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Simulation of partial entanglement with no-signaling resour ces
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With the goal of gaining a deeper understanding of quantumlocality, we decompose quantum correlations
into more elementary non-local correlations. In particwla present two models for simulating the correlations
of partially entangled states of two qubits without comneation, hence using only non-signaling resources.
The crucial role of the quantum marginals is discussed.

PACS numbers:

Quantum correlations are very peculiar, especially thése v tics of the local outcomes (i.e. the marginals) are indepahd
olating some Bell inequalitﬂl]. Gaining a deeper insigtibi  from the other parties inputs. This model demonstrates that
such nonlocal quantum correlation is a grand challengd- Chithe resource needed to simulate maximally entangled qubit
dren gain understanding of how their toys function by dismanpairs is surprisingly simple. Indeed, what could be simpler
tling them into pieces. In this Letter we shall follow a siaxil  thana ® b = xy?
approach. We shall decompose the quantum correlations into However, it was soon after discovered that this same re-
simpler, more elementary, nonlocal correlations. Speific  source is provably not sufficient to simulate some partially
we like to present a model simulation of von Neumann meaentangled two-qubit state's [9]. A reason for this a priori su
surements on partially entangled states of two qubits. prising result is that PR-boxes have random marginals,ewhil

This work is part of the general research program that lookshe correlation arising from partially entangled quanttates
for nonlocal models compatible and incompatible with quan-have nontrivial marginals.
tum predictions. The goal is to find out what is essential in It is interesting to establish the following connectiontwit
quantum correlations. Note that we do not claim that Naturd_eggett's approach to quantum correlation! [10], which re-
functions as our model. But we believe that finding the mini-cently attracted quite some attention/[11, [12 h@;& 16
mal resources sufficient to simulate quantum correlatand, In modelsa la Leggetbne assumes that the elementary corre-
studying the computational power that such correlatioferof lations have some nontrivial marginals; Leggett’s origjidaa

ByD, [5], provide enlightening insights into the quantumis that each qubit, when analysed individually, appearseto b
world. always in a pure state, se@[@ 14]. However, one can prove

In reference|__[|6] a model is presented simulating the correthat any such model, with elementary correlation having-non
lations between the outcomes of von Neumann measuremerttivial marginals, fails to reproduce the quantum coriietaof
performed on two qubits in a maximally entangled state. Thisnaximally entangled states of two-qublts [@, 16].
model uses as resources only shared randomness and one nonrom the above, it appears that it is especially difficult to
local box, the so-called PR-box [7] that satisfies the refati simulate at the same time nonlocal correlations and nentriv
a & b = xy, wherex, y are Alice’s and Bob’s input bits, and ial marginals, like those corresponding to partially egled
a, b their outcome bits (see Fig. 1). In general nonlocal boxegjuantum states. In order to overcome this difficulty, welshal
provide some elementary nonlocal correlations. They are eintroduce the concept @brrelated local flips The idea is that
ementary in that they allow only for a limited (usually finite some nonlocal box first simulates nonlocal correlation$ wit
number of inputs and outputs and they are extremal pointivial marginals; then one can bias the marginal with local
in the convex set of nonsignaling correlations [8]. They areflips.
nonlocal in the sense that they violate some Bell inequality Formally, a correlation is a conditional probability dibtr-
Importantly, they do not allow signalling, that is the stati tion P(aﬁ|ab) whereq, 5 denote the outcomes observed by
Alice and Bob when they perform measurements labelled by
@ andb [23]. For binary outcomesa( 3 € {—1,+1}), the
correlations are conveniently written as

-,

P(a, Bld,b) =

/

1+ alMa(@) + BMp(B) + aBC(@,5)) (1)

1

4

FIG. 1: The Popescu-Rohrlich box is the elementary resaugeded

for simulating maximally entangled states of two qubitstébats ~ WhereM (@), Mp (b) are the local marginals, ar(@, b) =

means the sum modulo 2. P(a = Bl|a,b) — P(a # f|@,b) is the correlation term.
Here we shall focus on pure entangled states of two qubits
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[1)(0)) = cos 6]00) +sin A|11). Thus the quantum correlation  Partially entangled states and local flipsWe just de-
pQ(a5|55) is given by scribed a technique for creating a probability distribotiath
nontrivial marginals, starting from an initial probabjlidistri-

bution with trivial marginals. Now the intuition is the follv-

Ma(@) = ca. , MB(E) =cb, ing: since correlation with trivial marginals seem to beieas
o to create with standard nonlocal resource (e.g. a PR-beix), |
C(d,b) = ab, + s(azbs — ayby), 2

us do the identificatio®s = P and find out what is the re-
quired initial distributionP,. For partially entangled states of

wherec = cos 20 ands = sin 20. two-qubits Fy given by [2)), this leads to

Now, we would like to decompose the correlatidfg into
simpler ones, such that

fa=ca., fo=ch,, Co=a-B (5)

Py(a, Bld.b) = / d\Px(a, Bd,0) (3)  whereB = (sb,, sby, b. — c)/(1 - cb.). Note that|| B|| = 1.
Remarkably,B corresponds to Bob’s original measurement

whered)\ is a normalized measure. One needs non-local reS€ttingb moved one step back on the Hardy laddef [19].
sources for creating the correlatioRs, and a strategy (rep- C_onsequently the problem of simulating correlayons orig-
resented by th’s) for judiciously combining these elemen- inating from von Neumann measureme_nts on partially er_1tan-
tary correlations. In this Letter we provide such a decompo9/€d states reduces to the problem of simulating the unhiase
sition. The remarkable feature of our model is that the eleProbability distribution?, = 1(1+apBa- B). Such a"scalar
mentary nonlocal correlations are obtained without comimun Product” correlation can be reproduced with a single bit of
cation, that is using only no-signaling resources. comm_umcanonlEO] or with a single PR-boX [6]. However
The rest of the paper is organized as follows. We firsthere is a caveat: Alice and Bob must know wether> a.
introduce the technique of local flips, which allows one to (S @ssumed above) or if on the contragy> b. ! This is due

bias locally (i.e. to create nontrivial marginals) an iy ~ © the factthatthe local flips must be correlated.
unbiased probability distribution. Then we apply this tech  Atfirstsightit may seem that a resource solving this prob-
nique to the simulation of partially entangled states. Wamsh €M Will lead to signaling, because it would reveal a refatio
that four PR-boxes augmented with another nonlocal box, th&hiP between Alice’s and Bob's measurements. Remarkably,
Millionaire-box (M-box), are sufficient for reproducingeh tis is not the case. Next we show that a no-signaling (non-
correlations of partially entangled states. Furthermere, |0cal) resource known as the Millionaire box (M-box) is ex-
show that this model also works in the so-called EPR2 [17[CtlY the tool we need.

approach to quantum non-locality, recently brought baek in ~ 1he Millionaire box. Two millionaires challenge each
focus in Ref. [18]. This provides finally a decomposition, in other: who is richer ? Since millionaires are in generalejuit

which the nonlocal resources (PR-boxes and M-box) are aféluctant to reveal how much money they own, they prefer to
most never used in the limit of very partially entangledestat s the Millionaire-box (M-box[[21], a nonlocal resouree d

-

Correlated local flips. Let Py(a,fld,b) = (1 + fined as follows:a © b = [z < y|, where the inputs;, y are
- Y I 4 . . . .
O (@ 5)) denot iniiial bability distributi ith in the continuous intervaD, 1], and the outputs are binary,
af3Co(d,b)) denote an initial probability IStribution, wi a,b € {0,1}. [X] denotes the logical value df. The outputs

random marginals and correlation textiy(a, b). Now, Al-

ice and Bob perform local flips ofy; that is, Alice (Bob)
flips the output-1 with a probabilityf,, (f3), while the output
+1is left untouched. Indeed after this processing (also dalle
a Z channel), the marginals are biased towards +1. Let u
now assume thaf, > f, and that the flips of Alice and Bob
are both determined by a shared random variablaiformly
distributed in[0, 1]. Alice and Bob flip their -1 outcome if
and only ifA < f, andA < f, respectively. The resulting
probability distribution reads

a,b are locally random to ensure no-signaling. Note that the
M-box admits an infinite number of possible inputs.

So, both millionaires input the amount of money they own
x,y into the machine; the parity of the outpuds{b) indicates
the winner. Fortunately, the M-box is also useful to phyggi
as will be shown in the next section.

Note that in case the inputs y are binary, the M-box is
simply equivalent to a PR-box. It is also worth mentioning
that the M-box reaches the no-signaling bound of all the Bell
inequalities! y 22 [@].

M-box and local flips. As shown above, the technique of

1 local flips allows one to recover the correlation of pariall
P, B) = 1(1 +afa+Bfe+aB(fa+ (1—f5)Co)).(4)  entangled states, under the condition that> a. (or a. >
b.). But how do Alice and Bob know wethér, > a, or
It should be pointed out that the fligs and f, must be corre- a. > b, ? Now we show that the M-box can overcome this
lated; this will be crucial in the following. Note also that-e  problem.
ery probability distributionP(«a, 8) = %(1 +aMa+SMp+ The model is sketched in Fi§l 2. Alice and Bob share two
aBC) with Mp > M 4 can be generated in this way. PR-boxes for creating "scalar product” correlations; frooaw
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on we call these CGMP-boxed [@24]. The first one is used EPR2. In referencel_L_l|7], Elitzur, Popescu and Rohrlich
to create the correlation given by the scalar proaﬁmﬁ, i.e. (whence EPR2!) considered an experiment involving many
corresponding to the case > «a. and the second one for the photon pairs. They asked wether one could describe a subset
scalar producﬂ- b, i.e. for the case,, > b.. Local flips  of these pairs with local correlations only, while the remai
are then performed. At this point, Alice and Bob have eaching ones are described non-locally. Indeed the globaksiti
got two possible outputd;, A, and By, B, but don't know  considering the local and non-local subsets of pairs, shoul
which one to use. reproduce the quantum statistic. Formally the EPR2 approac
Next, they input the-component of their measurement set- consists in decomposing some quantum correlatidnsis a
ting (respectively:, andb, [25]) into the M-box, and get out- convex sum of a local probability distributiaP, and a non-
putsa andb. Itis clear that, for the simulation to succeed, thelocal onePy.:
final output of Alice and BobA and B, should be equal to
Aq,Byif b, > a,, and equal tad,Bs if a, > b,. Mathemat-
ically this translates into the following expression Pq =pL(p)Pr+ (1 —pr(p))Pre - (8)
The weightpy, (p) is thus a measure of the locality of the state
p. Note that in generaPy ;, does not need to be quantum, but
A+ B=(a+0)(A1+B1)+(a+b+1)(A2+ B2). (6) s restricted to no-signaling correlations by construttio
A decomposition of the forni{8) is particularly well-suited
for the task of simulating quantum correlations, since only
the non-local parPy, has to be simulated, the local part re-
A+ B = a(A; + As) + Ay + b(B, + Bs) + Bo quiring only share_d randomness. In th_is_ sense the improve-
ment over the original EPR2 decomposition presented in [18]
+a(B1 + Bp) + b(A1 + 42), M s especially interesting here, since, for the family oftesta

which contains some local terms, as well as some non—locaw(e)> that we are considering, the weight of the non-local

terms. Remarkably, the non-local terms (the two last onesﬁartpNél(e)t:t 1 :NpL(e) va_nlsrtles n t_r(;e limio) I_>t'0 OI)f h
are simply obtained by using two supplementary PR-boxes eparable states. We are going to provide a simutation a

o - : Py, using again four PR-boxes and one M-box, followed by
%;’ s = a(By + By), andas + by = b(4, + 42) (see Fig. correlated local flips [26]. This second model thus fulfitis t
.So finally, using four PR-boxes (two CGMP-boxes anddesideratum that very weakly entangled states can be simu-
two additional PR-boxes) and one M-box, one can simulat

éated by a vanishing amount of non-local resources.
the correlation of any partially entangled state of two ¢gibi Thg exactbfo;m O(I _theR qﬂeﬂcgmpl?stltmrﬂ{,_ fNLt anc_i
Wether the M-box can be replaced by a finite number of PRPNL( )) can be found in Re ]. Let us point out an im-
boxes (or more generally with a nonlocal box having a finite

portant feature of this decomposition: the non-local part,
number of possible inputs) is indeed an interesting opesquedepends on the chosen measurement settings. More precisely
tion. .

when the settings of Alice is such that < (1 — s)/c (i.e.

However, the previous model has an important drawbac .nside a sl?ce of the BIc.>ch spher.e around the equator), her
The frequency at which the non-local resources are used gcal marginal vanishes; and S|m|_larly_ for Bol:_). On the_ con-
independent of the degree of entanglement of the statehwhicrary’ _Whe_n the measurement setting I|e_s out5|de_the shiee,
does not seem very natural. On the contrary, intuition ssigge marginal IS b|_ased. When both the Se?“”gs of Alice and.Bob
that for very partially entangled states, the non-locadueses ~ 2'° found |nS|de.the gl!ce, the g:orrelauon reduces to alsimp
should almost never be used. In the next section, based on tﬁgalr?r progulc_t with t”."'?l' marglrrllalsr.] b dab
EPR2 approach of quantum correlations, we show how Ou{hT e modelis very similar to what has been presented above,

model can be improved in order to satisfy this requirement. us we only d_escrlbe Alice’s and Bob's strategies. As previ
ously, the required non-local resources are two CGMP-hoxes

an M-box and two additional PR-boxes. After establishing

5 compr £ 5 camp2 £ non-local correlations with both CGMP-boxes, Alice and Bob
perform local flips. Finally they use two additional PR-bsxe
A.?ay'/ b./—>B‘ Az‘?”z‘/ by B:
o a:\ b ‘ [b: '

Developing the previous equation, one gets

to compute the correct output. F[d. 3 is a sketch of the model.
Alice proceeds as follows. When her setting is inside the

{ R M-box - J slice @, < (1 — s)/c), she inputs according @ into both
/“ A b\ CGMP-boxes, and does not perform any local flip & 0).
_ When her setting is outside the slice, she inputs the first
__PR 3 _PR 4 =
0 b, a,/ b, CGMP-box according tol = (say, say,c — a)/(1 — ac)

and the second CGMP-box accordingio Then she biases
FIG. 2: Simulating partial entanglement with four PR-bosesl an  her output towards outcome +1 with probabilify = F(a.)
M-box. [Iﬂ]. Note thatz is again, up to one sign, the original setting
a moved back one step on the Hardy ladder.
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Bob proceeds almost similarly. When his setting is insidebox, but it turns out to be surprisingly difficult to prove the
the slice . < (1 — s)/¢), he inputs both CGMP-boxes ac- natural generalization to all partially entangled stat¥ext,

cording tob = (by, —by, —b.). When his setting is outside
the slice, he inputs the first CGMP-box accordinﬁ’tand the
second according tB = (sb,, —sby, b, —c)/(1—b.c). Then
he biases his output with probabilify = F'(b.).

Conclusion and Outlook. By dismantling the quantum
correlations of partially entangled states of two-qubitki

more elementary nonlocal but no-signaling correlations, w EPR2-type decomposition withw ., (6) = 1 — ¢

how could one prove that a decomposition is minimal? As
said, we now know that this question has two sides. Minimal-
ity of the resources, and minimality of the frequency at vahic
one has to use them. Our experience suggests that the first
aspect is an especially difficult problem. The second aspect
looks more promising: it seems natural to conjecture that an
] should

gained insight into the quantum world. Our decomposition iseXist.

likely not to be optimal in the sense that there might existeno

economical models. Still, there are already two lessons we

learn from the present decomposition. First, the less th@qu

tum state is entangled, the less frequently one needs to u?éojeCt QAP (IST-

nonlocal resources to simulate it; as intuition suggesextN

whenever one needs nonlocal resources, then these are defi

tively larger for (at least some) partially entangled stdtean
for the maximally entangled states [9]. Hence, in countimey t
resources required to simulate two-qubit states, we ldwah t
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