircle lies in star type area confined by diagormsdls
sexangle, then entanglement eigenvalue is the circunsadiine crossed sexangle(s). If the center lies in the rantpart of
sexangle, the entanglement eigenvalue is the circumradlile convex sexangle. And when the center passes the gerime
then entanglement eigenvalue is the largest coefficierthoigh we cannot prove whether our prediction is right orcha to
computational technique, we are sure that our understgragiables us to take a step toward a complete understandihg of
entanglement measure.

Shared states given by= 0 play an important role in quantum information theory. Theg gesponsible for teleportation
and dense coding. And it is not logical to assume that seogreighared states given by Eql(62) have no applicationsy The
deserve to be an object of intense interest. First, one hasderstand the properties of these states and second, s fired
the possible applications. We would like to investigats thsue elsewhere.

Finally following our procedure, we can obtain the nearegtasable states directly. Denote hy the nearest to the state
p separable state. It was shown in Ref.|[20] that an opefidtor oy — p — tr[o0(00 — p)] I has the properties(Wp) <
0, tr(Wyp) > 0, wherep is arbitrary separable state. The operdtois clearly Hermitian and thus is an entanglement witness
for the state. Thus our results allow to construct entangtamwitnesses for arbitrary type-4a three qubit states.
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