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With the goal of gaining a deeper understanding of quantumdlocality, we decompose quantum correlations
into more elementary non-local correlations. We show thatdorrelations of all pure entangled states of two
qubits can be simulated without communication, hence usimlg non-signaling resources. Our simulation
model works in two steps. First, we decompose the quantumeletions into a local and a non-local part.
Second, we present a model for simulating the nonlocal ganguonly non-signaling resources. In our model
partially entangled states require more nonlocal ressuiwn maximally entangled states, but the less the state
is entangled, the less frequently must the nonlocal ressure used.

PACS numbers:

. INTRODUCTION

Quantum correlations are very peculiar, especially those v Po=pe(O)Pr + (1 =pe(0))Pr - @)
olating some Bell inequality[1]. Gaining a deeper insigtiti  The weightpy,(0) is thus a measure of the locality of the state
such nonlocal quantum correlation is a grand challengd- Chi|,(6)). In particular, for any maximally entangled state of
dren gain understanding of how their toys function by dismantwo-qubits one hap, (6 = 7/4) = 0 [6], a result that holds
tling them into pieces. In the present paper we follow a simil true for maximally entangled states in any dimension [11].
approach by decomposing the quantum correlations into simNote that in general the probability distributidt; ;. does not
pler, more elementary, nonlocal correlations. need to be quantum, but is restricted to no-signaling carrel

This work is part of the general research program that looksions by construction.
for nonlocal models compatible and incompatible with quan- Then, we provide a simulation of the nonlocal correlation
tum predictions. The goal is to find out what is essential inPy, using only nonlocal, but non-signaling resources. Ac-
quantum correlations. Note that we do not claim that Natureordingly, in order to simulaté,, it suffice to simulateP;,
functions as our model. Nevertheless we believe that findingvith probability p;, (), which requires only shared random-
the minimal resources sufficient to simulate quantum correness (but no nonlocal resources), and to simukaig with
lations, and studying the computational power that thegroff the complementary probability — pr.(6). As expected, the
[2, [3,14,[5], provide enlightening insights into the quantumless the quantum state)(6)) is entangled, the smaller the
world. weightpz (0) of the local correlation [6, 12]. Consequently,

In the last years, two different ways of decomposing quanthe simulation of a less entangled state requires lessédraqu
tum correlations have been proposed. The first one, due tgse of nonlocal resources; in particular for separablestat
Elitzur, Popescu and Rohrlich (whence EPR-21) [6], cossistpr,(f = 0) = 1. However, not much is known about the
in decomposing some quantum correlations into a local and aonlocal resources needed to simulate the nonlocal part of
non-local part. A second approach consists in the simulatioquantum correlations, i.e. to simulape;;,. Referencel[9]
of entanglement with the help of some non-local resourge, e. presented a simulation of the quantum correlation for tiee sp
classical communication or a non-local box. While communi-cial case of maximally entangled qubit paiés£ 7/4) using
cation modeld[7,/8] give insight to quantum correlatiomsir  only one nonlocal box, the so-called PR-bbx[13]. For non-
the point of view of communication complexity, we believe maximally entangled qubit states, very few is known. To our
that models using only no-signaling resourdes [9] are mor&nowledge, the only known result is that one PR-box is not
relevant from a physical point of view, since itis most ualik  sufficient for simulating slightly entangled states![14]hi§
that Nature uses any form of communicatibrl [10]. In this pa-result shows that entanglement and non-locality are differ
per, we shall combine for the first time both approaches, aneesources, as also suggested by other W@ﬂhﬂl?, 18].
prove that all pure entangled states of two qubits can be-simu In this paper we use a decomposition of the fofin (1), re-
lated using only no-signaling resources, i.e. without camm cently presented in Ref[_[12], which is optimal under some
nication. general assumption, and present a simulation of the corre-

The approach we follow works in two steps. First, in the sponding nonlocal correlatioRy;, for arbitrarily entangled
EPR-2 spirit, we decompose the quantum correlaiigrcor-  two qubit states. This simulation requires finitely many ion
responding to von Neumann measurements performed on pul@cal boxes, though no claim of optimality can be made. For
entangled states of two qubitg(6)) = cos8]|00) + sin 6|11) pedagogical reasons, the paper is organized as followsr Aft
into a statistical mixture of a local correlatid®y, and a non- introducing the general framework in Section 2, and briefly
local correlationPy 1, [6]: reviewing the case of maximal entanglement in Section 3, we
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present in Section 4 a preliminary model for simulating par-whered\ is a normalized measure. In a simulation model,
tially entangled qubit states, without using any decompwsi  two ingredients are required: first, a non-local resouroes f
into local and nonlocal parts. This allows us to introduce th creating the elementary correlatio®y; second, a strategy
two main ingredients of our model: first the technique of cor-(represented by th#&’s) for judiciously combining them. In
related local flips; second the Millionaire box, a genertlan  this paper, we provide such a decomposition. The remarkable
of the PR-box. Then in Section 5, we briefly recall the de-feature of our model is that the elementary nonlocal cotrela
composition into local and non-local parts presented ifj,[12 tions are obtained without communication, that is using/onl
and explain how our preliminary simulation model can be exno-signaling resources.
tended to simulate the nonlocal p&ty ;, of the model of Ref.
[12]. Finally we give some conclusions and perspectives.

. MAXIMALLY ENTANGLED STATE

Il. GENERAL FRAMEWORK Let us briefly the simple case of maximal entanglement,
i.e. 8 = w/4. In this case the marginals vanish4(a) =

-

Formally, a correlation is a conditional probability distr Mpg(b) = 0, and the correlation takes the simple scalar prod-

bution P(a3|db), wherea, 5 denote the outcomes observed uct form C(a,b) = a- b [32)]. In referencel9] a model sim-

by Alice and Bob when they perform measurements labeledilating this correlations is presented. This model usegas r
by @ andb. Here, measurements are conveniently represources only shared randomness and one PR-box, which sat-
sented as vectors on the Bloch sphere, since we focus dafies the relatiorw @ b = xy, wherez, y are Alice’s and

von Neumann measurements on qubits. A correlation is norBob’s input bits, and:, b their outcome bits. In general non-
signalling if and only if Alice and Bob’s marginals/4, and  local boxes provide some elementary nonlocal correlations
Mg, are independent of the partner’s inpdf;y does notde- They are elementary in that they allow only for a limited (usu
pend orb and)M 5 does not depend a1 For binary outcomes  ally finite) number of inputs and outputs and they are ex-

(a, B € {—1,+1}), the correlations are conveniently written trémal points in the convex set of nonsignaling correlation
as [18]. They are nonlocal in the sense that they violate some

Bell inequality. Importantly, they do not allow signallinipat
is the statistics of the local outcomes (i.e. the margirais)
independent from the other parties inputs. This model demon
strates that the resource needed to simulate maximallyenta
gled qubit pairs is surprisingly simple. Indeed, what cdagd

-, -

Pl §1a,F) = 1 (1+ aMa(@) + BM5() +aBC(A H) )

where simpler tharu & b = 2y?
Ma(@) = Y aP(a,Bld,b)
o IV. PARTIALLY ENTANGLED STATES: PRELIMINARY
Mp(b) = > BP(a,Bld,b) (3) MODEL
a,f
. We now turn to partially entangled states of two qubits.
are the local marginals, and In general the marginald/ (@) and Mz (b) do not vanish.
. . However, in the case of two parties and binary outcomes, it
C(d@,b) =Y _ aBP(a, Bld,b) (4)  is proven that all extremal nonlocal boxes have vanishimg (o
o deterministic) marginals [20, 21]. This explains in partywh

it is difficult to simulate partially entangled states. Irder

is the correlation term. Here we shall focus on pure entany, circumvent this difficulty we introduce now the concept of

0 €]0,7/4]. Thus the quantum correlatioRg (a3|@b) is

given by
A. Correlated local flips.
Ma(@) = ca. , Mp(b) = cb- Let us consider an arbitrary probability distribution
C(d,b) = ab, + s(azby — ayby), (5) 1
Py(ev, Bl@,b) = —(1 4+ aBCo(a, b)) , 7
wherec = cos 260 ands = sin 26. (e, 5/d,®) 4( BCo(a,)) (7)

Now, we would like to decompose the correlatidfg into , _ . . o
simpler ones, such that with vanishing marginals and correlation te€(a, b). Now,

Alice and Bob perform local flips on the probability distribu

tion Py; that is, Alice (Bob) flips her (his) output1 with a
. I probability f, (f3), while the output+1 is left untouched. Af-

Po(a, fla,b) = /d)‘PA(O" pla,b) ®)  terthis processing, also called a Z-channel, the margarals

-,



clearly biased towards +1. Let us now assume fhat f,

C. The Millionaire box.

and that the flips of Alice and Bob are both determined by a

shared random variable uniformly distributed in[0, 1]. Al-
ice and Bob flip their -1 outcome if and only & < f, and

A < fy, respectively. The resulting probability distribution
reads

-,

Py (e, Bld, b) = (8)

i(l +afa + By + aB(fa+ (1— f)Co(G@,D))) .

It should be pointed out that the flig's and f, must be corre-
lated; this will be crucial in the following. Note also that-e
ery probability distributionP (e, 8) = (14 aM4+ BMp +
apBC) with Mp > M4 can be generated in this way.

B. Preliminary model, step 1

Two millionaires challenge each other: who is richer ?
Since millionaires are in general quite reluctant to revweal
much money they own, they prefer to use the Millionaire-box
(M-box) [23], a nonlocal two-input two-output non-locabbo
The two outputs,b are binary, ¢,b € {0, 1}), and are locally
random in order to ensure no-signaling. The two inputg
can be chosen in the continuous interiall]. The M-box is
characterized by the following relation:

a®b=[r <y, (12)
where[X] denotes the logical value of: [X] = 0 when
X is true. Note that the M-box admits an infinite number
of possible inputs. So, both millionaires input the amount o
money they owne,y into the machine; the parity of the out-
puts @ 4 b) indicates the winner. Fortunately, the M-box is
also useful to physicists, as will be shown in the next sectio

We just described a technique for creating a probability dis Note that the M-box is a generalization of the PR-box; in case

tribution Py with nontrivial (i.e. non vanishing) marginals,
starting from an initial probability distributio®, which had
trivial marginals. Now the intuition is the following: siec

the inputse, y are binary, the M-box is simply equivalent to a
PR-box (given here by(y + 1) = a @ b® 1). Itis also worth
mentioning that the M-box reaches the no-signaling bound of

correlation with trivial marginals seem to be easier to @ea j| the Bell inequalitied y y2» introduced in[[24]. An inter-
with standard nonlocal resource (such as PR-boxes), let us Gsting question is whether all (bipartite) non-local bowith

the identification”; = Py and find out what is the required
initial distribution P,. For partially entangled states of two-
qubits (P, given by [3)), this leads to

fo=ca., fo=cb,, Co=a-B (9)
where

B = (sby, —sby,b. —¢)/(1—cb.) . (10)

Note that||B|| = 1. Remarkably,5 corresponds to Bob's

original measurement settifrgmoved one step back on the
Hardy ladder[[22].

Consequently the problem of simulating correlations orig-
inating from von Neumann measurements on partially entan-
gled states reduces to the problem of simulating the unthias

probability distribution

Py = %(1 +afi- B) . (11)

two-outcomes [20, 21] can be simulated with one M-box. In-
deed, a detailed study of the non-local properties of thed-b
would be relevant, but is beyond the scope of this paper.

D. Preliminary model, step 2

As shown above, the technique of local flips allows one to
recover the correlation of partially entangled states guride
condition thath, > a, (ora, > b,). But how do Alice and
Bob know whetheb, > a, ora, > b, ? The M-box can
overcome this problem.

Alice and Bob share two PR-boxes for creating “"scalar

éaroduct” correlations (see Fifl 1); from now on we call these

CGMP-boxesl[[9]. The first one is used to create the correla-
tion given by the scalar produ@t B, i.e. corresponding to the
caseb, > a, and the second one for the scalar prodﬁctg,

i.e. for the cas@a, > b.. Local flips are then performed. At

Such a "scalar product” correlation can be reproduced with 4his point, Alice and Bob have each got two possible outputs

single bit of communicatiori [7] or with a single PR-bax [9].

a1, as andpy, B2, but don’t know which one to use, since they

However, there is a caveat: Alice and Bob must know wetheflon’'t know whether,, <b. orb, < a..

b, > a, (as assumed above) or if on the contrary> b, !

This is due to the fact that the local flips must be correlatedting (respectively:, andb,

Note that in the case, > b., the initial probability distribu-
tion is given by P,

1(1 + apA - b), whereA is defined
similarly to equation[{7[0).

Next, they input the-component of their measurement set-
]) into the M-box, and get out-
putsa andb. Itis clear that, for the simulation to succeed,
the final output of Alice and Boly andg, should be equal to
a1,p if a, > b,, and equal tav,,fs if b, > a.. Mathemati-

At first sight it may seem that a resource solving this prob-cally this translates into the following expression

lem will lead to signaling, because it would reveal a relatio

ship between Alice’s and Bob’s measurements. Remarkably,
this is not the case. Next, we show that a no-signaling (non- a @ 8= (a®b)(a1 ® 1) D (a®b® 1)(a2 ® 52). (13)

local) resource known as the Millionaire box is exactly the

tool we need.

Developing the previous equation, one gets
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FIG. 1: Preliminary model.
out communication.
Millionaire-box (M-box). The first two PR-boxes create "fra
product” correlations (CGMP-boxes). Then the M-box "s&dethe
correct CGMP-box, without revealing any relation betwedite's
and Bob’s measurement settings (i.e. without signalingjalfy, two
additional PR-boxes are required for computing the cowatputs.

Simulating partial entanglementh-

a®f = alar Bag) ®ar B b1 P Pa) B S

®a(B @ B2) ®blag ® as), (14)

which contains some local terms, as well as some non-local
terms. Remarkably, the non-local terms (second line of equa
tion (I4)) are simply obtained by using two supplementary

PR-boxesasz @ bs = G(Bl D 52), anday ® by = b(a1 &) ag)
(see Fig[).

The model requires four PR-boxes and a

1)
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FIG. 2: Sketch of the main model. 1) Alice and Bob inside theesl

So finally, using four PR-boxes (two CGMP-boxes and see text): both CGMP-boxes can be used. 2) Alice inside, @b

two additional PR-boxes) and one M-box, one can simulat&ide; then indeed. < b..

the correlation of any partially entangled state of two ¢gbi

3) Alice outside, Bob inside. 4) Alice
and Bob outside. Depending wether < b, ora, > b., the M-box

Whether the M-box can be replaced by a finite number of PRselects the correct CGMP-box. Note that we have omittedwioe t
boxes (or more generally with a nonlocal box having a finiteadditional PR-boxesK Rs, R4 of Fig. 2).

number of possible inputs) is an interesting open question.

V. PARTIALLY ENTANGLED STATES: MAIN MODEL,
INTEGRATING EPR-2

monotonic decreasing function 6f i.e. of the degree of en-
tanglement of the state(9)). Note also thapy, () = 1—sis
optimal under the assumption that depends only on, and

We are now ready to present our model, combining the preb-. Second, the non-local pafy;, depends on the measure-
liminary model (presented in the previous section) and the d ment settings. More precisely, when the measurementgettin

composition of Refi[12], into local and non-local parts (ioé
the form [1)). The decomposition is the following:

1—s
%a +af(a:) (14 Bf(b-))

PNL = %(1+aF(aZ)+BF(bZ)+OéﬁG(5;E))

pr(9)
P =

(15)

where f(z) = sgr(:c)min(l,1 —|z|) F(:c) = Lz -
(1 —5)f(x)), andG(@b) = ayb, (1-

s)f(az)f(b.)] . We refer the reader tﬁhZ] for furtherdetalls

of Alice is such thatz, < (1 — s)/c (i.e. inside a slice of
the Bloch sphere around the equator), her local marginal van
ishes; and similarly for Bob. On the contrary, when the mea-
surement setting lies outside the slice, the marginal isdoia
When both the settings of Alice and Bob are found inside the
slice, the correlation reduces to a simple scalar produitt wi
trivial marginals.

The simulation ofPy, is very similar to that presented
above, thus we only describe Alice’s and Bob's strategies. A
previously, the required non-local resources are two CGMP-
boxes, an M-box and two additional PR-boxes. After estab-
lishing non-local correlations with both CGMP-boxes, A&lic
and Bob perform local flips. Finally they use two additional

Let us point out two important features of decompositionPR-boxes to compute the correct output (see[Hig. 2).

(I5) First, the weight of the local papt,(6) = 1 — sis a

Alice proceeds as follows. When her setting is inside the
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slice @, < (1 — s)/¢), she inputs according t@ into both  required to simulate two-qubit states, one should disistgu
CGMP-boxes, and does not perform any local flfp & 0). between the required amount of nonlocal resources and the
When her setting is outside the slice, she inputs the firstrequency at which one has to use them.

CGMP-box according tod = (say, sa,, ¢ — a.)/(1 — a.c) It is interestin - , L
1O ; g to establish the following connectiontwit
and the second CGMP-box accordingato Then she biases Leggett's approach to quantum correlation] [25], which re-

her output towards outcome +1 with probabilfly = F'(a.). ~ cenyy attracted quite some attentionl[26, 27, 28] 25 3p, 31
. B(_)b_pr(_)(;:eer:js a}_lmost similarly. Wuer} his mzasﬁrceg}ag S€fh modelsa la Leggettone assumes that the elementary cor-
ting is inside the slicet¢ < (1-s)/c), he inputs bot " relations, contrary to PR-boxes, have nontrivial marginal

boxes according t6' = (b,, —by, —b.). When his setting is | eggett’s original idea is that each qubit, when analysed in
gutside the slice, he inputs trle first CGMP-box according tQividually, appears to be always in a pure state, see [25, 29]
b" and the second according ®= (sb., —sb,,b. —c)/(1 -  However, one can prove that any such model, with elemen-
b.c). Then he biases his output with probabiljty= F'(b.). tary correlation having nontrivial marginals, fails to reguce
the quantum correlation of maximally entangled states of tw
qubits [29/ 31]. This is a kind of converse to the present pape
VI. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK in which we show that it is especially hard to simulated at the
same time nonlocal correlations and non-vanishing malgjina
By dismantling the quantum correlations of partially entan

g Among the open questions, we like to underline the follow-

gled states of two-qubits into more elementary nonlocal but N

. ; X . S ing one. How could one prove that a decompaosition is mini-
no-signaling correlations, we gained insight into the quan

world. We showed that the correlations of all pure entanglecinal' As said, this question has wo sides. Minimality of the

states of two qubits (under von Neumann measurements) c Jpsources, and minimality of the frequency at which one has

i . . . .10 use them. Our experience suggests that the first aspect is
be simulated using only non-signaling resources, hende wit ) o
o A an especially difficult problem. The second aspect looksemor
out communication. Our decomposition is likely not to be

. . X . .~ promising: it seems natural to conjecture that an EPR2-type
optimal in the sense that there might exist more economic ecomposition withyy 1. (6) — 1 — cos 20 should exist[12]
models. Still, there are already two lessons we learn from P NPT = '

the present decomposition. First, the less the quantuma stat Acknowledgments Fruitful ~ discussions with Harry
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