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Abstract

We review the recently established relationships between black hole entropy in string theory and the
quantum entanglement of qubits and qutrits in quantum information theory. The first example is provided
by the measure of the tripartite entanglement of three qubits (Alice, Bob and Charlie), known as the 3-
tangle, and the entropy of the 8-charge STU black hole of N' = 2 supergravity, both of which are given
by the [SL(2)]® invariant hyperdeterminant, a quantity first introduced by Cayley in 1845. Moreover the
classification of three-qubit entanglements is related to the classification of N = 2 supersymmetric STU
black holes. There are further relationships between the attractor mechanism and local distillation protocols
and between supersymmetry and the suppression of bit flip errors. At the microscopic level, the black holes
are described by intersecting D3-branes whose wrapping around the six compact dimensions T provides
the string-theoretic interpretation of the charges and we associate the three-qubit basis vectors, |[ABC)
(A,B,C =0 or 1), with the corresponding 8 wrapping cycles. The black hole/qubit correspondence extends
to the 56 charge N' = 8 black holes and the tripartite entanglement of seven qubits where the measure is
provided by Cartan’s E; D [SL(2)]7 invariant. The qubits are naturally described by the seven vertices
ABCDEFG of the Fano plane, which provides the multiplication table of the seven imaginary octonions,
reflecting the fact that Fr7 has a natural structure of an O-graded algebra. This in turn provides a novel
imaginary octonionic interpretation of the 56 = 7 x 8 charges of A/ = 8: the 24 = 3 x 8 NS-NS charges
correspond to the three imaginary quaternions and the 32 = 4 x 8 R-R to the four complementary imaginary
octonions. We contrast this approach with that based on Jordan algebras and the Freudenthal triple system.
N = 8 black holes (or black strings) in five dimensions are also related to the bipartite entanglement of three
qutrits (3-state systems), where the analogous measure is Cartan’s Eg D [SL(3)]? invariant. Similar analogies
exist for magic N' = 2 supergravity black holes in both four and five dimensions. Despite the ubiquity
of octonions, our analogy between black holes and quantum information theory is based on conventional
quantum mechanics but for completeness we also provide a more exotic one based on octonionic quantum
mechanics. Finally, we note some intriguing, but still mysterious, assignments of entanglements to cosets,
such as the 4-way entanglement of eight qubits to Fs/[SL(2)]®.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Owverview

It sometimes happens that two very different areas of theoretical physics share the same mathematics.
This may eventually lead to the realisation that they are, in fact, dual descriptions of the same physical
phenomena, or it may not. Either way, it frequently leads to new insights in both areas. In this Review,
the two areas in question are black hole entropy in string theory and qubit entanglement in quantum infor-
mation theory. Quantum entanglement lies at the heart of quantum information theory, with applications
to quantum computing, teleportation, cryptography and communication. In the apparently separate world
of quantum gravity, the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy [I], 2] of black holes has also occupied centre stage.
Despite their apparent differences, recent work [3, [4, [5, [6, [7] [8], 9], 10} 1], 12} 13, 14, 15, 16l 17] has demon-
strated a correspondence between the two. Although we still do not know whether there are any physical
reasons underlying these mathematical coincidences, there is now a growing dictionary, which translates a
variety of phenomena in one language to those in the other. For example:

Qubits and D = 4 black holes

1. The measure of tripartite entanglement of three qubits (Alice, Bob and Charlie), known as the
(unnormalised) 3-tangle Tapc [18], and the entropy S of the 8-charge STU black hole of super-

gravity [19] 20, [15] are related by [3]
S = 5\/TaBc (1.1)

where 74p¢ is given by the hyperdeterminant [21], a quantity first introduced by Cayley in 1845
22).
2. The classification of three-qubit entanglements is related to the classification of N' = 2 super-

symmetric STU black holes [4] shown in [Table 1| and explained in more detail in

Class Sa SB Sc Deta Black hole SUSY
A-B-C 0 0 0 0 small 1/2
A-BC 0 >0 >0 0 small 1/2
B-CA >0 0 >0 0 small 1/2
C-AB >0 >0 0 0 small 1/2
W >0 >0 >0 0 small 1/2
GHZ >0 >0 >0 <0 large 1/2
GHZ >0 >0 >0 >0 large 0

Table 1: The values of the local entropies S4,Sp, and S¢ and the hyperdeterminant Deta (defined in and
are used to partition three-qubit states into entanglement classes. The entropy/entanglement correspondence
relates these to D = 4, N = 2,STU model black holes (see . Specifically, the to absence/presence of a horizon
(small/large) and the extent of supersymmetry.

3. The attractor mechanism on the black hole side is related to optimal local distillation protocols
on the QI side. Moreover, supersymmetric and non-supersymmetric black holes correspond to the
suppression or non-suppression of bit flip errors [9].

4. There is also a quantum information theoretic interpretation of the 56 charge A" = 8 black hole in
terms of a Hilbert space consisting of seven copies of the three-qubit Hilbert space [6l [7]. It relies
on the decomposition E77) D [SL(2)]” and admits the interpretation, via the Fano plane [23],
of a tripartite entanglement of seven qubitsEI with the entanglement measure given by Cartan’s
quartic E(7) invariant.

1As explained in [section 8.8] our terminology tripartite entanglement of seven qubits differs from that used in some of the
QI literature.
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Class Sa Sg Sc Deta Black hole SUSY

A-B-C 0 0 0 0 small 1/2
A-BC 0 >0 >0 0 small 1/4
B-CA >0 0 >0 0 small 1/4
C-AB >0 >0 0 0 small 1/4
W >0 >0 >0 0 small 1/8
GHZ >0 >0 >0 <0 large 1/8
GHZ >0 >0 >0 >0 large 0

Table 2: As in entanglement measures are used to classify states, but this time concerning the tripartite entanglement
of seven qubit states. The correspondence relates these to the D = 4, ' = 8 black holes discussed in

5. The classification of tripartite entanglements of seven qubits is related to the classification of
(N = 8,D = 4) supersymmetric black holes [11] shown in and explained in more detail
in [section 871

6. Since the Fano plane provides the multiplication table of the octonions, this means that the
octonions (often written off as a lost cause in physics [24], 25]) may actually be testable in the
laboratory.

7. There are similar correspondences with the black holes of the N' = 2 magic supergravities in
D =4 [26].

8. Turning to the microscopic interpretation of black hole entropy in Type IIB string theory, one can
consider configurations of intersecting D3-branes, whose wrapping around the six compact dimen-
sions T provides the microscopic string-theoretic interpretation of the charges. The three-qubit
basis vectors |[ABC), (A, B,C =0 or 1) are associated with the corresponding 8 wrapping cycles,
where |0) corresponds to xo and |1) to ox in Performing a T-duality transformation,
one obtains a Type ITA interpretation with Ny DO-branes, N1, N2, N3 D4-branes plus effective
D2-brane charges, where |0) now corresponds to xx and |1) to oo.

9. In particular, one can relate a well-known fact of quantum information theory, that the most
general real three-qubit state can be parameterised by four real numbers and an angle, to a well-
known fact of string theory, that the most general STU black hole can be described by four
D3-branes intersecting at an angle.

Qutrits and D =5 black holes

1. The measure of the bipartite entanglement of two qutrits [26], known as the 2-tangle 745, is also
related to the entropy of the 9-charge black hole of D = 5 supergravity.

S =2my/|detaag|, (1.2)

where
TAB:27\detaAB|2. (1,3)

This corresponds to the N' = 8 black hole with just 9 of the 27 charges switched on.

2. There is also a quantum information theoretic interpretation of the full 27 charge N' =8,D =5
black hole in terms of a Hilbert space consisting of three copies of the two-qutrit Hilbert space
[8]. It relies on the decomposition Eggy D [SL(3)]* and admits the interpretation of a bipartite
entanglement of three qutritﬁﬂ with the entanglement measure given by Cartan’s cubic Eg )
invariant.

2As explained in [section 12.6] our terminology bipartite entanglement of three qutrits differs from that used in some of the
QI literature.
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3. The classification of the bipartite entanglements of three qutrits is related to the classification of

N = 8, D = 5 supersymmetric black holes [I1] shown in[Table 3| and explained in more detail in
lsection 12.9)

Class Cy TAB Black hole SUSY

A-B 0 0 small 1/2
Rank 2 Bell >0 0 small 1/4
Rank 3 Bell >0 >0 large 1/8

Table 3: The D = 5 analogue of [Table 1] and [Table 3| relates two-qutrit entanglements and their corresponding D = 5, = 8

black holes.

4.

5.

There are similar correspondences with the black holes of the N/ = 2 magic supergravities in
D =5 [20].

Turning to the microscopic interpretation of black hole entropy in M- theory, one can consider
configurations of intersecting M2-branes, whose wrapping around the six compact dimensions 7
provides the microscopic M-theoretic interpretation of the charges. The two-qutrit basis vectors
|AB), (A,B =0 or 1 or 2) are associated with the corresponding 9 wrapping cycles, where |0)
corresponds to x00, |1) to oxo and |2) to oox as in

In particular, one can relate a well-known fact of quantum information theory, that the most
general real two-qutrit state can be parameterised by three real numbers, to a well-known fact of
M- theory, that the 9-charge black hole can be described by three intersecting M2-branes.

M-theory and octonions

This is a two-way process and the qubit interpretation can also teach us new things about M-theory:

1.
2.

The role played by the theory of hyperdeterminants [27] in constructing U-duality invariants.

The remarkable fact that F7 has a natural structure of an O-graded algebra [28] [29], compatible
with its action on the minimal 56-dimensional representation, provides a new octonionic view of
M-theory compactified on T7, and hence a new quaternionic view of string theory compactified

on T6. Explicitly, as discussed in
e7 = Xy 5[(Al)€0 S ®1Si§7 |:®7,¢l Al] €i,

(1.4)
56 = @1957 [®i6l Al] €4
where
ie{l,...,7} (1.5)
are the seven points of the Fano plane,
1 € {124,235,346,457,561,672,713} (1.6)

are the seven lines, and we have attached to each line a two-dimensional vector space A;. eq is the
real octonion and e; are the imaginary ones. The same formulae hold good if we go to the dual
Fano plane by swapping the roles of points and lines. There is a quaternionic analogue of this
construction where we consider just three of the seven lines. This describes the A/ = 4 subsector.
Strings can carry two kinds of charge: NS-NS coming from right and left moving bosonic modes
and R-R coming from right and left moving fermionic modes (NS = Neveu-Schwarz and R =
Ramond). When the U-duality group E7 (7 is decomposed under the SL(2) S-duality and SO(6, 6)
T-duality
E7(7) B SL(Q) X 50(6, 6),
56 — (2,12) + (1,32),
the first term describes the A" = 4 subsector with 24 NS-NS charges and the second term describes

the 32 R-R charges. In terms of the above seven lines of the Fano plane of [Figure 12| (which describe
9
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the seven imaginary octonions), the NS-NS charges correspond to the three lines 124,561,713
(which describe the three imaginary quaternions) and the R-R to the four lines 235, 346, 457,672
(which describe the four complementary imaginary octonions).

3. Noting that 24 = 8 x 3, we show in that these NS-NS charges may be interpreted as
the 8 charges of the STU model defined over the 3 imaginary quaternions. Accordingly, the N' = 4
Cartan invariant with SL(2) x SO(6,6) symmetry, may be written as Cayley’s hyperdeterminant
defined over the imaginary quaternions, provided we adopt a suitable operator orderin

4. Noting that 56 = 8 x 7, it is tempting to employ a similar construction replacing imaginary
quaternions by imaginary octonions to describe the full 56 charges, including the 32 R-R. Here,
however, the relationship is more subtle. Since the N'= 8 Cartan invariant is just the singlet in
56 x 56 x 56 x 56, it follows from that it may indeed be expressed as a quartic combination of
octonions. However, as explained in it is not simply given by Cayley over the octonions,
at least if Cayley is defined in the usual way. Nevertheless, the two are closely relatedﬁ

5. We emphasise that this way of incorporating the octonions, inspired by the Fano plane qubit
interpretation, is completely different from the role of octonions in the description of A/ = 8 su-
pergravity using Jordan algebras and Freudenthal triple systems [30} 4 [3T] , described in
For example, in the former we are dealing with the 7 imaginary octonions, while in the latter we
are dealing with the 8 split octonions. There are other important differences. These are described
in where we provide a dictionary to go from one language to the other.

1.2. Summary of Report

The purpose of this Report is twofold. First we summarise the progress made so far in this interplay
between black hole entropy and quantum information theory and secondly we describe some new so-far
unpublished developments. Both black holes and entanglement are subjects that can be quite technical, but
our aim is to make our exposition understandable to both communities.

We begin in with some background material on supergravity, string theory and M-theory,
focussing on the issue of U-duality and black hole entropy required in subsequent sections. In particular we
identify the U-duality group of the STU model as [SL(2)]?.

serves a similar purpose for quantum information theory, introducing some elementary concepts
such as entanglement and SLOCC (Stochastic Local Operations and Classical Communication). In particular
we identify the group of invertible SLOCC transformations for three qubits as [SL(2)]?, which in fact first
suggested the link to black holes. We continue in with more on qubits, focussing especially on
three qubits and the all-important Cayley’s hyperdeterminant which provides the measure of tripartite
entanglement known as the 3-tangle. The hyperdeterminant will also determine the D = 4 black hole
entropy. performs the analogous role for the two qutrit system and the corresponding 2-tangle
that will be related to the D = 5 black hole entropy.

The black holes of the D = 4, N = 2 STU model are introduced in [section 6] and in [section 7] we make
the connection with quantum information theory, showing that the black hole entropy as a function of the 8
charges is also given by Cayley’s hyperdeterminant. One may then go further and match the classification
of N/ = 2 black holes to the classification of three-qubit entanglements. The higher-order corrections to the
black hole entropy formula also admit a QI interpretation. This section also provides yet more entries in
the dictionary by relating the attractor mechanism on the black hole side to SLOCC on the QI side and
by relating supersymmetric and non-supersymmetric solutions to suppression or non-suppression of bit flip
errors.

The generalisation from A = 2 to A/ = 8 black holes is the subject of Here we encounter
Cartan’s quartic invariant which provides the entropy of the 56-charge black hole and is invariant under

3 All this suggests that D = 10 string theory compactified on T is dual to D = 6 string theory compactified on T2 defined
over the imaginary quaternions, at least for the NS-NS sector. We hope to return to this elsewhere.

4More speculatively, all this might suggest a similarity between D = 11 M-theory compactified on T7 and D = 6 string
theory compactified on T2 defined over the imaginary octonions.
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the E7(7) U-duality. The QI interpretation is that of the tripartite entanglement of seven qubits (Alice,
Bob, Charlie, Daisy, Emma, Fred and George). The entanglement is encoded in the Fano plane which also
provides the multiplication table of the seven imaginary octonions. The seven vertices of the Fano plane
ABCDEFG describe the seven qubits, while the seven lines abede fg, each passing through three vertices,
describe the intricate tripartite entanglement.

While the Fano plane basis is tailored to describe the seven qubits, the A = 8 black hole is most elegantly
discussed within the framework of Jordan algebras and the Freudenthal triple system (FTS), which is the
subject of In fact FTS provides a unified description of both the A” = 8 black holes and the magic
N = 2 black holes of The magic supergravities correspond to Jordan algebras over the reals R,
complex C, quaternions H and octonions O and the A/ = 8 supergravity to the split octonions O%. The
N =2 STU model also fits within this scheme with the Jordan algebra being trivial.

In we provide the three descriptions of the group E7 and its quartic invariant that we will find
useful and the dictionaries that link them: Cartan-Fano, Fano-Freudenthal, and Freudenthal-Cartan.

shows how the N/ = 4 SL(2) x SO(6,6) invariant may, with a suitable choice of operator
ordering, be expressed as Cayley’s quartic hyperdeterminant over the imaginary quaternions. The N’ = 8
invariant is more subtle. Although it can be expressed as a quartic product of imaginary octonions, it not
the same as Cayley’s hyperdeterminant over the imaginary octonions.

In we turn our attention to five-dimensional black holes, which also exhibit non-trivial entropy.
In particular, we find a relation between N' = 8 black holes and the bipartite entanglement of three qutrits,
with Cartan’s cubic Fg invariant playing the dual roles of black hole entropy and qutrit entanglement
measure.

Magic supergravities in both four and five dimensions can also be incorporated into the black hole/qubit
and black hole/qutrit correspondence in a way similar to the STU model and the A/ = 8 models, as
described in However, involving as they do the Jordan algebras over R, C,H, O, they also offer
an alternative interpretation in terms of unconventional quantum mechanics defined over R, C, H, O. Indeed,
it was just such variations of standard quantum mechanics which led Jordan to propose his algebras in the
first place. We compare this new interpretation with the standard one, listing the pros and cons. The main
objection, in our view, is that while it seems to work well in five dimensions, we have been unable to get it
to work in four.

One might ask why black holes should display any kind of two-valuedness at all. We answer this question
infsection 14 by turning to the microscopic interpretation of black hole entropy in Type IIB string theory. One
can associate configurations of intersecting D3-branes, whose wrapping around the six compact dimensions
T provides the microscopic string-theoretic interpretation of the charges. The three-qubit basis vectors
|ABC), (A, B,C =0 or 1) are associated with the corresponding 8 wrapping cycles, where |0) corresponds to
xo and |1) to ox as in[Table 35 Performing a T-duality transformation, one obtains a Type IIA interpretation
with Ny DO-branes, Nj, Na, N3 D4-branes plus effective D2-brane charges, where |0) now corresponds to
xx and |1) to oo. To wrap or not to wrap; that is the qubit. Similarly, in M-theory, one can associate
configurations of intersecting M2-branes, whose wrapping around the six compact dimensions 7% provides
the microscopic M-theoretic interpretation of the charges. The two-qutrit basis vectors |AB), (4, B =0 or
1 or 2) are associated with the corresponding 9 wrapping cycles, where |0) corresponds to x00, |1) to oxo
and |2) to oox as in

Finally, in we list some unsolved problems and directions for future research.

gives a historical overview of Cayley’s original 1845 treatment of the hyperdeterminant.

In we look at superalgebras [32] for M-theory in D = 11, Type IIA theory on D = 10 and
Type IIB theory in D = 10 in order to see how the central charges give rise to the black hole charges in
D = 4 after compactification on either 77 or 7.

The SLOCC group for an n-qudit state is given by G = [SL(d, C)]™, but subspaces of the d"*-dimensional
Hilbert space may display hidden symmetries not contained in G. As we shall see, these include an E7(C)
symmetry of a 56-dimensional subspace of seven qutrits and Fg(C) symmetry of a 27-dimensional subspace of
three 7-dits. In we explore some more possibilities, involving in particular the observation that
a 224-dimensional subspace of eight qutrits, describing the 4-way entanglement of 8 qubits, may be assigned
to the coset-space Eg/[SL(2)]®. We have confined these coset constructions to the because we
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have as yet no good application of them within quantum information theory.
In [Appendix D| we discuss the PSL(2,F;), the discrete subgroup of E; which is the symmetry of the
Fano plane, and its 56-dimensional representation.

2. BLACK HOLES

2.1. Supergravity, string theory and M-theory

One of the central dilemmas of XXI century physics is that the two main pillars of XX century physics,
quantum mechanics and Einstein’s general theory of relativity, seem to be mutually incompatible. General
relativity fails to comply with the quantum rules that govern the behaviour of elementary particles, while
black holes are challenging the very foundations of quantum mechanics. Something big has to give.

Until recently, the best hope for a theory that would unite gravity with quantum mechanics and describe
all physical phenomena was based on strings: one-dimensional objects whose modes of vibration represent
the elementary particles. In 1995, however, strings were subsumed by M-theory. In the words of Edward
Witten [33, 34], M stands for magic, mystery or membrane, according to taste. New evidence in favour of
this theory continues to appear.

M-theory, like string theory, relies crucially on the idea of supersymmetry [35]. Supersymmetry requires
that for each known boson there is a fermion of equal mass. However, no such superpartners have yet been
found. The symmetry, if it exists at all, must be broken, so that the postulated particles do not have the
same mass as known ones but instead are too heavy to be seen in current accelerators. The Large Hadron
Collider at CERN Geneva, will be looking for just these particles. Theorists persist with supersymmetry
because it provides a framework within which the weak, electromagnetic and strong forces may be united
with gravity.

Conventional gravity does not place any limits on the possible dimensions of spacetime: its equations
can, in principle, be formulated in any dimension. Not so with supergravity [36, 37, B8], which places an
upper limit of 11 on the dimensions of space-time (10 of space and one of time). In 1978 Cremmer, Julia
and Scherk [39] realised that supergravity not only permits up to seven extra dimensions but is most elegant
when written in 11-dimensional form. The kind of real, four-dimensional world the theory ultimately predicts
depends on how the extra dimensions are curled up, in the way suggested by Kaluza and Klein in the 1920s
in their unified theory of gravity and electromagnetism. Seven curled dimensions could conceivably allow
the appearance of the strong and weak nuclear forces, in addition to electromagnetism, For these reasons,
many physicists began to look to supergravity in 11 dimensions for the unified theory.

In 1984, however, 11-dimensional supergravity was knocked off its pedestal by 10-dimensional superstring
theory. There were five consistent anomaly-free theories: the Eg x Eg heterotic, the SO(32) heterotic, the
S0O(32) Type I, and the Type ITA and Type IIB strings. The Type I is an open string consisting of just a
segment; the others are closed strings that form loops. The Eg x Eg seemed, at least in principle, capable of
explaining the elementary particles and forces, including their handedness. Furthermore, strings seemed to
provide a theory of gravity consistent with quantum effects without the ultraviolet divergences that plagued
general relativity.

After the initial euphoria over strings, however, doubts began to creep in. First, important questions,
especially how to confront the theory with experiment, seemed incapable of being answered by perturbative
methods. Second, why were there five different string theories? If one is looking for a unique Theory of
Everything, this seems like an embarrassment of riches. Third, if supersymmetry permits 11 dimensions,
why do superstrings stop at 107 Finally, if we are going to conceive of pointlike particles as strings, why
not as membranes or more generally as p-dimensional objects, inevitably dubbed p-branes?

Supersymmetry severely restricts the possible dimensions of a p-brane. A spacetime of 11 dimensions
permits a supermembrane and a super 5-brane, called the M2-brane and Mb-brane respectively. In 1987
it was shown [40] that if one of the 11 dimensions is a circle, one can wrap the membrane around it once,
pasting the edges together to form a tube. If the radius becomes sufficiently small, the rolled-up membrane
ends up looking like a string in 10 dimensions; it yields precisely the Type ITA superstring.
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In a landmark talk at the University of Southern California in 1995, Witten [41] drew together all this
work on strings, branes and 11 dimensions under the umbrella of M-theory in 11 dimensions, which has
11-dimensional supergravity as its low-energy limit. In particular, he pointed out that the strength of the
string coupling constant gs grows with the radius of the 11th dimension: M-theory is intrinsically non-
perturbative! Since then, thousands of papers have appeared confirming that whatever M-theory may be,
it certainly involves branes in an important way.

In 1995 Polchinski [42] realised that certain p-branes, appearing in Type ITA and Type IIB and carrying
R-R charge, admit the dual interpretation as Dirichlet branes or D-branes; surfaces on which open strings
can end. Such breakthroughs have led to a new interpretation of black holes as intersecting black-branes
wrapped around the six curled dimensions of string theory or seven of M-theory. As a result, there are
strong hints that M-theory may even clear up the paradoxes of black holes raised by Hawking, who in
1974 showed that black holes are not entirely black but may radiate energy. In that case, black holes must
possess entropy, which measures the disorder by counting for the number of quantum states available. Yet
the microscopic origin of these states stayed a mystery. The D-brane technology has enabled Strominger
and Vafa [43] to count the number of quantum states in black-branes. They find an entropy that agrees
with Hawking’s prediction, placing another feather in the cap of M-theory. Thus, branes are no longer the
ugly ducklings of string theory. They have taken centre stage as the microscopic constituents of M-theory,
as the higher-dimensional progenitors of black holes and as entire universes in their own right.

Despite all these successes, theorists are glimpsing only small corners of M-theory; the big picture is still
lacking. In trying to discover what M-theory really is, the understanding black holes will be an essential
prerequisite.

2.2. U-duality

String theory may be described as a worldsheet sigma-model with the background spacetime as its target
space [44], [45]. Different backgrounds generally correspond to different quantum string theories. But it might
happen that some of the backgrounds produce physically equivalent theories. In such a case the different
backgrounds are mapped into each other by discrete transformations coming from the symmetry groups
of string dualities. These dualities which transform one theory into the other are classified into T, S and
U-dualities where the latter one is a combination of the other two. In order to explain these transformations
we start by a brief overview on T and S-dualities.

The simplest example of T-duality is provided by superstring theory compactified on a circle. The
worldsheet theory with a circle of radius R is dual to that on a circle of radius o’/R where o is the tension
of the string. This can be generalised to toroidal compactification of string theories where the compact space
is a k-dimensional torus T*. In this case the dimensionally reduced theory is invariant under the discrete
symmetry group SO(k, k,Z) where its discreteness is due to the quantisation of the charges. This is true
not only in the low energy effective theory but also in the full interacting theory. In fact, T-duality is true
perturbatively order by order in the string coupling constant gs. The fields of the dimensionally reduced
theory transform as representations of this T-duality symmetry group. The space of scalar fields, or moduli
space, of the theory is given by the coset space

SO(k, k, R)
SO(k,R) x SO(k, R)

(2.1)

factored by the T-duality group SO(k, k,Z). See [46] for a review of T-duality. From the open string or D-
brane point of view, T-duality transforms Dirichlet boundary conditions into Neumann boundary conditions
and vice versa [42].

The other important string theory duality is the S-duality [47) 48| 49 (50l 51, 52, 53] which generalises
the electric/magnetic duality of supersymmetric Yang-Mills theories [54]. In contrast to T-duality, S-duality
acts non-perturbatively and is, strictly speaking, still a conjecture, although the evidence in its favour is now
overwhelming. It relates the theory at strong coupling to the same theory at weak coupling. One example
of this duality is provided by Type IIB string theory [55]. The S-duality group transformation is similar
to electric-magnetic duality in super Yang-Mills theory, in which the coupling g%, is mapped into 1/g%,,.
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In order to explain this duality more explicitly we consider the massless spectrum of the Type IIB theory.
This spectrum contains two scalar fields ¢ and C' which belong to NS-NS and R-R sectors, respectively. The
former one is called dilaton and the latter one axion. One can write the low energy effective action of the
Type IIB theory in terms of a complex scalar (7) defined by

T=CHie ?. (2.2)

It can be shown that the equations of motion are invariant under the symmetry group SL(2, R) under which

7 transforms as
ar +b

cr+d’

. (2.3)
where a, b, ¢ and d specify the SL(2,R) transformation and satisfy the condition ad — bc = 1. Therefore
there exists a transformation which maps 7 into —1/7. In the case of zero axion (C = 0) it maps weak
coupling into strong coupling, where e? = g, is the string coupling constant. The other massless fields which
transform as a doublet under this symmetry group are the fundamental string which carries the charge of
NS-NS 2-form B, and the D-string which has the charge of the R-R 2-form C3. Noting that the F- and
D-string bound states can be formed and their charges quantised, the correct symmetry group is the integer
subgroup SL(2,7). This is called the S-duality symmetry group of Type IIB.

Another context in which S-duality arises is in the compactification of string theory from ten to four
dimensions where an SL(2,Z) emerges as an electric-magnetic duality that transforms field equations into
Bianchi identities. It may be shown to be a consequence of six-dimensional string/string duality [56] which
in turn is a consequence of membrane/fivebare duality of eleven-dimensional M-theory [57]. For N = 2
compactifications, the combined S- and T -dualities are then given by

SL(2,Z) x SO(1,2,Z), (2.4)

where the resulting low-energy limit is (D = 4, N = 2) supergravity coupled to [ + 1 vector multiplets [58].
We shall encounter the [ = 2 case again in For N' = 4 compactifications, the combined S- and
T-dualities are given by

SL(2,7) x SO(6,m,7Z), (2.5)

where the resulting low-energy limit is (D = 4, N/ = 4) supergravity coupled to m vector multiplets [59].
We shall encounter the m = 6 case again in

A interesting phenomenon happens when one considers the strong coupling limit of Type IIA theory. In
that case DO-branes are the lightest objects in the spectrum since their mass is 79 = 1/gsa’ 1/2 " Therefore
the state of any number n of DO-branes becomes light at strong coupling and reaches a continuum. Such
a continuum limit acts as an extra dimension where the theory becomes noncompact. Therefore one can
conclude that the strong coupling limit of Type ITA theory is the 11-dimensional theory M-theory [41]. The
low energy effective action of M-theory is 11-dimensional supergravity and the non-perturbative objects in
this theory are M2-branes and their magnetic duals, the M5-branes.

The S and T-duality groups can be unified in a larger group called U-duality [55]. See also [60] for
similar conjectures. U-duality which is a non-perturbative symmetry group mixes the sigma model and
string coupling constants, o’ and gy respectively. For M-theory on R¢ x T* or string theory on R% x Tk=1,
where d + k = 11, the reduced theories are invariant under a global symmetry group called the U-duality
group. The reduced d-dimensional low energy effective action, which is the d-dimensional supergravity
theory, is invariant under a continuous symmetry group and the discrete subgroup of it, the U-duality
group, is the symmetry of the full theory.

A classification of symmetry groups of the supergravities with 32 supercharges in different dimensions
has been given in [61]. A general prescription is given for 3 < k < 8 where the global symmetry
group can be identified as the exceptional group Ej ) which is the maximally noncompact form of Ej
[62). The maximal discrete subgroups of the groups G are in fact the U-duality groups of the compactified
theories in different dimensions. Regarding the 10-dimensional Type ITA and IIB theories, SL(2,7Z) is the
S-duality group of Type IIB while SO(1,1,Z) is the symmetry group of Type ITA. Specifically for d = 3,
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4 and 5 dimensions the exceptional groups Ej;)(Z) contain the subgroup SL(2,Z) x SO(k — 1,k —1,7Z).
This can be identified as S-duality group SL(2,7Z) and T-duality group SO(k — 1,k —1,7Z) coming from the
compactification of string theory on T#1,

Using the maximal compact subgroup H of G in one can form the coset space G/H which defines
the homogeneous space to which the moduli belong. The number of the scalar fields of the compactified
theory is equal to the dimension of the coset space, dim G — dim H.

Of special interest is the compactification to four dimensions where the U-duality group is

Er7), (2.6)

the non-compact form of E; with 63 compact and 70 non-compact generators. The resulting low-energy
limit is (D = 4, N' = 8) supergravity with 28 abelian vector fields. The 28 electric and 28 magnetic black
hole charges transform as an irreducible 56 of E7(7y as shown in |Table 5  which we have taken from [63} [64].

We shall encounter these again in
For compactification to five dimensions, on the other hand, the analogue of (2.4) is

SO(1,1,Z) x SO(l - 1,1, 7Z), (2.7)

for which the resulting low-energy limit is (D = 5, N' = 2) supergravity coupled to [ vector multiplets. The

analogue of ([2.5]) is
SO(1,1,Z) x SO(m — 1,5,7), (2.8)

for which the resulting low-energy limit is (D = 5, /' = 4) supergravity coupled to m — 1 vector multiplets.

The analogue of (2.6)) is
Eg6), (2.9)

the non-compact form of Eg with 36 compact and 42 non-compact generators. The resulting low-energy
limit is (D = 5, N = 8) supergravity which has 27 abelian vector fields. This gives rise to 27 electric black
hole charges and 27 magnetic black string charges as shown in

We shall encounter all three analogues again in Note that upon dimensional reduction
from D =5 to D = 4 we recover the corresponding three four-dimensional cases which each have one more
abelian vector (the Kaluza-Klein photon). The importance of these U-duality symmetries for this Report

D scalars vectors G H
10A 1 1 SO(1,1,R) —
10B 2 0 SL(2,R) SO(2,R)
9 3 3 SL(2,R) x SO(1,1,R) SO(2,R)
8 7 6 SL(2,R) x SL(3,R) SO(2,R) x SO(3,R)
7 14 10 SL(5,R) SO(5,R)
6 25 16 SO(5,5,R) SO(5,R) x SO(5,R)
5 42 27 Eg6)(R) USP(8)
4 70 28 E7n(R) SU(8)
3 128 - Egs)(R) SO(16,R)

Table 4: The symmetry groups (G) of the low energy supergravity theories with 32 supercharges in different dimensions (D)
and their maximal compact subgroups (H).

is that the black hole entropies must be U-duality invariants [65] [66], [67, [68], and it is these invariants that
will also play the role of the new entanglement measures on the QI side. A discussion of more conventional
entanglement measures may be found in [69] [70, [71], [72] [73, [74], [75] [76, [77, (78], [79] 80 811, [82], 83, [’84].

2.8. Black hole entropy

As we have seen, the low energy limit of string theory gives rise to gravity coupled to matter fields which
include vectors and scalars. Therefore these theories typically admit black hole solutions.
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D G Form Valence

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
10A R* 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 w
10B SL(2,R) 2 1 2 3 w
2 2 3 3 4
9 SL(2,R) x R* 2 1 1 2 2
1 1 1 2 2
_ . 1 62 3y
8 SLER)xSLRR) (32 (31 (12 (31 (32 (31)
40 70
7 SL(5,R) 10 5 5 10 24 45
15 5
320
6 SO(5,5) 16 10 16 45 144 126
10
_ 1,728
5 Es(+6) 27 27 78 351 ,m\q
8,645
4 Erin) 56 133 912 mww
3,875 147,250
3 Es(i8) 248 3,875
1 248

Table 5: The representations of the U-duality group G of all the forms of maximal supergravities in any dimension. The (D — 2)-forms dual to the scalars always belong
to the adjoint representation. The scalars, parameterising the coset G/H, are not included in the table.

16



Indeed, string theory, D-branes and M-theory have provided a useful theoretical framework in which to
study the classical and quantum properties of black holes. Since the work of Bekenstein and Hawking in the
1970s we know that black holes behave like thermodynamic systems characterised by their entropy and other
thermodynamic quantities. Black hole physics provides a nice relationship between geometrical properties
of space-time and thermodynamic properties of a statistical system. This relation has been explicitly shown
by a set of laws, called the laws of black hole mechanics, in analogy with the laws of thermodynamics [85].
See The zeroth law states that the surface gravity kg of a stationary black hole is constant over

Law Thermodynamics Black Holes
If two thermodynamic systems The horizon has constant surface
Zeroth are each in thermal equilibrium gravity for a stationary black
with a third, then they are in hole.
thermal equilibrium with each
other.
First dU =TdS — pdV + pdN dM = g£dA + QdJ = @dQ
Second dsS >0 dA >0
Third It is impossible to reach absolute It is impossible to form a black

zero temperature in a physical
process.

hole with vanishing surface grav-
ity.

Table 6: The Laws of black hole mechanics and classical thermodynamics.

the event horizon. Surface gravity is a quantity which measures the strength of the gravitational field on the
event horizon. Compared to the first law of thermodynamics one can conclude that the surface gravity acts
like the temperature. In fact if one analyses black holes in quantum field theory in a curved background,
where gravity is considered classically and matter fields are treated quantum mechanically, one can see that
they emit radiation, called Hawking radiation. In comparison with the black body spectrum one finds that
the temperature of the radiation is N
RS

Ty = oy
For a stationary black hole, the first law of black hole mechanics relates the variation of the energy to the
other conserved quantities of the black hole such as angular momentum J and charge @Q. It states that

(2.10)

SM = g—SzSAerSQJrQ(SJ, (2.11)
Y3

where p is the electric potential, € is the angular velocity of rotation and A is the area of the event horizon.
This is an interesting statement because it relates the quantities measured at infinity such as mass, charge
and angular momentum to the quantities measured on the event horizon like surface gravity and the area
of the horizon. Having the temperature given by and comparing the relation with the first law
of thermodynamics suggests taking the area as the entropy of the black hole:

A

SeH

where (G4 is the four dimensional Newton constant. This is called the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy. Note
that this formula is reliable only in classical gravity and changes as one considers higher order terms in the
action. The analogy of the area and the entropy is confirmed by the second law of black hole mechanics
which states the total area of all event horizons is non-decreasing. This is a statement about non-stationary
processes in space-time such as black hole collisions.

The laws of black hole mechanics raise two important questions. The first concerns the statistical inter-
pretation of Bekenstein-Hawking entropy as the logarithm of the number of quantum states associated with
the black hole. Although we do not have a complete answer to this question yet, string theory has provided
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an answer to a special class of black holes, extremal black holes. Since they have zero Hawking temperature
they do not radiate and are stable. Some of these black holes are stable by virtue of preserving some super-
symmetry and one has control over the dynamics of microscopic configurations. In the string theory context
these microscopic configurations which represent the black hole, involve D-branes, fundamental (F-) strings
and other solitonic objects [86] [87], [42]. In the next subsection we give an overview on extremal black holes.

The second question concerns the information loss problem: the thermal nature of the radiation from
the evaporating black hole appears to involve a loss of information, in contradiction to standard quantum
mechanics. String theory provides some clues to this problem but it is still an open question which we will
not discuss here. Reviews on black holes in string theory can be found in [88], BTl [12].

2.4. Eztremal black holes

Let us consider a static, spherically symmetric four-dimensional black hole whose line element can be
written
ds? = =2 dt? 4+ 2 dr? 4 12(d6? + sin0d¢?). (2.13)

The most general static black hole solution of Einstein-Maxwell theory is given by Reissner-Nordstrom
solution which has the metric of the above form where

th(T') _ e—?k(T') -1 4+ = (214)

with @ and M the charge and the mass of the black hole. The mass of an asymptotically flat space-time is
determined by the non-relativistic motion of a test particle in the asymptotically flat region. Such a particle
sees a Newtonian gravitational potential V = —% where M is related to % deviation of the metric from
flat space-time given by g = —(1 — % + --+). Like the mass, the charge of the black hole is measured at

asymptotic region by
1

-t f 215

where S2 is a spacelike sphere at infinity and «F is the field strength dual. (The black hole can also carry
magnetic charge
1

P=—
47 52,

F, (2.16)

and we just need to replace Q2 with Q? + P? in all the formulae). The electric field strength at infinity is
Q

F, = <.
A 7'2

(2.17)

Besides the mass and the charge which are measured at infinity there are two other quantities, surface
gravity and the area, measured on the event horizon that are given by

= MQ_Qz =47 2 _ N2)2
S o E— g g ! (M + /M2 - Q%)% (2.18)

The solution ([2.13)) has two horizons determined by g, = 0 which gives

re =M+ /M2 — Q2. (2.19)

Using the above formulae one can see that the condition to have the singularity hidden behind the horizon
for the charged black holes is to have M > |@|. These black holes have smooth geometries at the horizon
and free-falling observers would not feel anything as they fall through the horizon.

For the case where we have M < |@Q|, the event horizon vanishes and the solution has a naked singularity
which is considered to be unphysical according to the cosmic censorship hypothesis.
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An interesting case is where one considers M = |Q|. For these kinds of black hole, which are called
extremal black holes, the two horizons, 1 and r_, coincide and the radius of the horizon gets fixed in terms
of the charge of the black hole, 7o = |@Q|. Similarly the area of the horizon gets simplified and reduces
to A = 47Q?, as can be seen from . Therefore the entropy which is proportional to the area is
completely determined in terms of the charges of the extremal black hole. This is an important observation
for extremal black holes resulting from the attractor mechanism. We will elaborate more on this phenomenon
in[section 7.5 It is related to the fact that, for static solutions in four dimensions, the near horizon geometry
of the extremal black holes reduces to AdSs x S? where AdS is anti-de Sitter space.

Another noteworthy observation is that the surface gravity for extremal black holes is zero, using the
relation . Therefore the temperature which is for the static solutions in four dimensions given by

FLHS
Ty = -2
H 2

(2.20)
is also zero. Since the Hawking radiation is proportional to the temperature, one can conclude that the
extremal black holes are stable.

The supergravity theories we shall consider in this Report have more than the one photon of Einstein-
Maxwell theory. The (D = 4,N' = 2) STU model has 4; the (D = 4, N' = 8) model has 28, so the black
holes will carry 8 or 56 electric and magnetic charges, respectively. Similarly, the (D = 5, /' = 8) black hole
and black string have 27 electric and 27 magnetic charges, respectively. They also involve scalar fields [89].
Consequently the extremal black holes obey generalised mass = charge conditions described in subsequent
sections. A black hole that preserves some unbroken supersymmetry (admitting one or more Killing spinors)
is said to be BPS (after Bogomol'nyi-Prasad-Sommerfield) and non-BPS otherwise. All BPS black holes are
extremal but extremal black holes can be BPS or non-BPS.
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3. QUANTUM INFORMATION THEORY

3.1. Qubits and quantum information theory

In completely separate developments, exciting things were happening in the world of quantum informa-
tion theory. Quantum entanglement is a phenomenon in which the quantum states of two or more objects
must be described with reference to each other, even though the individual objects may be spatially sepa-
rated [90] O11, ©92] 93] [94] ©5], O6]. This leads to correlations between observable physical properties of the
systems that are classically forbidden. For example, as described in it is possible to prepare
two particles in a single quantum state such that when one is observed to be spin-up, the other one will
always be observed to be spin-down and vice versa, this despite the fact that it is impossible to predict,
according to quantum mechanics, which set of measurements will be observed. As a result, measurements
performed on one system seem to be instantaneously influencing other systems entangled with it. Note,
however, that quantum entanglement does not enable the transmission of classical information faster than
the speed of light.

Quantum entanglement has applications in the emerging technologies of quantum computing and quan-
tum cryptography, and has been used to realise quantum teleportation experimentally. At the same time, it
prompts interesting discussions concerning the interpretation of quantum theory. The correlations predicted
by quantum mechanics, and observed in experiment, reject the principle of local realism, which is that infor-
mation about the state of a system should only be mediated by interactions in its immediate surroundings
and that the state of a system exists and is well-defined before any measurement.

3.2. LOCC and SLOCC

The concept of entanglement is the single most important feature distinguishing classical information
theory from quantum information theory. It has become clear to the quantum information community that,
in order to exploit quantum states for communication, computation and other such purposes, it is necessary
to develop a theory that naturally describes how entanglement works and how to harness its uses. The
principle of Local Operations and Classical Communication, or LOCC for short, has become the paradigm
by which we may achieve this goal. Heuristically, entanglement can be understood as correlations between
two or more quantum systems which cannot be of a classical origin. Thus, in order properly to understand
entanglement we must distinguish correlations of a classical nature from those of a quantum nature. The
LOCC paradigm is used to precisely characterise all possible classical correlations. Any classical correlation
may be experimentally established using LOCC. Conversely, all correlations not achievable via LOCC are
attributed to genuine quantum correlations. That is, LOCC cannot create entanglement [82]. What is more,
it has been shown, using the LOCC paradigm, that all non-separable states can perform some task which is
not possible with any separable state. This underlies the interchangeability of the terms entanglement and
non-separability [82].

LOCC essentially describes a multi-step process for transforming any input state to a different output
state while obeying certain rules. Given any multipartite state, we may split it up into its relevant parts
and send each of them to different labs around the world. We allow the respective scientists to perform any
experiment they see fit; they may then communicate these results to each other classically (using email or
phone or carrier pigeon). Furthermore, for the most general LOCC, we allow them to do this as many times
as they like.

Using the aforementioned protocol one may create only separable states and hence it must be impossible
for any entanglement to be generated since entangled states are non-separable. Therefore, we may demand
that any would-be function for measuring entanglement must be a monotonically decreasing function of
any LOCC transformation. Any function fulfilling this and a couple other criteria will be deemed an
entanglement monotone. We will shortly arrive at a mathematical description of what this means, but first
we must discuss LOCC.

In order to understand the mathematical formulation of LOCC transformations, we should briefly cover
Positive Operator Valued Measures (POVMSs). The field of POVMs is rather large and technical see for
example [97] [98] 9], for now we will content ourselves with a basic functional introduction. The following
introduction leans heavily on Nielsen and Chuang [97].
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POVMs are a generalisation of what is called projective measurement. Projective measurements are
the usual quantum measuring operators that square to one and form an orthonormal basis. They have the
following form

Py = W) (0] (3.1)
with the following familiar properties
PZT = P Hermiticity, (3.2a)
P,P; =0;;P Orthogonality, (3.2b)
(B|Pj®) = p; >0  Positivity, (3.2¢)
P =1 Completeness. (3.2d)

According to the Copenhagen Interpretation, any state |®) can expanded in the measurement basis

@) = Zai|‘1’i>» a; € C, (3.3)

and a measurement will result in the collapse of the state |®) to one of the eigenvectors |V¥;), with a
probability given by aja;. This much is known already. The problem is that this language is not ideally
suited for real life quantum experiments nor does it adequately describe the space of possible quantum
operators. For this we use density matrices and POV Ms.

One way to obtain POVMs is to relax the orthogonality condition to allow a set of operators
E; that are positive and complete (the Hermiticity condition is implied as this is always true for positive
operators). In this formalism, we may take any set of matrices that are positive and complete, {E;}; these
will then form set of POVM elements E;, for which the measurement operators, M;, will be defined as

Mi = \/E, (34)

where the square root of a matrix is defined as the positive square root of the eigenvalues in the basis in
which the matrix is diagonal. Hence we have ), MJ M; =), E; = I and the probability that the state [¥)
will go to the state M;|W) is given by p; = (¥|M; M;|0)

We will shortly further generalise POVMs to quantum operators, which will form the basis of our
discussion of LOCC, but before we do that, we must briefly discuss the density matrix. The density matrix
is essentially a reformulation of the usual state vector formulation but it has the added bonus that it
deals with any quantum state that contains mixtures of classical and quantum correlations in a completely
consistent way. For example, if we know that the output from a certain source is likely to be a certain
ensemble of states |¥;) with probabilities p;, then the density matrix p is defined to be

p= Zpi\‘l’z‘><‘1’i|- (3.5)

Instead of dealing with a vector |¥;) and keeping track of various p; associated with which state the system
might be in, we now deal with a matrix p that takes care of all of that.

When we know the exact state of the system, then all but one of the p;’s will be zero and the density
matrix reduces to p = |¥)(¥|. This allows us to distinguish two types of density matrices, those which are
pure like the one in the previous sentence and can be expressed in a form such that p = |¥)(¥| and those
that are mized which can only be expressed in the form , as an ensemble average of density matrices.

Let us now consider how the density matrix transforms under a general POVM. The probability of
getting the result associated with measurement operator M, from initial state |1;) is given by

p(mli) = <¢i‘M:§sz|wi>
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But p(m) = 3_; p(m|i)pi so
= ZP (mli) p
=t (MJ Mo [163) (W) i (3.7)
= t; (M}, Myp) .

Now, under the action of POVM elements M,,, on the state |);), we have

[Pi) — |9i") = .
(3| M Mo 1)

(3.8)

To see how the density matrix transforms, let us consider p,, associated with result m from an ensemble of
states |1["), which will then have probabilities p(i|m)

P = Zp(ilm)lwﬁ(w?l

a M
Zp MM )

(3.9)

where we substituted [¢7") from (3.8). Now, from probability theory, we know p(i|m) = p(m,)/p(m) =
p(mli)p;/p(m), which on substituting in (3.9)), gives us

_ Mo |ti) (4| M,
= 2 M)
My, pMj,
tr (M,LMmp) .

(3.10)

We now prove that the necessary and sufficient conditions for a matrix to be a density operator are that
its trace is 1 and that it is positive. Let us suppose that p = 3. p;|1;)(;], then

trp = sztr i) i) sz—l (3.11)

and for an arbitrary state |¢) we have
(dlplg) = sz (Dli) (i9)
S el (3.12)

> 0.

Conversely, suppose that p is positive and has trace 1, then it must have a spectral decomposition
p= S Ml (3.13)
i

where the \; are real, positive eigenvalues of p, and from the trace condition we have ) . \; = 1 which
implies p describes the ensemble {\;, |i)}.
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We may now extend our earlier analysis of POVMs to quantum operators. Considering quantum states
as positive matrices with trace 1, we may now define any valid quantum process as a map

p— E(p) (3.14)

from the domain to the codomain of valid density operators. We include those functions that enlarge or
reduce the Hilbert space, either by locally appending ancilla, the new larger joint system being allowed to
evolve unitarily, or by tracing out local subsystems. These superoperators must obey three axioms:

1. tr&(p) is the probability that the transformation p — £(p) occurs.
2. &(p) is a linear convex map on the set of density operators, that is,

EQZipipi) =22 pi€ (pi) - (3.15)

This is necessary so that £(p) makes sense as a density matrix in its own right.
3. &(p) is a completely positive map. Requiring only positivity allows one to construct maps that are
positive on a subsystem but not on the complete Hilbert space; complete positivity cures that problem.

Using these three axioms, it is not too hard to show that
£(p) = EipE], (3.16)

for some set F; of operators that map the input Hilbert space to the output Hilbert space and obey
Do E;r E; < 1. These £ are called Completely Positive maps (CP maps), and if they satisfy the stronger

condition , E: E; =1 then they are called Completely Positive Trace Preserving maps (CPTP maps) and
are like the POVMs. We are now in a position to describe LOCC.

As explained earlier, LOCC is the name of a class of protocols that act on any multi-party quantum
state that is split between a number of parties (say Alice in France, Bob in the States, and Charlie on the
moon, etc...). Alice, Bob and Charlie are allowed to perform any local quantum operation they want (LO)
and communicate the results back to the others (CC) for further experimentation. It is deemed self evident
that one cannot introduce non-local quantum correlations using this process, and hence that entanglement
can never be created by this process.

For now we will assume that any LOCC process is deterministic but not necessarily reversible (i.e. we
may consider maps that enlarge/reduce the Hilbert space, including measurements, but only if they do so
with certainty). This requires us to consider only CPTP maps €. The classification of LOCC protocols may
be found in [84] [100].

Equipped with a mathematically precise prescription for LOCC (it ought to be noted that this is still, to
some extent, an open question) we may begin to address the issues of using and quantifying entanglement.
Generally, in quantum information theory, we are interested in how we can usefully convert n copies of a
state |¢) into m maximally entangled states, and the protocol for doing so will be a LOCC protocol. In
the limit in which n — oo it is possible to use these protocols to get bounds on asymptotic entanglement
measures such as the entanglement of formation and the entanglement of dissolution [72] [82].

For these protocols one would generally use irreversible LOCC, meaning that the protocol will always
succeed, but it is impossible return the final states to the initial states. This is fine if we have n copies of a
state, but if we only have one copy, we do not have this ‘asymptotic freedom’. If we only have one copy of
the state we are going to be interested in classifying it under reversible LOCC, so that we may equate any
state with any other state that can be reached by a reversible LOCC protocol.

3.3. LOCC and SLOCC equivalence

As emphasised LOCC cannot create entanglement. Consequently, from a quantum information theoretic
perspective, any two states which may be interrelated using LOCC ought to be physically equivalent with
respect to their entanglement properties. This motivates the concept of LOCC equivalence, introduced in
[72]. Two states lie in the same LOCC equivalence class if and only if they may be transformed into one
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another using LOCC operations. Since LOCC cannot create entanglement any two LOCC equivalent states
necessarily have the same entanglement. The set of LOCC transformations relating equivalent states forms
a group. It may be thought of as a gauge group with respect to entanglement in the sense that it mods out
the physically redundant information. It was shown in [72] that two states of a composite system are LOCC
equivalent if and only if they may be transformed into one another using the group of local unitaries (LU),
unitary transformations which factorise into separate transformations on the component parts. In the case
of n qudits, the LU group (up to a phase) is given by [SU(d)]". The LU orbits partition the Hilbert space
into equivalence classes. For a n-qudit system the space of orbits is given by [101], [76]:

[ce)

T < BU@T (3.17)

However, for single copies of pure states this classification is both mathematically and physically too
restrictive. Under LU two states of even the simplest bipartite systems will not, in general, be related
[102]. Continuous parameters are required to describe the space of entanglement classes [101], [76) [T03], [77].
In this sense the LU classification is too severe [102], obscuring some of the more qualitative features
of entanglement. An alternative classification scheme was proposed in [72, [02]. Rather than declare
equivalence when states are deterministically related to each other by LOCC, we require only that they may
be transformed into one another with some non-zero probability of success.

This coarse graining goes by the name of Stochastic LOCC or SLOCC for short. Stochastic LOCC
includes, in addition to LOCC, those quantum operations that are not trace-preserving, i.e. we have
tr(E(p)) < 1, so that we no longer require that the protocol always succeeds with certainty. It is proved
in [102] that for n qudits, the SLOCC equivalence group is (up to an overall complex factor) [SL(d, C)]".
Essentially, we may identify two states if there is a non-zero probability that one can be converted into the
other and vice-versa, which means we get [SL(d, C)]™ orbits rather than the [SU(d)]"™ kind of LOCC. This
generalisation may be physically motivated by the fact that any set of SLOCC equivalent entangled states
may be used to perform the very same non-classical, entanglement dependent, operations, only with varying
likelihoods of success. For a n-qudit state the space of SLOCC equivalence classes is given by [102]:

[c9]

5L, O 19
For n-qubit systems we have ,
("

[LC. O (319

and, in this case, the lower bound on the number of continuous variables needed to parameterise the space
of orbits is 2(2™ — 1) — 6n. Note, for three qubits the space of orbits is finite and discrete (see[Table 1)) giving
the concise classification of entanglement classes of [102].

3.4. Entanglement monotones
In general, for some function to be an entanglement monotone, we require three axioms:

1. E(p) = 0 if p is separable. This fixes the bottom end of the scale and ensures that states that are
separable have no entanglement

2. E(pap) =FE ((UA Q@ Up)pa(Ua ® UB)T) which means that states that are related under LU transfor-
mations have the same entanglement.

3. E(pap) > E (E(pap)) where € is a CPTP map. This is perhaps the most important axiom and ensures
that our intuitive definition of entanglement, as something non-local that cannot be created by LOCC,
is correct.

Depending on which source you read [98] [82] [84], it is possible to add a few more axioms, whose essential
point is to guarantee that all pure bipartite measure of entanglement reduce to the Von Neumann entropy
function, i.e.

E ([¢)45) = S(p) = — tr(plog, p). (3.20)
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For our purposes, we need not concern ourselves with these technicalities. See also [104] 105, 106, [107].

Since SLOCC is a coarse graining of LOCC, proving that something is a monotone under SLOCC
operators, is a stronger condition than axiom 3 above (and in most cases simplifies the task of establishing
monotonicity). In fact, this is equivalent to saying that

E(p) > piE(pi) (3.21)

under any CP map & such that p — >, p;p; (which, historically, was the original monotone axiom 3 in
the quantum information literature [84]). This is the approach taken by [102] when verifying that Cayley’s
hyperdeterminant is a genuine entanglement monotone (as we will show in [section 4.3.5|).
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4. QUBITS

4.1. One qubit: SL(2)a

Entanglement may be thought of as a quantum information resource in the same sense as entropy or
energy are classical resources [97]. However, its properties profoundly differ from the properties of those
familiar concepts. We have, at best, an incomplete description. In order fully to understand entanglement
we would like to be able to describe precisely its creation and transformation, to classify the distinct types
of entanglement, to quantitatively measure it, to utilise it as a resource and to illustrate, precisely, how it
differs from classical resources at a fundamental level.

We will touch upon each of these topics at some stage of our qubit-black hole discussion suggesting,
already, that it is both a substantial and a profitable line of thought. However, before we do so we must
introduce the basic quantum information theoretic concepts.

A quantum bit, or qubit, is the smallest unit of quantum information. It refers to the state of a 2-level
quantum system, such as the spin-up/spin-down states of an electron. The two basis states are labelled |0)
and |1). The one qubit system (Alice) is described by the state

(W) = aalA), (4.1)
where A = 0,1, so
W) = aol0) + ax|1), (4.2)

and the Hilbert space has dimension 2. As described in the SLOCC group for a single qubit is
SL(2) 4, under which a4 transforms as a 2:

(@)= @) 43

where ad — be = 1.
The density matrix p, defined by

o= 0w, (4.4)
or
PAL A, = A, Ay, (4.5)
obeys
trp = (U| ). (4.6)

4.2. Two qubits: SL(2)4 X SL(2)p
4.2.1. States
The two qubit system (Alice and Bob) is described by the state

W) = aap|AB), (4.7)
where A =0,1, so
‘\I/> = a00|00> + CLOl|01> + a10|10> + a11|11> (48)

and the Hilbert space has dimension 2% = 4. a4p transforms as a (2,2) under the SLOCC group SL(2)4 x
SL(2)p.
The determinant of the 2 x 2 matrix a4p is given by

1 AjAs
3¢ 9

= agoG11 — Ag1010 (4.9)

= Qoa3 — aiaz,
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where we have made the binary conversion 0, 1, 2,3 for 00,01,10,11. Note that

6143144 ng B4 a*

2 _ 1_AjAs_B1B> ‘
|detal|” = ;¢ € QA B, 0As B, A3B3 VA4 B,

Using the identity
EA1A2EA3A4 _ 5141/'335142144 _ (51411445142Aa7

we have

2 1/5A1A3 A A, A1 Ay §A2 A3\ B B2 B3 By % *
|detal® = 3(d ) -4 0 )e A, By QA,BoE @4, B,0n, B,

_ 1 Ble 3334
= 4€ € (

%EBI Bay €B3 By

PB1B3PByBy — pBlB4pB2BS)

PB1B3PB2By
=det pp =detpa,

where we have defined the reduced density matrices

pa = Trp|V)(V],
o = Tea|0) (0],

or

(pa)asa, = 6712aa,p,a%,, = (pa) asa,,

(pB)BB, = 61104, 8,0, 5, = (0B) BB, -

Explicitly,
pa = laol? + |a1|*  aoa + araj
azal + azal lag|? + |az|? )’
op = |aol® + laz|?*  aoaj + asaj
aral + azal  |ail? + |asl? )’
and
det pa = det pp = \ao\2|a3|2 + |al|2|aQ|2 — (apajagal + ajajazag).
Alternatively
|de‘30‘|2 = i((SAlAS(SAzAAL - 6A1A45A2A3)5BIB2aAlBlaA2BQ€BgB4a*Angaf44B4
= j(ohAegae — g (6.4) 4,0y (04) Ay,

where

A A1 Ay — a’AlBlaAsz = —\04 AxAq>

(0a) PP (0a)

0B B1By — £ aAlBlaAgBQ = —\O0B BB -

(oB) Arda (oB)

4.2.2. Entanglement classification

(4.10)

(4.11)

(4.12)

(4.13)

(4.14)

(4.15)

(4.16)

(4.17)

(4.18)

For bipartite pure states, |1)) = aap|AB), where A =10,...m and B =0, .. TLEI, one can always answer
the question of whether a state is entangled or not. Such a state is separable if and only if a 4p is rank one.
The SLOCC classification is particularly simple in this case. The set of local unitaries is contained in

SLOCC and consequently, using the Schmidt decomposition, any state |1)) can be written as

) =Y Vailii), a; >0,
=1

5Without loss of generality we take n < m.
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ny < n, where n is the dimension of the smaller of the two sub-systems. The Schmidt number n,; is given
by the rank of either one of the reduced density matrices . Since their rank cannot be changed using
SL(m,C) x SL(n,C) there are n entanglement classes under SLOCC [102]. A state of a given rank may
be transformed into any state of a lower rank with some non-zero probability using non-invertible SLOCC
operations. No SLOCC operation can increase the rank of a reduced density matrix. Hence, the SLOCC
classification is stratified: the higher the rank the stronger the entanglement [102].

For a two-qubit system there are then only two SLOCC classes: entangled and separable corresponding
to rank 2 or rank 1 reduced density matrices, respectively. The bipartite entanglement is measured by the
concurrence [69)]

Cap = 2y/det ps = 2+/det pp = 2 | det al, (4.20)
or the 2-tangle

Tap = Cip = 4(|ag*|as|* + |a1[*|az|? — (apalaza} + aiajasal)). (4.21)
Recall that the eigenvalues of a 2 x 2 matrix obey the characteristic equation
detp —tr pA+ A2 =0. (4.22)

Hence the eigenvalues of p4 are

Ao = 3ltrp++/(tr p)2 — 4 det p], (4.23a)

and
A1 = $[trp—+/(trp)2 — 4 det p], (4.23b)
obeying
)\0 + )\1 = tr p,
Ao = det p. (4.23¢)

so for an entangled state, with non-zero concurrence, p4 has rank 2 but only rank 1 for a product state as
required by the SLOCC classification. Note that the 2-tangle may also be written

Tap = 2[(trp)? — tr p?]. (4.24)
4.2.8. Bell states
An example of a separable state is
[¥) = Z5(]100) +|01)), (4.25)

since when Alice measures 0, Bob can measure either 0 or 1 with equal probability. Here
Tap =0. (4.26)

An example of an entangled state is the Bell state:

@) = —5(100) + [11)), (4.27)
for which
Tap = 1, (4.28)

since if Alice measures 0, Bob must also measure 0 and if Alice measures 1, Bob must also measure 1. This
is the origin of the famous EPR “paradox”, since Alice may be in South Kensington and Bob on Alpha
Centauri, yet their measurements are correlated.

For normalised states,

(W) =1 (4.29a)
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implies

laol® + |as|* + |az]* + Jas|* = 1, (4.29D)
or
jaol = £(1 - a®)"/2, (4.29¢)
where
a® = |ay]? + |azf® + |as|*. (4.29d)

One can verify that the 2-tangle is maximised (and equal to unity) when

— — 1
R A (4.30a)
a1 = ag = O,
and when
1
a; = a2 = -5,
V2 (4.30Db)
apg = ag = 0.

These states are obviously entangled since if Alice measures 0 or 1 then Bob must measure 0 or 1, respectively,
in the first case and 1 or 0, respectively, in the second.

4.8. Three qubits: SL(2)a x SL(2)p x SL(2)c
4.8.1. States
The three qubit system (Alice, Bob, Charlie) is described by the state

|¥) = aapc|ABC), (4.31)
where A = 0,1, so
|\I/> = a()o()|000> + ao(]1|00].> + CLOl()‘010> + (l()11|0].1>

(4.32)
-+ a100|100> -+ a101|101> + a110\110> + a111|111>,

and the Hilbert space has dimension 23 = 8. aapc transforms as a (2,2,2) under the SLOCC group
SL(2)A X SL(Z)B X SL(Q)C

4.8.2. Cayley’s hyperdeterminant

The 3-index quantity a4pc is an example of what Cayley termed a hypermatriz. Its elements may be
represented by the cube shown in In 1845 he generalised the determinant of a 2 x 2 matrix to the
hyperdeterminant of a 2 x 2 x 2 hypermatrix aapc [22]

Deta := _% €A1A2531B2EA3A45333450104€C203

(4.33&)
X GA1B1C1 QA3 ByC2 QA3 B3C3 A, B4Cy

= agooain + apo1ai10 + 5100701 + @100
— 2(ap00@001a1100111 + A000@0100101Q111
+ @po0a100@011@111 + Q001G0104101A110 (4.33b)
+ @001@10000110110 + G01001000011G101)
+ 4 (ag00a011@1010110 + G001@01001000111)
= a%a% + a%a% + a%ag + agai
— 2(aparagar + apasasar + agagaszay
(4.33¢)
+ a1a2a5a6 + aazasas + azazasas)

+ 4 (a0a3a5a6 =+ a1a2a4a7),

29



Figure 1: The 3-index quantity aapc is an example of a hypermatrix, here depicted as a cube. In 1845 Cayley generalised
the determinant of a 2 X 2 matrix to the hyperdeterminant of a 2 x 2 x 2 hypermatrix. The hyperdeterminant may also be
assembled from the 2 X 2 matrices formed by partitioning the hypermatrix cube across its planes of symmetry as shown in

Eection T0.31
Binary Decimal
ABC CAB BCA ABC CAB BCA
000 000 000 0 0 0
001 100 010 1 4 2
010 001 100 2 1 4
011 101 110 3 5 6
100 010 001 4 2 1
101 110 011 5 6 3
110 011 101 6 3 5
111 111 111 7 7 7

Table 7: Three cyclic permutations of the binary notation. The hyperdeterminant, (4.33a)), is invariant under this triality.

where we have made the binary conversion 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 for 000, 001, 010, 011, 100, 101, 110,
111. (The cyclic permutations are 0, 4, 1, 5, 2, 6, 3, 7 and 0, 2, 4, 6, 1, 3, 5, 7. See [Table 7]) The
hyperdeterminant, which we denote by Det with a capital D, is also expressed diagrammatically in
The hyperdeterminant vanishes iff the following system of equations in six unknowns u?,v?,w® has a

nontrivial solution, not allowing any of the pairs to be both zero:
aspcutv? = 0,
aapcutw® =0, (4.34)
aa BCUB w® = 0.
For our purposes, the important properties of the hyperdeterminant are that it is a quartic invariant under
[SL(2)]? and under a triality that interchanges A, B and C. These properties are valid whether the aspc

are complex, real or integer. For more on three qubit entanglement see [27, [108), 109} 110l 11T, [1T2].
One way to understand this triality is to think of having three different metrics (Alice, Bob and Charlie)

v (@)a,a, = PP

AA1B1C10A3B>Co s
2 C1Cy A1 A
v(@a)B,B, =€ 172204, B, 0 A, By Co s (4.35)
3 A1As_BiB
v (a)e,o, = 71277204, B, 0 A, ByCy-
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det(a)

1/2

Figure 2: A diagrammatic comparison of the hyperdeterminant against the ordinary determinant. The encircled letters denote
tensors and the lines are index contractions. The similarities are manifest as the building blocks are virtually identical, the
principle difference being the extra indices on the a’s. The hyperdeterminant is simply the determinant of the determinant-like
object . (The third indices on the a’s are the free indices of the 7’s).

Explicitly,
+(a) = 2(agas — aiaz)
apa7 — a10g + agas — asao
2(q) = 2(agas — agay)
v apa7 — a4a3 + 205 — Qg1
3(a) _ 2(&0@6 — a2a4)
7 apa7 — A205 + @106 — A3G4

All are equivalent, however, since

dety!(a) = dety?(a) = dety*(a) = — Deta
If we make the identifications
ag = %(P?—P? alz—é(Qo-FQz)
az = ?(PI—PS) asz—?(Q?A-Qﬁ
ay = ?(P + P?) as = —5(@s— Q1)
a6=—%(PO+P2) ar = %(Qo—Qz),
or inversely,
PO= —5(ao — ae) Qo= (a7 —a1)
P;: %(MJHIQ) Q1:*$(05+a3)
sz—?(ao—ka@-) ng—?(w—kal)
PP = —5(as —ap) Q= (a5 —as),
then
2(—agag + azas) = P* = PY% 4 pt? p?’
2(—arar +azas) = Q2 = Qo° + Q1 — Q5°
apar — azas + arag —azay = P-Q = P°Qy + P'Qy + P?Qz + P3Qs,
and
3 -P2 P.Q
T (P Q —QQ) |
Hence

apar — a106 + A403 — A5Q2

2(aqa7 — asag)

apga7 — a4a3 + asas — Aga1

2(&2@7 — a6a3)

agay — o205 + a1ag — A304

2((110,7 — a3a5)

Deta = —P2Q* + (P - Q)%
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(4.36)

(4.37)

(4.38)

(4.39)

(4.40)

(4.41)

(4.42)



In two component spinor notation

pan_ 1 (PO—P* PP
VE\ptypr —po_p2)

QAB_1(—Q0—Q2 _QI_Q3>
V2\-Q1+0Q3  Qo—Q2)’

PAB
aGABC = (QAB) 3

B = gAiA2 BB Pa,p,Payp, Pa,p,Qasn,
Qa,B,PasB, Qa,B,Q4,sB,

we have

and

This is manifestly invariant under SO(2,2) 4 and transforms as a 3 under SL(2)c.

4.83.8. 2-tangles and 3-tangles
It is useful to define the reduced density matrices

pa = Trpc|¥) (¥,
pB = Troa|¥) (¥,
pc = Trap|¥)(¥],

so
(PA)A1A2 = 5BlB25ClCQaAlBlcla';k423202 = (pA)jzlela
(pB)BlBQ = 501025A1A2@A13101aj4232€2 = (pB)*B2B17
(pC)C102 = 5A1A263132@A13101af42B2C2 = (PC)*0201~
Explicitly,
oA = lao|® + [a1[? + |az]* + |as|*  aoa} + arak + azag + azay
asal + asal + agaly + arzal  |asl® + |as|? + |as)® + |az|? )’
op = lao|? + |aa|® + |a1|? + |as|*  aoal + asal + aral + asa’
azal + agal + azal + arai |as|? + |agl® + |as)? + |az|? )’
oo = laol? + [az]® + [aal® + [as]*  aoaj + azaj + asaz + agay
aray + azal + asal + aral  |a1]? + |as|® + |as)? + |az|?)

(4.43)

(4.44)

(4.45)

(4.46)

(4.47)

(4.48)

The 2-tangles between Alice and the Bob-Charlie system, Bob and the Charlie-Alice system and Charlie

and the Alice-Bob system are given by [I§]

TA(BC) = 4detpA,
TB(ca) = 4det pp,
Toap) = 4det pc,
and are also known as local entropies, denoted S4, Sp, and S¢. Explicitly,
Taoy = Hlaollar’ + [ai*las* + |ao|*|as|* + |as|*|as]® + |ao|*|as|* + |ao|*|as|®
+ la1Plaal® + [a1]?[az]?* + |az[*|aal® + [az]?[az|?* + |as[*|as|* + |as]*|ac|?
—2R(apajasal + apajasal + agajaral + aratagas + arataral + asafaral)],
tacay = 4aol’laz® + |asPlas|* + |ai[*lac|* + |as|*[az|* + |aol*|as|* + |ao|*|as|?
+ |aaPlaz|® + [aal?laz]* + |a1*|azf® + [a1]?[az|? + |as|*|as|* + |as|*|as]?
—2R(apasaga; + apasazal + agalaral + ayatagal + arataral + asafaral)l,
tean) = 4Aaol’lar]® + |az*las|® + |aal*|as|* + [as|*|ar|* + |ao|*|as]* + |ao|*|as|?
+ laz|?fa1]?® + laz|?la7|* + [aa|*|ar|* + |aal?|az|* + |as[*|as]* + |ag|*|as]?

—2R(apaiasal + apajasal + aoafagaég + agalasal + azalarad + asataraf)).

(4.49)

(4.50)



TAB Tac
TABC
TBC

Figure 3: A schematic of four of the entanglement measures of a three-qubit system: the 2-tangles, 74p,7ac, and TB¢c and the
3-tangle, Tapc. The 2-tangles give the bipartite entanglements between pairs, while the 3-tangle is a measure of the genuine
three-way entanglement.

The 2-tangles between Alice and Bob, Bob and Charlie and Charlie and Alice within the ABC system are
given by [18]

Tap = Cip = 3 (=Tc(ap) + Taso) + Te(CA) — TABC) 5
TBC = C%C = % (*TA(BC) + TB(CA) + TC(AB) — 7_ABC) ) (4'51)
Tca =Cé, =1 (—Tn(ca) + To(aB) + TA(BC) — TABC) »

where Cap,Cc and Cc 4 are the corresponding concurrences, see Thus

TAB + TBC + Tca = & (Ta(o) + TB(CA) + To(AB) — 3TABC) » (4.52)
and
TABC = TA(BC) — TAB — TCA;
TABC = TB(CA) — TBC — TAB; (4.53)
TABC = TC(AB) — TCA — TBC,
where T4p¢ is the 3-tangle [21] [113]
Tapc = 4| Detal. (4.54)
Explicitly, for Deta > 0,

Tap = 4(aoag — asas + ajar — asaz)?,
TBC = 4(apas — azay + asar — agas)?, (4.55)

2
Toa = 4(apas — ajaq + asar — asag)”.

It is also useful to define

— §B1B2.C1C

(04) 4,4, A, B C10AByCy, = —(04) Ay4,, (4.56)

similarly (05)B, B, and (o¢)c,c,. Explicitly,

oA — 0 —asay + agas — asag + aqaz

4 a2a1 — apas + a5ae — A4Q7 0 ’
o — 0 —a1a4 + agas — agasz + asay

B ai1a4 — agas + agas — A2a7 0 ’
o — 0 —ayas + agag — asas + ajar

¢ a4a9 — agGg + azas — a1ay 0 ’

Then using the identity
gArAzgAsAs _ §A1AsGA2 AL §A1AsgAsAs (4.57)
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we have, restricting to real aapc,
Deta = _%(5141143 5A2A4 _ 5A1A45A2A3)(53133 5BQB4 . 631345BQB3)

C1C4 _C3C
X €7V A, B C1 A By Co QA3 B3C3 @A, ByCa

= 2((pc)crca (PC) o€ F4eP?D — (04) 4,4, (04) 4y4,0 11436424 (4.58)

— (0B)B,B.(0B) BB, 071 P2 672P1)

— det(pe) + § tr(oa)? + & tr(on)?
or equivalently
Det a = det(pc) — det(op) — det(oa). (4.59)
Hence
TAB = 4det(oc),
T = 4det(c4), (4.60)
Toa = 4det(op).

4.3.4. Entanglement classification

Recall, two states of a composite quantum system are regarded as equivalent if they are related by a
unitary transformation which factorises into separate transformations on the component parts, so-called local
unitaries. See and [75] [72] [77] [7T], 114} [78] for more details. The Hilbert space decomposes into
equivalence classes, or orbits under the action of the group of local unitaries. For unnormalised three-qubit
states, the number of parameters [101] needed to describe inequivalent states or, what amounts to the same
thing, the number of algebraically independent invariants [103] is given by the dimension of the space of
orbits

C? x C? x ?

U(1) x SU(2) x SU(2) x SU(2)’
namely 16 — 10 = 6. For subsequent comparison with the STU black hole, however, we restrict our attention
to states with real coefficients a 4pc. In this case, one can show that there are five algebraically independent
invariants: Deta, S4, Sp, Sc and the norm (¥|¥), corresponding to the dimension of

(4.61)

R2 x R? x R?
S0(2) x S0(2) x SO(2)’

(4.62)

namely 8 — 3 = 5. Hence, the most general real three-qubit state can be described by just five parameters
[115], conveniently taken as four real numbers Ny, N1, No, N3 and an angle 6:
|T) = —N3cos? 0|001) — No|010) 4 N3 sin 6 cos 0|011)

) o (4.63)
— N1|100) — N3 sin @ cos 0|101) + (No + N3 sin® 0)|111).

Further, under the coarser SLOCC classification, Diir et al. [I02] used simple arguments concerning the
conservation of ranks of reduced density matrices to show that there are only six three-qubit equivalence
classes; only two of which show genuine tripartite entanglement, see These are:

Class A-B-C, product states represent completely separable states like

|Ya-B-c) = No[111), (4.64)
for which all 2-tangles and 3-tangles vanish.

Classes A-BC, AB-C and C-AB, bipartite entanglement. These states have only bipartite entangle-
ment between two of the qubits and zero entanglement with the third, for the class A-BC' a represen-
tative is

[Ya-Bc) = No|111) — N1|100), (4.65)

and they have their respective Tgc # 0 but T4pc =0
34



Class W, tripartite entanglement. The canonical state is
|[W) = —N;|100) — N5|010) — N3|001), (4.66)

for which all 2-tangles do not vanish but the 3-tangle is still zero. These do not violate Bell’s inequalities
but are resilient to information loss: tracing out one qubit leaves a maximally entangled bipartite state.

Class GHZ (Greenberger-Horne-Zeilinger [116, [117]) the other genuine tripartite entangled state,
for which the canonical example is

|GHZ) = Ny|111) — N;|100) — N5|010) — N3/001), (4.67)

which has non-zero 2-tangles and non-zero 74pc. These states are the ones that maximally violate
Bell’s inequalities; they are, however, fragile, as tracing out one qubit leaves you with a mixed bipartite
state.

Using parametrisation (4.63)), representatives from each SLOCC class can be found in [Table 8
The state (4.63)) is obtained from the canonical form for real states [118],

W) = ao|000) + a4|100) + as|101) + ag|110) + a7|111) (4.68)

by applying two different SO(2) transformations on the second and third bits, 14 ® Ts ® T where

_ sinf; cosb; _ sinfy cosfy
Ts = ( cos 0, sin@l) » To= ( cos 0o sin92) ' (4.69)

Applying this to (4.68]) and setting it equal to (4.63]), we obtain the following two solutions

sc
Ny = CZZ ! ( — 4aqag cos 0y — 4asar cos Oy + ag sin(26; — 6)
4
+ a2 sin(20; — 03) 4 a2 sin(260; + 0) + a2 sin(26; + 92)),
N1 = —ay cos 1 cos s — as cos 05 sin 01
+ (a0a5 cos 01 cos Oy — agar cos By sin 91) ,
o (4.70)
Ny = o <a0a7 cos 05 sin 01 — agas cos 01 cos 02) ,
4
1
N3 = - ( cos 05 csc 0 sec 0y (aqag cos 01 + asar cosby)
4
+ a3 sin0; — a?sin 91)
=0 +3.
Class Entanglement Representative
A-B-C Separable No|111)
A-BC, AB-C, AC-B Bi-separable No|111) — Ny|100)
W Full bipartite entanglement —N1[100) — N2|010) — N3|001)
GHZ Tripartite entanglement No|111) — N7]100) — N2|010) — N3|001)

Table 8: The values of entanglement measures permit the partitioning of state space into SLOCC entanglement classes. Special
cases of (4.63) are selected as representatives of these classes.
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4.8.5. Monotonicity of the 3-tangle

In this section we prove (following [102]) that E' = \/Tapc is a monotone. In general we would want to
prove that \/Tapc is a monotone under any transformations on Alice, Bob or Charlie. However, the triality
invariance of Cayley’s hyperdeterminant under interchange of parties affords us a simplification. Since any
SLOCC protocol can always be broken down into transformations on one party followed by some classical
communication, and since 74pg¢ is invariant under interchange, we need only consider transformations on
Alice. We further note that any local POVM can be implemented by a sequence of two outcome POVMs
[102], so we only have to consider POVMs A; and Az, with the following condition

ATAy + AT A, = 1. (4.71)

Under A4;, state |¢) goes to |¢;Z) = Ai|[¢) with p; = <q§l|¢;l> representing the probability that operation A;
succeeds. After normalising, we have [¢;) = ¢;//pi. So, we require

E() =z prE(¢1) + p2E(¢2), (4.72)
where
E($) = vTapc = /4 Det()]. (4.73)
For Cayley we have
Det (¢) = — detya, 4,, (4.74)
where

BiBs,

C4C:
YAL1Ay =€ 204, B1CL @A, By O - (475)

Under a transformation on Alice (4; ® 1p ® 1¢), we have

B1Bs C1C
VA A, = €TPTPETT2aA, B, 0y 0 A, By Cs

x (Ag,1, ®1p®1c) (Ag,1, ® 1 ®1c) (4.76)
= AglAlfyAlAzAAgﬁy
which gives
det YA Ay — det |:A£1A17A1A2AA2A2}

(4.77)
= det AT det y det A.

Next, we use the singular value decomposition, which allows us to express any positive matrix as a
product of a unitary matrix, a diagonal matrix and a different unitary matrix [97]. We have
A; = U;D;V, (4.78)

where U; € SU(2), V € U(2) and the D; are diagonal such that

where a,b € [0, 1]; hence, we have detU; = 1, det V = €%, det D; = ab and det Dy = /(1 — a2)(1 — b2).
This gives det A; = abe?. For Ay, if we put all this in (£.77) and recalling that ¢; = ¢;/p;, we get

det v, 4,(¢1) = det A det y(¢0/\/pr) det A;
a?b?

= ——(¥)e*™,
pi

(4.80)
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and for As, we get

det ya, 4, (¢2) = det AJ det y(¢p/\/pz) det Ay

— a2 K2 )
_ (1 ;él b ),Y(w)ezze'

(4.81)

Substituting into E, we have

E@) — p1v7(91) + p2v/T(d2)
= aby7(¥) + V(1= @)1 - P)V7(¥) (4.8
= (@b + VI =1 =) Bw).

Finally we note that (4.82) is maximised for a = b and hence the condition in (3.21)) is satisfied and \/Tapc
is always decreasing, and hence a monotone.
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5. QUTRITS

5.1. One qutrit: SL(3)a
The one qutrit system (Alice) is described by the state

() = aalA),
where A =0,1,2, so
|\I/> = a0|0> + a1|1> + GQ|2>,

and the Hilbert space has dimension 3. a4 transforms as a 3 under SLOCC group SL(3) 4.

5.2. Two qutrits: SL(3)4 x SL(3)a

5.2.1. States
The two qutrit system (Alice and Bob) is described by the state

|¥) = aap|AB),
where A =0,1,2, so
[T) = ago|00) 4 ao1|01) + ag2|02)
+ a10[10) + a11[11) + a12[12)
+ a20|20) + a21|21) + a22\22>,

and the Hilbert space has dimension 32 = 9. @35 transforms as a (3, 3) under SL(3)4 x SL(3)5.

We define the reduced density matrices

PA = ’I‘rB|\I]> (‘II|5
pB = Tra|V) (V]
or
(pa)asa, =67 P2an,B,a%, 5, = (p4) 4y,
A A
(PB)B1B, = 07204, B,0%, 5, = (PB) BB, -
Explicitly,
lago|® + lao1|* + ao2l®  agoaiy + aorai; + ao2ais  acoas + aoias; + ao2as,
pa = | aw0ady + araf;, +ar2a5y  lawol® +lann|* + lawe]®  arady + a11al; + apa, |
a0apy + a21a8; + ag2ahy  aoaiy + anaj; +aal,  lagol® + lagi* + |age)?
lago|® + larol® + laozl®  aooal, + a0ai; + azoad;  agoags + aoaiy + azoass
pB = | aoialy + a11aiy + aziasy  |ao1]® + |a11]? + |a21]?  aoiads + ar1aiy + aziai,
a2apy + a12050 + ag2aby @020 + 120}, + agay  lage|® + |aiz]? + |ag|?

Recall that the eigenvalues of the 3 x 3 density matrices obey the characteristic equation
detp — Cod+trp A2 — A3 =0.
The determinant of a 3 x 3 matrix ap is given by

deta :%EAlAzABEBlBZBsaAlBlaAgB2aAsB3
= aoo(a11a22 — (112@21)
— ao1(a10a22 — aizazg)

+ apz2(aogi1a21 — ariaz),
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and
detpA = deth =

laoz|*lar1 Plazol> 4+ lao1arz?lagel*  + laoz|*|aiol*|az:|?
+ |6L00|2|CL12\2|6121|2 + \a01|2|a10|2|a22|2 + |a00\2|a21|2\a22|2

— agoar1|az|’agaly — aoiaiolase|tageat; — agparzlaziPafyaty
— agzaiolaziPagoai, — aoiaizlasolagyal;  — aozaiilasolafal;
— |ao2Paroazniaiiasy — |aoe|?ariaxnaipay; — aoilaiz|*asoayal,
— agolarz|*agiagasy  —  aozlaiasoageas, — agola:Pazsag.as, (5.10)
— apzlaiolPaniafiaz, — aoilaioPanai.ay  — |aoi|?aizaz0aiyal,
- |a01|2a10a226ﬁ2a§0 - |a00|2a12a21a71a§2 - \a00|2a11a22a’{2a§1

+ @poa12a21G32a7 a5
+ aoganagoasla’{oagz
+ agoar1a22a4,a72a5
+ a01a12a20a50a71 039

G02011A2008007205, + G01Q1002205207 15
Q02010021031 01205 + G01Q12a20052070A5;
0201002103007 1055 + G00A11A2200207 005,
G010100220300]205; + Q0001202104 a7 005
Here C is sum of the principal minors of the density matrix:

++ 4+

Cy = \aooau - a01a10|2 + |6L020L10 - 600&12|2 + |a01a12 - Cl026l11|2
+ |a01G20 - aooa21\2 + |aooa22 - a()2a20|2 + |a10a21 - a11a20|2 (5~11)

+ |a12a20 — aloa22\2 + |ao2a21 — a01a22|2 + |a11a22 — a12a21|2.

The eigenvalues of the density matrix Ag, A1, Ay satisfy

Ao+ A+ A2 = 1,
AoAL + A1 A + Ao Ng = O, (5.12)
)\0)\1)\2 = |det (L|2.

5.2.2. 2-tangle
The bipartite entanglement of Alice and Bob is given by the 2-tangle [119] 120} 12T, [122] [123]

Tap = 27det py = 27| det aap|?, (5.13)
where p4 is the reduced density matrix

pa = Trp| W) (D). (5.14)

The determinant is invariant under SL(3)4 x SL(3)p, with asp transforming as a (3,3), and under a
discrete duality that interchanges A and B.

5.2.3. Entanglement classification
Once again, for subsequent comparison with the D = 5 black hole, we restrict our attention to unnor-

malised states with real coefficients a4p. In this case, one can show [102] that there are three algebraically
independent invariants: 745, C2 and the norm (¥|¥), corresponding to the dimension of the space of orbits
R? x R3

SO(3) x S0(3)’ (5.15)

namely 9—6 = 3. Hence, the most general two-qutrit state can be described by just three parameters, which
may conveniently taken to be three real numbers Ny, N1, No:

W) = Npl00) + Np|11) + No[22). (5.16)

An SLOCC classification of two-qutrit entanglements, depending on the rank of the density matrix, is given

in [Table J|
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6. STU BLACK HOLES

6.1. The STU model
6.1.1. The Lagrangian

An interesting subsector of string compactification to four dimensions is provided by the STU model
whose low energy limit is described by N' = 2 supergravity coupled to three vector multiplets [124] [T9]
125, [15]. One may regard it as a truncation of an N' = 2 theory obtained by compactifying the Type ITA
string on Calabi-Yau. Alternatively, one may regard it as a truncation of an N = 4 theory obtained by
compactifying the heterotic string on T, where S,T,U correspond to the dilaton/axion, complex Kihler
form and complex structure fields respectively. It exhibits an SL(2,7Z)g strong/weak coupling duality and
an SL(2,7Z)r x SL(2,Z)y target space dualityﬂ By string/string duality, this is equivalent to a Type ITA
string on K3 x T? with S and T exchanging roles [50, 55, [56]. Moreover, by mirror symmetry this is in turn
equivalent to a Type IIB string on the mirror manifold with 7" and U exchanging roles. Hence the truncated
theory has a combined [SL(2,7)]? duality and complete S-T-U triality symmetry [19]. Alternatively, one
may simply start with this A" = 2 theory directly as an interesting four-dimensional supergravity in its own
right, as described below.

The model admits extremal black holes solutions carrying four electric and four magnetic charges [19]
126]. Below we organise these 8 charges into the 2 x 2 x 2 hypermatriz and display the S-T-U symmetric
Bogomol'nyi mass spectrum [19]. Associated with this hypermatrix is a hyperdeterminant, discussed in
first introduced by Cayley in 1845 [22]. The black hole entropy, first calculated in [20],
is quartic in the charges and must be invariant under [SL(2,Z)]® and under triality. As we shall see,
the important observation for its link to entanglement is that it is given by the square root of Cayley’s
hyperdeterminant.

Consider the three complex scalars axion/dilaton field S, the complex Kéahler form field T and the
complex structure field U

S =51 +15,,
T =T +iTy, (6.1)
U=U; +1Us,.

This complex parametrisation allows for a natural transformation under the various SL(2,7Z) symmetries.
The action of SL(2,Z)g is given by
aS+b

TSt d
where a,b, ¢, d are integers satisfying ad — bec = 1, with similar expressions for SL(2,Z)r and SL(2,7Z)y.
Defining the matrices Mg, My and My via

1105
MS - 52 (Sl |S|2) ) (63)

the action of SL(2,7Z)s now takes the form

(6.2)

MS — wST/\/lgwg, (6.4)

ws = <Ccl 2) , (6.5)

with similar expressions for My and M. We also define the SL(2,7) invariant tensors

where

0 1
ES =& =&y = (_1 O). (6.6)

6This SL(2,Z)y should not be confused with U-duality.
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Starting from the heterotic string,the bosonic action for the graviton g,,,, dilaton 7, two-form B,,,, four U(1)
gauge fields A% and two complex scalars T' and U is [19]

1 — v L vT g
IsTy = 167G /d4$\/ —ge™ " R, + g* 5/ﬂ78un - legl )\9 g° HyvpHxrro
+ LMy OMy) + L tr(OMy T OMy) (6.7)
— %FSHVT(MT X MU)FSMV].

where the metric g, is related to the four-dimensional canonical Einstein metric gy, by g, = €"g¢,, and
where

H;U/p =3 (a[,uBup] - %A:‘E[#(gT X EU)F‘Sup]> . (68)
This action is manifestly invariant under T-duality and U-duality, with
Fsu, — (wr™! xwy ™) Fs,, My — wpp' My wr, (6.9)

and with 7, g,,, and By, inert. Its equations of motion and Bianchi identities (but not the action itself) are
also invariant under S-duality (6.2), with 7" and g, inert and with

Fg ¢ Fg ¢
(55 s (B, 610
FS/_LV FS,uV
where
FSuua = —Sg[(MT_l X MU_l)(ET X €U)]ab*FSMVb — SIFSMVQ, (6.11)
where the axion field a is defined by
eMPTY a = \/—ge g" ¢" P H oy r, (6.12)

and where S = S 4+ 19S5 = a+ie” .

Thus T-duality transforms Kaluza-Klein electric charges (Fs®, Fs?) into winding electric charges (Fs*, Fs?)
(and Kaluza-Klein magnetic charges into winding magnetic charges), U-duality transforms the Kaluza-Klein
and winding electric charge of one circle (Fs®, Fs?) into those of the other (Fs?*, Fs') (and similarly for the
magnetic charges) but S-duality transforms Kaluza-Klein electric charge (Fs®, Fs*) into winding magnetic
charge (ﬁg,ﬁé) (and winding electric charge into Kaluza-Klein magnetic charge). In summary we have
SL(2,Z)r x SL(2,Z)y and T < U off-shell but SL(2,Z)s x SL(2,Z)r x SL(2,Z)y and an S-T-U inter-
change on-shell.

One may also consider the Type ITA action Irys and the Type IIB action Iygsr obtained by cyclic
permutation of the fields S, T, U. Finally, one may consider an action [20] where the S, T and U fields enter
democratically with a prepotential

F=S5TU, (6.13)

which off-shell has the full STU interchange but none of the SL(2,Z). All four versions are on-shell
equivalent.

6.1.2. The Bogomol’nyi spectrum
Following [19], it is now straightforward to write down an S-T-U symmetric Bogomol'nyi mass formula.
Let us define electric and magnetic charge vectors a% and 8% associated with the field strengths Fs® and

Z?;a in the standard way. The electric and magnetic charges Q¢ and P¢ are given by

a P(l
FS()Ta ~ 757 *FS()ra ~ Tg, (614)
giving rise to the charge vectors
ab
O‘g‘ — SSO)MT_l X -/\/lU_1 S£O)ET X ey Q% (6 15)
3% 0 —er X €y Pg) '
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Interestingly enough, as was shown in [19, 20], the 8 charges may usefully be represented as a 2 x 2 x 2
hypermatrix a4 pc

(a()oo, apo1, @010, @011, @100, @101, @110, a111) ( )
6.16
_ 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
- <_ﬁ5’7 _65‘7 _6Sa _ﬁS7 aS 9 aS 9 aS ) aS )a
transforming as
a*BC = we pwr? pwy € gaPFC. (6.17)
Then the mass formula is
2 _ 1. T -1 -1 -1 -1
Mgps = ga (/\/lU My QMg —ey ®er @ Mg (6.18)

— ey @Ml ®es — My ®er ®es)a,

This is consistent with the general A/ = 2 Bogomol'nyi formula [127]. Although all theories have the
same mass spectrum, there is clearly a difference of interpretation with electrically charged elementary states
in one picture being solitonic monopole or dyon states in the other.

6.1.3. Black hole entropy

The STU model admits extremal black hole solutions satisfying the Bogomol’nyi mass formula. As usual,
their entropy is given by one quarter the area of the event horizon. However, to calculate this area requires
evaluating the mass not with the asymptotic values of the moduli, but with their frozen values on the horizon
which are fixed in terms of the charges [128]. This ensures that the entropy is moduli-independent, as it
should be. The relevant calculation was carried out in [20] for the model with the STU prepotential. The
electric and magnetic charges of that paper are denoted (p°, qo), (p*, q1), (p?, q2), (p3, g3) with O(2,2) scalar
products

=" + () - () - (°)%
¢ = (0)? + (@) = (©)* — (@)% (6.19)
p-a=("q0) + ('a) + P?e) + (P°e).

These eight charges may be represented by the cube shown in This charge basis is related to the

®

Figure 4: The vertices of the hypermatrix cube from are transformed under the dictionary (6.20) to electric and
magnetic charges of the STU black hole. The black hole entropy is related to the hyperdeterminant of this hypermatrix, and
can also be computed from the three pairs of slicings of the cube along its symmetry planes (see [section 10.3]).

one above byﬂ

"Note that this is the convention of []; in [3] the sign of ag, a3, a4, ar is flipped, which gives the same answer.
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(pO’ pl ) p2 ) p3 » 90, 41, 92, q3)

(6.20)
= (ao, —a1, —az, —as, az, ag, as, as),
In these variables, the entropy is given by
S =m\/|D(p", qn)l, (6.21)
where
D" qr) = —(p- 0> + 4((P' ) (P*a2) + (0'01) (PP a3) + (P°a3) (P 2)) (6.22)

— 4p°q192q5 + 4qop* PP’

The function D(p?, qp) is symmetric under transformations: p' « p? < p> and ¢; < g2 < ¢3.

7. STU BLACK HOLE/QUBIT CORRESPONDENCE

7.1. Entropy/entanglement correspondence

The black hole/qubit correspondence now comes about by identifying [3] the black hole charge hyper-
matrix (6.20) with the three qubit hypermatrix (4.31)). Then we recognise from (4.33a)) that

D(p*,qz) = — Deta, (7.1)

and hence, as advertised in the Introduction, the STU black hole entropy and Alice-Bob-Charlie 3-tangle

are related by
S = I./TaBo. (7.2)

Thus Cayley’s hyperdeterminant provides an interesting connection, at least at the level of mathematics,
between string theory and quantum entanglement. Other mathematical similarities are provided by the
division algebras [129] and by twistors [I30]. What about physics? The near horizon geometry of the black
holes is AdS; x S? and one might expect a relation between the black hole entropy and the entanglement
entropy of the conformal quantum mechanics that lives on the boundary [I31], although the nature of this
particular AdS/CFT duality is not well-understood [I32]. In any event, the 3-tangle is not the same as the
entropy of entanglement [I03]. So the appearance of the Cayley hyperdeterminant in these two different
contexts of stringy black hole entropy and three-qubit quantum entanglement remains, for the moment, a
purely mathematical coincidence.

To illustrate more these coincidences we compare some examples of /' = 2 black holes with examples of
three-qubit states, following [4].

7.2. Rebits

In the STU stringy black hole context [3, 19] 20] [4] the aspc are integers (corresponding to quantised
charges) and hence the symmetry group is [SL(2,7)]® rather than [SL(2,C)]?. However, as discussed by
Levay [5], it is possible within quantum information theory to focus on real qubits, called rebits, for which the
aapc are real [133] [134]. (One difference remains, however: one may normalise the wavefunction, whereas
for black holes there is no such restriction on the charges aapc). It turns out that there are three reality
classes which can be characterised by the hyperdeterminant

Deta < 0, (7.3a)
Deta = 0, (7.3b)
Deta > 0. (7.3c)

Case ([7.3a)) corresponds to the non-separable or GHZ class [116], for example,

W) = £(—|000) + [011) + |101) + |110)). (7.4)
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Case ([7.3b)) corresponds to the separable (A-B-C, A-BC, B-C A, C-AB) and W classes, for example

) = 2=(/100) + [010) + |001)). (7.5)

In the string/supergravity interpretation [3], cases (7.3a)) and (7.3b)) were shown to correspond to BPS

black holes, for which half of the supersymmetry is preserved. Case ([7.3a)) has non-zero horizon area and
entropy (“large” black holes), and case has vanishing horizon area and entropy (“small” black holes),
at least at the semi-classical level. However, small black holes may acquire a non-zero entropy through
higher order quantum effects. As discussed in this entropy also has a quantum information
interpretation involving bipartite entanglement of the three qubits [4].

Case is also GHZ, for example the above GHZ state with a sign flip

|¥) = $(]000) +|011) + [101) + |110)). (7.6)
The canonical GHZ state
|0 = %(|111> +1000)) (7.7)

also belongs to case ([7.3c]).

7.3. Classification of N' = 2 black holes and three-qubit states

A-B-C states and singly charged black holes: A black hole with just one charge, say ¢ as in[Figure 5]
has vanishing entropy and corresponds to a completely separable A-B-C' state

W) = qo|111), (7.8)

with
Sy=8g=5c=0,

7.9
TABC — 0. ( )

Figure 5: The hypermatrix cube of is restricted to correspond to the state (7.8)) by retaining only a single nonzero
entry at the gp vertex, denoted by the red disc. The state is completely separable and accordingly, the entropy vanishes for
this cube.

Examples of singly charged supersymmetric black hole solutions [I35] are provided by the electric
Kaluza-Klein black hole with o = (1,0,0,0) and 8 = (0,0,0,0); the electric winding black hole with
a = (0,0,0,—1) and 8 = (0,0,0,0); the magnetic Kaluza-Klein black hole with o« = (0,0,0,0) and
8 =(0,-1,0,0); the magnetic winding black hole with oo = (0,0,0,0) and 8 = (0,0, —1,0). These are
characterised by a scalar-Maxwell coupling parameter a = /3.

By combining these 1-particle states, we may build up 2-, 3- and 4-particle bound states at threshold
[T35], 19, [136], characterised by scalar-Maxwell coupling parameter a = 1,1/+/3 and 0 respectively. The
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1-, 2- and 3-particle states all yield vanishing contributions to Det a. A non-zero value is obtained for
the 4-particle example, however, which is just the Reissner-Nordstrom black hole, as explained below.

One could also consider a black hole with two charges, say go and ¢; as in having vanishing
entropy and corresponding to another completely separable state

) = qo[111) + q1|110) (7.10)
also satisfying ((7.9).

Figure 6: The hypermatrix cube of is restricted to correspond to the state (7.10]) by retaining nonzero entries at the
qo and q1 vertices, denoted by the red discs. Despite having two nonzero vertices the cube’s entropy vanishes since the state

is again completely separable.

A-BC states and doubly charged black holes: A black hole with just two charges, say gy and p' as in
has vanishing entropy and corresponds to a bipartite entangled state

W) = go|111) — p*|001), (7.11)
with
Sa =S =4(qp")*
Sc =0, (7.12)
Deta = 0.

Figure 7: The hypermatrix cube of is restricted to correspond to the state (7.11]) by retaining nonzero entries at the
qo and p! vertices, denoted by the red discs. In this case the state is bi-separable, so the entropy vanishes once more.

W states and triply charged black holes: A black hole with just three charges, say qo, p* and p? as in
has vanishing entropy and corresponds to a W state

[¥) = qo[111) — p*|001) — p*|010), (7.13)
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with

Sa=4(q0)*((p")* + (p*)?),
=4(p")*((90)* + (p°)?),
Se =4(*)*((90)* + (")),

(7.14)

Flgure 8: The hypermatrix cube of@ IFigure 4] is restricted to correspond to the state (7.13]) by retaining nonzero entries at the
qo,p* and p? vertices, denoted by the red discs. The entropy vanishes this time since the cube corresponds to a W state.

GHZ and 4-charge BPS and non-BPS black holes: A black hole with just four charges, say qo,

and p? as in has non-vanishing entropy and corresponds to a GHZ state

W) = qo[111)

with

This is a large BPS black hole if Det a < 0 and a large non-BPS black hole if Det a > 0.

A:4((32
B =4((
= 4((

_4(22

— p'(001) — p*|010) — p*[100),

P*)? + (90)*)((P")* + (p
)2+ (%)) ((90)* + (p 2)2)
P’)?+ (%)) ((90)* + (p

t 1

Deta = —4qop'p*p°.

ph.p?

(7.15)

(7.16)

Figure 9 The hypermatrlx cube ofm is restricted to correspond to the state (7.15) by retaining nonzero entries at
the go,p',p? and p3 vertices, denoted by the red discs. This is a GHZ state exh1b1t1ng genuine tripartite entanglement and
accordingly the cube has nonzero entropy. While the previous cubes corresponded to small BPS black holes, this black hole is

large and BPS/non-BPS for Deta < 0/Deta > 0.
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GHZ and 2-charge non-BPS black holes: A black hole with just two charges say qo and p°
as in has non-vanishing entropy and corresponds to a GHZ state

W) = go[111) + p°|000), (7.17)

with
Sa=Sp=5c=41")?(q) (7.18)

and
Deta = (p°)*(qo)*. (7.19)

Since Det a > 0, this describes a non-BPS large black hole [137, [I38].

Figure 10: The hypermatrix cube of is restricted to correspond to the state (7.17) by retaining nonzero entries at the
qo and p° vertices, denoted by the red discs. Despite having only two nonzero charges the cube has nonvanishing entropy since
the state is GHZ. The corresponding black hole is large and always non-BPS.

7.4. Higher order corrections

The small black holes have a singular horizon with vanishing area and entropy at the classical level, but
may acquire nonvanishing area and entropy due to quantum corrections, characterised by higher derivatives
in the supergravity lagrangian. One can interpret this as consequence of the quantum stretching of the
horizon conjectured by Susskind [139] and Sen [140], [141]. See also [142] [143] 144, [T45] 146, 147].

Kallosh and Linde [4] have noted that this quantum entropy also admits an interpretation in terms of
qubit entanglement measures. They propose a general formula that correctly reduces to the known special
cases. It is given by

8K?

s 4c
Stotal = 2\/TABC + %(CAB +Cpe +Cca)+ T|\I’|, (7.20)

where T4 p¢ is the 3-tangle (4.54), Cxp is the concurrence (4.51)), |¥| is the norm and ¢ and K are constants
that depend upon the compactification.
For completely separable states with only one nonzero charge, this reduces to

S =K\/2|9| =7K\/2|ql. (7.21)

For the bipartite and W-states at large values of the charges, the concurrences are much greater than |¥|
and the formula reduces to

C
Stotal = 77\/32(0/113 + Cpc + Cea) (7.22)

= 47m/|qo(p* +p?)|. (7.23)
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Finally, for the GHZ states the (unnormalised) 3-tangle is much greater than the concurrences and we regain

S = 3\/7asc- (7.24)

As with the lowest order black hole/qubit correspondence, there is as yet no underlying physical explanation
for these mathematical coincidences at higher orders.

7.5. Attractors and SLOCC

The extremal black holes of occupy a special place in string theory. They have zero Hawking
temperature and are therefore stable. In the string theory context the microscopic configurations of these
black holes are explained by D-branes, fundamental strings and other solitonic objects of the theory [87].
The supergravity theories in different dimensions are obtained by compactifying the low energy effective
action of string theory on compact manifolds such as a torus or Calabi-Yau. The bosonic field content of
these theories consists of the graviton coupled to some gauge and scalar fields. The extremal black hole
solutions of these supergravity theories are charged under the gauge fields of the theory. These solutions can
be BPS or non-BPS according as they preserve some or none of the supersymmetries. In the following we
restrict our discussion to static spherically symmetric and asymptotically flat charged extremal black holes.

An interesting phenomenon for extremal black holes is the attractor behaviour. In general the entropy of
the black hole can depend on the values of moduli or scalar fields but in the case of the extremal black holes
these values are fixed on the horizon in terms of the charges, independent of their asymptotic values. In fact
the scalar fields describe trajectories in radial coordinate which evolve into the fixed points on the horizon.
This mechanism was first observed in N' = 2 theory [128| [148] [149] and then was extended to theories with
a larger number of supersymmetries and also to higher dimensions and non-supersymmetric black holes.

In order to explain the attractor mechanism and the idea of moduli fixing we recall some more facts on
the STU model of This theory is explained in terms of the complex scalar fields S, T and U, a
prepotential F' which is written in terms of the scalar fields as F' = STU and four gauge fields.

Any extended supergravity theory (N > 1) admits an operator called the central charge which commutes
with the other symmetry generators of the theory. The central charge Z of the four-dimensional NV = 2
theory coupled to ny vector multiplets can be written in terms of the electric and magnetic charges of the
black hole from the (ny + 1) U(1) gauge fields of the theory [128| 150, 151]

Z(2,%,p,q) = "CAR(X (2)q — Fr(2)p’), T€{0,....nv}, (7.25)

where
K =-i(X'F; - X'Fy), (7.26)
is the Kiihler potential and 2%, i € {1,...,ny}, are the scalar fields. For these theories one can introduce a

symplectic section (X7, F;) which transforms under the symplectic symmetry group Sp(2ny + 2,7) while
keeping the action invariant. The X7 represent the complex scalar fields and F; are the derivatives of
the prepotential F defined as F; = OF/0X!. The prepotential F is subject to two constraints: being

holomorphic (independent of the complex conjugate scalars YI) and being homogeneous of degree two,
FOAXT) = M2F(XT). In the case of the STU model we have

;X
2 =S X% =1, (7.27)
where
X'(2)=@,81T,0)", Fi(z) = (-STU,TU, SU, ST)" . (7.28)
Note that the index I € {1,...,4} is raised and lowered by the metric (+,+, —, —). The complex scalars

S, T and U can be parameterised as in . Therefore using the Kéahler potential simplifies to
e K = —8S55T5Us.
In the Lagrangian of A/ = 2 supergravity the effective black hole potential is also given in terms of the
central charge by
VBu = |Z(Z7paQ)|2+|DiZ(vaaq)|2v (729)
48



where D; is the covariant derivative 0; + 9; K [149]. As can be seen from this formula the effective potential
depends on the values of the scalar fields and varies as one moves along the radial coordinate.

Let us now consider a supersymmetric extremal black hole solution of the above theory. The near horizon
metric of the black hole takes the form

r’ |Z|2 2
ds® = ————dt* + —2rdr® + | 2|, dQ, (7.30)
|Z|h0r r2 “
and the entropy of the black hole is given by
A
Spn =" = A (7.31)

The attractor mechanism which is responsible for fixing the moduli at the horizon will consequently fix
the entropy [89]. The values of the moduli are given by the critical points of Vg and hence the attractor
equations are obtained by extremising the effective potential:

(é’;) — 23 (ZZ]\L;) : (7.32)

LT = K2 xT, My = e"/?F;. (7.33)

where

Note that for supersymmetric solution D;Z(z,p,q) = 0 and the potential is just proportional to the central
charge. Therefore the critical points of the potential coincide with the critical points of the central charge.
The attractor points are the minima of the potential.

For the BPS solution we have M]%PS = |Z|?, the critical points are hence obtained by extremising the
mass formula , which simplifies to:

MEpg = g0 + @15 + qoT + q3U + p°STU — p*TU — p2SU — p*ST|". (7.34)

1
8S55T5Us

Following [5], we now want to demonstrate the similarity between this process of moduli stabilisation
and a quantum information process called a distillation protocol. In order to make this explicit we re-write
the mass formula (6.18) using an SLOCC transformation on the familiar three qubit system of Alice, Bob
and Charlie:

Mips = (/(Cl © Br © AL)p' (Cu @ Br @ Ag)|¥), (7.35)
where
|¥) = aapclA) @ |B) @ |C), (7.36)
and where
1T 1 So 0
Mg = AgAs, As = \/7572 ~8, 1) (7.37)

and similarly M;' = BL.Br, My' = CJ,Cy. In this equation p is defined as
P=t10101+0:0001+001®0+180;® o), (7.38)

where we use the notation oo = —ie. In fact p’ is an example of three-qubit mixed state. This relation can
be simplified further by diagonalising it using the unitary matrix ¢ on each qubit as follows

L
05 = Uosld, u=— C _D . (7.39)
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Therefore the new density matrix which is given by

p=Uy® Ur® Us p' U, ® U} @ UL = 1 diag(1,0,0,0,0,0,0,1) (7.40)
takes the form
p = 2(]000)(000| 4 |111)(111]). (7.41)

Using these unitary transformations we obtain a complex representation for M2pq as follows
Mgps = (¥|(Cf; @ B} ® A§)p(Cu ® Br ® As)|¥), (7.42)

where Ag, By and Cy are now scaled SLOCC i.e. GL(2,C) transformations of the form

Ag = \/% <‘§ ‘D , (7.43)
with B and Cy defined similarly. If we define
W) = (Cu @ Br ® Ag)|0) (7.44)
the black hole potential can be written in a particularly concise form
Ven = 5(¥'|¥) (7.45)
and the mass formula is simply given by
Mips = 5(lagool? + lai11[?)- (7.46)

The SLOCC transformations are in fact the transformations which map a general three qubit state to the
canonical GHZ form. Comparing this formula with the result obtained in one can verify that the
components of ¥ are those given in . In order to calculate the values of the scalar fields at the near
horizon limit one can extremise the mass or central charge formula with respect to the complex scalar fields
S, T and U. This results in the attractor equations and the stabilised scalar values are [20]

~ ((p-9) —2p'qr) —iv/|D| _p*S—gs _PPS—q
S= 3,2 _ 0 ’ I'= "5z 1 U= 55,1’
2(p°p* — P°q1) p°S —p p°S—p
where D is given by (6.22]). Now one can substitute these frozen or fixed values of the scalar fields in the
equation for the transformed wavefunction (7.44]) to get

W) = 222 (0t = 5°8)1000) — (" — pS)11L)). (r.49

which is of the form of a generalised GHZ state. The expression ([7.48)) can be multiplied by a phase without
changing the mass;

(7.47)

[W’) = |DJ/* (]000) + €”[111)) , (7.49)
where
pYSs

0 =m+ 2arctan ————.
pYS1 —p!

(7.50)
Interestingly, this result means that the process of finding the fixed values of the scalar fields at the horizon
for BPS STU model black holes is equivalent to finding the canonical form of the corresponding three-qubit
state using complex SLOCC transformations. In other words the process of finding the frozen values of
the moduli is equivalent to the quantum information theoretic one of performing an optimal set of SLOCC
transformations on the initial three-qubit state with integer amplitudes to arrive at a state of GHZ form [5].
It is important to notice that although the transformed states seem to be complex, one can find a basis in
which they are real.
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7.6. Bit flip errors and black holes

We now turn our attention to BPS and non-BPS black holes and their relation to the suppression or
non-suppression of bit flip errors, following [9]. We begin with some definitions. For a qubit system denoted
by |0) and |1) the phase flip operator Z acts like the Pauli matrix o3 as

2|0) = |0), Z[1) = - ). (7.51)

This is one of the single qubit gates in quantum information theory which leaves the state |0) unchanged
but flips the sign of |1). Another useful operator is X, which is the same as Pauli matrix o; and is used to
represent bit flips. The action of this bit flip operator is

X0 = |1), X[1) = |0). (7.52)

In addition, we have the Hadamard gate which is one of the building blocks of quantum circuit theory and is
especially useful in quantum error correction. Quantum error correction is used to protect the information
from errors due to decoherence and other quantum noise over transmission lines. The Hadamard gate acts
on the qubits as

10) = H|0) = J5(10) + 1)), 1) = H|1) = 75(10) — 1)), (7.53)

where |0) and |1) are the Hadamard transformed basis which are, in fact, the eigenvectors of the bit flip
operator X with +1 and —1 eigenvalues, respectively. The matrix representation of the operator H is given

. gL (11
\/§<1 _1>, (7.54)

For the three-qubit system the Hadamard transformations are given by an 8 x 8 matrix defined as H®3 =
H ® H ® H. These transformations are

1 1r 1 1 1 1 1 1

1 -1 1 -1 1 -1 1 -1

1 1 -1 -1 1 1 -1 -1

1 {1 -1 -1 1 1 -1 -1 1

®3 _

BZ="7%01 1 1 1 -1 -1 -1 -1 (7.55)

1 -1 1 -1 -1 1 -1 1

1 1 -1 -1 -1 -1 1 1

1 -1 -1 1 -1 1 1 -1

For example the state [110) in Hadamard transformed basis reads

[110) = % (|000) + ]001) — ]010) — |011) — |100) — |101) + |110) + |111)), (7.56)

coming from the sign combination of the sixth row.

Returning now to the BPS and non-BPS black hole solutions, we saw that one can introduce a new
wavefunction |U’) given by (7.44) that for the fixed values of the scalar fields at the horizon takes the form
of a generalised GHZ state . In general, the coefficients of the state |¥’) before stabilising the value of
the scalar fields at the horizon are

a600 = _GK/QW(Ua T»§)7 a'111 =eX W(U,T,S),

a0 = *eK/2W(Ua T,5), ago = 6K/2W(U T,5), (7.57)
iy, = —eXPW(U,T,S), ahyo= eK/QW(U T,S), '
apy = —eXPW(U,T,S), dig=e**W(U,T,S),



where we have defined the central charge of (7.25) as Z = eX/2W (S, T,U) , and used the definition (7.44)).
Here the function W is the superpotential. Using the above relations one can easily see that the wavefunction
coefficients satisfy these properties

/ _ / / _ / / _ / / _ /
Qgoo = —A111> a110 = —Qpo1> 101 = —Ap10> Qp11 = —0A100- (7.58)

To see the relation between quantum error correction and black holes we use the definition of the covariant
derivative of the superpotential. This is given by D, W = 9,W + (9, K)W where a represents the scalar
fields S, T and U. Using this definition one can see that for example

T35
DsW (U, T, S) = w (7.59)
S-S
Therefore if we define the vielbeins ef as
3 =i(9—9) = —29,, er =i(T —T) = —2Ty, eg =i(U—TU) = —2U,, (7.60)

we see that the covariant derivatives of the wavefunction coefficients reduce to

A ! N ! R ) . li oo
D,é'alll =1ayy9, Dpaj;; =iajg, DUa111 = 1011, (7 61)
D-a’,, = D~a'y; = D=a’, = :

§%111 7111 111 0,

where we have used Dy = el D,. Note that one can define the combination (D; — D3 )/i which acts on the
state |U’) as
7(Dg = DH)¥') = (1o leX)V), et (7.62)

where the operator T ® 1 ® X represents a bit flip error on the third qubit. Therefore the derivatives
of the central charge, which play a key role in the BPS conditions for the black holes, correspond to the
bit flip errors in quantum information theory. We shall now see this more explicitly for BPS and non-BPS
black hole solutions.
For the BPS extremal black hole solution, the covariant derivatives of the central charge are zero (D, Z =
0) and this guarantees the result , in which all the wavefunction coeflicients are zero at the horizon
except W00 and W11, Consider the case in which the charges qq, p', p? and p? are zero, for which
reduces to
W) = iv2(—p°q192gs) /" (1000) + [111)), (7.63)

which is explicitly the unnormalised canonical GHZ state. Using D,Z = 0 and , we conclude that for
the BPS case the GHZ state at the horizon (|¥')) is protected from bit flip errors. This means that the
operators 1 ® 1 ® X, 1 ® X ® 1 and X ® 1 ® 1 cannot change the BPS state |¥’) at the horizon. In fact
the BPS conditions precisely suppress the bit flip errors for the three qubit state at the horizon.

The state |¥’) can also be written in Hadamard transformed basis as

|W') = i(—pq1423)"/*(|000) + |OTT) + [T0T) + [T10)). (7.64)
Acting on it with the bit flip operator (here on the third qubit) gives
(1 &1 & X)|¥') = i(~p g1 qas) /*([500) — [OTT) — [TOT) -+ [TT0)), (7.65)

telling us that bit flip errors in the normal basis correspond to phase flip errors in the Hadamard basis [9].
The situation changes for non-BPS extremal black holes; the fixed values of the moduli at the horizon
are given by [152 [153]

S:ii\/qz@, T =+, |08 U= +i, |0 (7.66)
P q1 P q2 P qs
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where in this case we have p’qigag3 > 0. The sign combinations which do not violate the positivity of the
Kahler potential are

{(_7_’_)’(_7+7+)7(+7_’+)’(+7+7_)}' (767)

For example if we let the S, T and U scalars be negative and the charges be all positive (which is consistent
with the positivity of their multiplication), the state can be written as

W) = \i@@oql@qgf“(\oow — |00L) — [010) — [011) — [100) — [101) — [110) + [111)).  (7.68)

This state can be written in the Hadamard transformed basis as
W)~ = —i(p°q1q2q3)"/*(|000) — [01T) — [10T) — T10)). (7.69)

Comparing this equation with , the BPS state in Hadamard transformed basis, one can see that (in
addition to the sign difference of p°q;¢2g3) the BPS and non-BPS states may be distinguished by a nontrivial
relative phase between the Hadamard basis vectors. In general, for all sign combinations of the S, T and U
scalars, the state at the horizon takes the form

|U") g0 = —i(p°q1qags)Y/*{|000) + ~|011) 4 B|T01) + |110)} , (7.70)

where «, 3 and v are the combinations in (7.67)). In the non-BPS case the action of the bit flip errors on
the states at the horizon is

1l X)W)_ __ =|V)

_ . (Iele X))

= |\IJ’)+_+, etc. (7.71)
The bit flip operators 1@ 1® X, 1® X ®1 and X ® 1 ® 1 transform the states with different combinations
of sign into each other. The rule for this transformation is that those labels which are in the same slot as the
bit flip operator X are not changed while the remaining ones are flipped. In contrast to the BPS case, the
bit flip errors transform one non-BPS solution another [9] and the quantum state corresponding to non-BPS
extremal black hole is not protected.

We note that non-BPS state at the horizon is an example of a graph-state, which is particularly

important for quantum computation [9].
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8. N =8 BLACK HOLE/QUBIT CORRESPONDENCE

8.1. The N =8 generalisation

The black holes described by Cayley’s hyperdeterminant are those of N' = 2 supergravity coupled to
three vector multiplets, where the symmetry is [SL(2,Z)]>. One might therefore ask whether the black
hole/information theory correspondence could be generalised. There are three generalisations we might
consider:

1. N = 2 supergravity coupled to | + 1 vector multiplets where the symmetry is SL(2,7) x SO(l,2,7.)
and the black holes carry charges belonging to the (2,1 + 2) representation (I + 2 electric plus [ + 2
magnetic).

2. N = 4 supergravity coupled to m vector multiplets where the symmetry is SL(2,Z) x SO(6,m,Z)
where the black holes carry charges belonging to the (2,6 +m) representation (m + 6 electric plus m+ 6
magnetic).

3. N = 8 supergravity where the symmetry is the non-compact exceptional group Er(7)(Z) and the black
holes carry charges belonging to the fundamental 56-dimensional representation (28 electric plus 28

magnetic). See [Table 5

In all three cases there exist quartic invariants akin to Cayley’s hyperdeterminant whose square root
yields the corresponding black hole entropy.
Let us first focus on N' = 8, where the entropy is given by

S=mr |I4‘, (81)
where I is Cartan’s quartic Ey(7) invariant given by
Iy = —tr(zy)® + %(trzy)2 —4(Pfz+Pfy), (8.2)

where 277 and y;; are 8 x 8 antisymmetric matrices and Pf is the Pfaffian. An alternative expression has
been provided by Cremmer and Julia [62]

Li=tr(Z2)? - Yt Z2)* +4(PfZ+PfZ). (8.3)
Here
Zap = — 5" +iyrs)(v"7) ap, (8.4)
and
IJ | _ 2 AB
o iy = = Zap(v" )1 (8.5)

The matrices of the SO(8) algebra are (v//) 45 where (I,.J) are the 8 vector indices and (A, B) are the 8
spinor indices. The (y!7) 45 matrices can be considered also as (y45);; matrices due to equivalence of the
vector and spinor representations of the SO(8) Lie algebra. The exact relation between the Cartan invariant
in and Cremmer-Julia invariant [62] in was established in [I54] [155]. The quartic invariant I of
E7(7y is also related to the octonionic Jordan algebra J9 [30] as described in

In the stringy black hole context, Zp is the central charge matrix and (z,y) are the quantised charges
of the black hole (28 electric and 28 magnetic). The relation between the entropy of stringy black holes and
the Cartan-Cremmer-Julia (7, invariant was established in [I56]. The central charge matrix Zap can be
brought to the canonical basis for the skew-symmetric matrix using an SU(8) transformation:

4 0 0 0
o = 0 o0 0 1
ZaB= | g 0 2 0 ®<1 0)’ (86)
0 zZ4

where z; = p;e’¥ are complex. In this way the number of entries is reduced from 56 to 8. In a systematic
treatment in [I57], the meaning of these parameters was clarified. From 4 complex values of z; = p;e'®i
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one can remove 3 phases by an SU(8) rotation, but the overall phase cannot be removed; it is related to an
extra parameter in the class of black hole solutions [I58| [I59]. In this basis, the quartic invariant takes the
form [I56]

e Z |zi\4 -2 Z |zi\2|zj|2 + 4 (21292324 + Z1222374)
i i<j
= (p1+p2+ps+pa)
X (p1+ p2 — p3 — pa)
X (p1 — p2 + p3 — pa)
X (p1 — p2 — p3 + pa)
+ 8p1p2p3pa (cosp —1).

(8.7)

Therefore a 5-parameter solution is called a generating solution for other black holes in A" = 8 supergravity /M-
theory [160, 161].

8.2. E7 and the tripartite entanglement of seven qubits

We have seen that in the case of three qubits, the tripartite entanglement is described by [SL(2,C)]?
and that the entanglement measure is given by Cayley’s hyperdeterminant. If there is to be a quantum
information theoretic interpretation in the A/ = 8 case, however, it cannot just be random entanglement
of more qubits, because the general n qubit entanglement is described by the group [SL(2,C)]™, which,
even after replacing Z by C, differs from the N’ = 8 F7 (and also from the N’ =4 and A = 2 symmetries
mentioned above, except when n = 3, which correspond to case (1) with I = 2, the case we already know. )
We note, however, that

Erny(Z) 2 [SL(2,2)], (8.8)
and
E,(C) D [SL(2,0)]". (8.9)

We shall now show that the corresponding system in quantum information theory is that of seven qubits
(Alice, Bob, Charlie, Daisy, Emma, Fred and George). However, the larger symmetry requires that they
undergo at most tripartite entanglement of a very specific kind. The entanglement measure will be given by
the quartic Cartan Er(C) invariant [162] 62] [156] B30].

The crucial ingredient is the observation that F; contains 7 copies of the single qubit SLOCC group
SL(2) and that the 56 decomposes in a very particular way. We begin by considering the maximal subgroup
SL(2)4 x SO(6,6),

E7(7) D SL(Q)A X 50(6,6)7

56 — (2,12) + (1,32). (8.10)
Further decomposing SO(6,6) in (8.10))
SL(2)a x SO(6,6) D SL(2)4 x SL(2)p x SL(2)p x SO(4,4), (8.11)
(2,12) + (1,32) — (2,1,1,8,) + (1,2,1,8,) + (1,1,2,8.) + (2,2,2,1). '

Further decomposing SO(4, 4),

SL(2)4 x SL(2)5 x SL(2)p x SO(4, 4)
5 SL(2)4 x SL(2)p x SL(2)p x SO(2,2) x SO(2,2)
(2,2,2,1) +(2,1,1,8,) + (1,2,1,8,) + (1,1,2,8,) (8.12)
—(2,2,2,1,1)+(2,1,1,4,1) + (2,1,1,1,4)
+(1,2,1,2,2)+(1,2,1,2,2) +(1,1,2,2,2) + (1,1,2,2,2).
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Finally, further decomposing each SO(2,2)

SL(2)a x SL(2)p x SL(2)p x SO(2,2) x SO(2,2)
D SL(2)a x SL(2)p x SL(2)p x SL(2)c x SL(2)¢ x SL(2)r x SL(2)E
(2,2,2,1,1) +(2,1,1,4,1) +(2,1,1,1,4)

8.13
FL21,22)+ (L21,2.2)+ (L1,2,2.2)+ (11,2.2,2) (519
—(2,2,2,1,1,1,1) +(2,1,1,2,2,1,1) + (2,1,1,1,1,2,2)
+ (17 2’ 17 27 1’ 17 2) + (17 2’ 17 17 2’ 27 1) + (17 17 2’ 27 17 2’ 1) + (17 17 27 17 27 17 2)'
In summary,
Er7y D SL(2)a x SL(2)p x SL(2)c x SL(2)p x SL(2)p x SL(2)r x SL(2)c, (8.14)
and the 56 decomposes as
56 — (2,2,1,2,1,1,1)
+(1,2,2,1,2,1,1)
+(1,1,2,2,1,2,1)
+(1,1,1,2,2,1,2) (8.15)
+(2,1,1,1,2,2,1)
+(1,2,1,1,1,2,2)
+(2,1,2,1,1,1,2).
An analogous decomposition holds for
E;(C) D [SL(2,0)]". (8.16)

Notice that we find seven copies of the (2,2,2) appearing in the STU model. This translates into seven
copies of the three qubit Hilbert space:

|W)s6 = aapp|ABD)
+ bpep|BCE)
+ ccpr|CDF)
+ dprc|DEG) (8.17)
+ €EFA|EFA>
+ freB|FGB)
+ gaac|GAC).

Note that:

1. Any pair of states has an individual in common

2. Each individual is excluded from four out of the seven states

3. Two given individuals are excluded from two out of the seven states
4. Three given individuals are never excluded

So we have seven qubits (Alice, Bob, Charlie, Daisy, Emma, Fred and George) but where Alice has tripartite
entanglement not only with Bob/Dave but also with Emma/Fred and also Charlie/George, and similarly
for the other six individuals. So, in fact, each person has tripartite entanglement with each of the remaining
three couples. However, as discussed in this 56-dimensional space is not a subspace of the seven
qubit Hilbert space (2,2,2,2,2,2,2).

The entanglement may be represented by a heptagon as in[Figure 11| with seven vertices A, B,C, D, E, F, G,
and seven triangles

ABD,BCE,CDF,DEG,EFA, FGB,GAC.
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Figure 11: The E7 entanglement diagram corresponding to the decomposition and the state ‘ Each of the
seven vertices A, B,C, D, E, F, G represents a qubit and each of the seven triangles ABD, BCE,CDF, DEG, EFA, FGB,GAC
describes a tripartite entanglement. As discussed in the oriented triangles correspond to quaternionic cycles in the
multiplication table of imaginary octonions.

Each of the seven states transforms as a (2,2,2) under three of the SL(2)’s and are singlets under the
remaining four. Note that from we see that the A-B-C' triality of is linked with the
8,-85-8 triality of the SO(4,4) subgroup. Individually, therefore, the tripartite entanglement of each of the
seven states is given by Cayley’s hyperdeterminant. Taken together however, we see from that they
transform as a complex 56 of F7(C). Their tripartite entanglement must be given by an expression that is
quartic in the coefficients a,b, ¢, d, e, f, g and invariant under E7(C). The unique possibility is the Cartan
invariant I, and so the 3-tangle is given by

T(ABCDEFG) = 4|14]. (8.18)
If the wave-function (8.17)) is normalised, then 0 < 7(ABCDEFQG) < 1.

8.83. Octonions and the Fano plane

An alternative and very useful picture of the state |¥) is provided by the Fano plane, as shown in
The Fano plane corresponds to the multiplication table of the imaginary octonions, which we
now briefly discuss.

The algebra of octonions O (with product denoted by juxtaposition) possesses numerous interesting
properties, some of which are notable absences of familiar properties. The reader is referred to [163] for
extensive details including historical notes. Some interesting physical applications may be found in [164]
165 [166, 167, 168, 169, 170, T71), 172, 173]. We note that the octonions also make their appearance in a QI
context in [I74}, [I75], but their work seems unrelated to ours.

Typical octonions a,b,c € O are:

o 8-tuples of real numbers: a,b,c € R® so that they form an 8-dimensional vector space, with basis
elements ey, ..., e7.

e non-real: a # a*, like the complexes. The conjugate * : O — O trivially extends the conjugate for
R, C, and H so that basis element e, is mapped to n,,e, (with n = diag(1,—17)). Under the familiar
partition p = (0,4), scalar multiples of ey are real octonions, and scalar multiples of e; are imaginary
octonions.
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e non-commutative: ab # ba, like the quaternions.

e non-associative: a(bc) # (ab)e, a new property not present in R, C, or H.

e alternative - meaning that the subalgebra generated by any two elements is associative, or equiv-
alently, the associator [e,e,0] : O3 — O, (a,b,c) — a(bc) — (ab)c is alternating: [ai,as,a3] =

(_)Tr[aﬂ'(l)7a7r(2)’ aﬂ(g)] with 7 € S3.

e a division algebra, so that when a product of octonions is zero one of the multiplied octonions must
have been zero: ab = 0 = a = 0 Ab = 0. They share this property with R, C, H, and no other

algebras.

e normed: |ab| = |a||b|, which implies the division algebra property. Like the conjugate, the norm

|e|: O — R is also a trivial extension of the norm for the other division algebras: a — a*a.

Clearly the octonions are closely related to the other division algebras, and indeed octonionic multiplication
can be defined in terms of multiplication in these algebras, just as H can be defined in terms of C, which can
in turn be defined through R. In this context it is instructive to classify R, C,H, and O as x-algebras. Such

algebras are characterised by the possession of a real-linear conjugation map that is involutive ((a*)
and an anti-automorphism ((ab)* = b*a™).

* —

=aq)

If we denote the imaginary octonions by e; where ¢ = 1,2,3,4,5,6,7, the structure constants Cj;;, are

defined by

‘We now establish some useful identities. First

Following [I76] we define the “Jacobian” Cjju

where C};p; satisfies

and

eiej = _5ij + C’ijkek.

Cpmk:qun + Cqucpkn = 5pm5qn + 6pn6qm - 2(Squsﬂ’wr

[eiv [ejv ek]] + [ekv [ei’ ej]] + [ej7 [ek’ el]]

1
Cijkl = ggijk:lmnpcmnpy

= 3Cjjuel,

Cijki = —CijCmikt — 0:65k + dirdj1.

(8.19)

(8.20)

(8.21)

(8.22)

(8.23)

That the Fano plane corresponds to the multiplication table of the imaginary octonions may be seen in
[Table 9} The Fano plane multiplication, may be represented numerically as an 8 x 8 array as in

A B C D E F G
A D G —-B F —-F —C
B -D E A —C G —F
C -G —-F F B -D A
D B —A —F G C —-F
E —F C -B -G A D
F E -G D —C —-A B
G C F —A E -D -B

Table 9: Following the oriented lines of allows one to construct the Fano multiplication table, by identifying the
qubits with the imaginary basis octonions. The minus signs arise when the Fano lines are followed counter to their orientation.
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Figure 12: The Fano plane is a projective plane with seven points and seven lines (the circle counts as a line). We may associate
it to the state by interpreting the points as the seven qubits A-G and the lines as the seven tripartite entanglements.
This is consistent as there are three points on every line and three lines through every point. If the plane is oriented like ours,
one may use the directed lines to read off the multiplication table of imaginary octonions .

1 J k l m n 0
1 2 4 3 5 6 7
2 3 5 4 6 7 1
3 4 6 5 7 1 2
4 5 7 6 1 2 3
5 6 1 7 2 3 4
6 7 2 1 3 4 5
7 1 3 2 4 5 6

Table 10: From [Table 9one can read off which components of the Fano structure constants C;;), are nonzero. Using (8.22) one
then obtains the associator coefficients Cipyno-

The non-vanishing independent components of the octonionic structure constants Cj;, and their duals Cimno
are then given in [lable 10

Note that in the Fano plane there are seven lines a,b, ¢, d, ¢, f, g, and seven vertices A, B,C, D, E, F,G.
Each line passes through three vertices, and three lines meet at a vertex. This means one can define a
dual Fano Plane with lines A, B,C, D, E, F,G, and vertices a,b,c,d, e, f,g. See Another way to
understand the appearance of the dual Fano plane is to recognise the seven rows in as the lines of
the Fano plane and the seven columns as vertices as in The dual Fano plane corresponds to the
transpose of this matrix and leads to a dual state

|W)s6 = Aaeglaeg)
+ Bbfa|bfa>
+ Cegvlcgb)
+ Dgygeldac) (8.24)
+ Eebd|ebd>
+ Fyeel|fce)
+ ngf|gdf>.

The dual Fano plane corresponds to the multiplication table of the imaginary octonions given in
and may be represented numerically as an 8 x 8 array as in The non-vanishing independent
components of the octonionic structure constants ¢;jx and their duals ¢jmn, are then given by
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Figure 13: Like the Fano plane of [Figure 12| the dual Fano plane has seven points and seven lines, but this time the plane
is associated with the dual state (8.24) interpreting the points as the seven tripartite entanglements and the lines as the
seven qubits. The construction of the dual plane is expedited by The orientation of our plane provides another

multiplication table for imaginary octonions (Table 12)).

Q %00 Q0 TR

(SR RN Ul B N
— = =N N
I eVl VN N Q)
el R
L i V=l
NN RN =Y
[ R N e 1)

Table 11: The seven terms in decomposition (8.15) may be written in a grid such that Fano lines and vertices are rows and
columns. This permits easy identification of the dual lines and vertices, which are simply given by columns and rows.

8.4. Decomposition of Iy

To understand better the entanglement we note that, as a result of , Cartan’s invariant contains
not one Cayley hyperdeterminant but seven. It may be written as the sum of seven terms each of which is
invariant under [SL(2)]® plus cross terms. To see this, denote a 2 in one of the seven entries in by
A, B,C,D,E,F,G. So we may rewrite as

56 = (ABD) + (BCE) + (CDF)+ (DEG) + (EFA) + (FGB) + (GAC), (8.25)
or symbolically
56 =a+b+c+d+e+ f+y. (8.26)
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a f d —c g —b —e
b —f g e —d a —c
c —d —g a f —e b
d c —e —a b g —f
e —g d —f —b c a
f b —a e —g —c d
g e c —b f —a —d

Table 12: In direct analogy with[Figure 12]and [Table 9} the oriented dual Fano plane of is used to write an octonionic
multiplication table.

o~

.

N O U W N

e = AN GV Ul LR
G WN R~ - |
SRR o NS, SN JU

W~ o ok |3
B W= o ot 3
S UL W N~ =3O

Table 13: Dual Fano structure constants c;;x and cjmno are obtained from in the same manner that is
obtained from [Table 9

Then I, is the singlet in 56 x 56 x 56 x 56:
14:a4—|—b4—|—c4—|—d4+e4—|—f4+g4
+ 2 a2b2 + a2c2 + a2d2 + (1262 + a2f2 + a292
+ bQCQ + b2d2 + b262 + b2f2 + b292
T AR+ 2+ A2+ 2P
+ d?e? + d?f? + d?g?
+e2f? + e2g?
+ f2¢?
+ 8[abce + bedf + cdeg + defa+ efgb+ fgac+ gabd],

(8.27)

where products like

a* = (ABD)(ABD)(ABD)(ABD)
_ lEAlA2&-Bl32€D1D4€A3A4533348D2D3 (828)

2
X QA1B1 D1 QA3 By Dy AA3Bs D3 QAL By Dy s

exclude four individuals (here Charlie, Emma, Fred, and George), products like

2b2

a (ABD)(ABD)(BCE)(BCE)

%EAlAz631B36D1D2€BzB4€C'3C'4€E3E4 (8.29)

X @A, B, D, @A; By D20ByCyE OB CLE,
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exclude two individuals (here Fred and George), and products like

abce = (ABD)(BCE)(CDF)(EFA)
_ %€A1A46313260203€D1D3€E2E4€F3F4 (830)

X QA By D1OByCyEyCCy Dy Fs € B, Fy Ay

exclude one individual (here George). These results may be verified using the dictionary between a, b, ¢, d, e, f, g
and the x and y discussed in the next section. Note that a* is just minus Cayley’s hyperdeterminant.

8.5. Subsectors

a e g
g —e

e —qg a

g e —a

Table 14: The aeg quaternionic multiplication table is obtained by selecting the aeg quaternionic cycle from

Having understood the analogy between A/ = 8 black holes and the tripartite entanglement of seven
qubits using E7(7), we may now find the analogy in the V' = 4 case using SL(2) x SO(6,6) and the N = 2
case using SL(2) x SO(2,2).

First we recall the decomposition of the fundamental 56-dimensional representation of E7(7) under
its maximal subgroup. The N = 4 subsector consists of just the 24 states belonging to the (2,12)

|\I/> ZCLABD‘ABD>—|—€EFA|EFA>+gGAc‘GAC>. (8.31)

So only Alice talks to all the others. This is described by just those three lines passing through A in the
Fano plane or the aeg line in the dual Fano plane. Then the equation analogous to (8.25) is

(2,12) = (ABD) + (EFA)+ (GAC)=a+e+y, (8.32)
and the corresponding quartic invariant, I, reduces to the singlet in (2,12) x (2,12) x (2,12) x (2,12)
Iy ~a* + et + g* + 2[e?g? + g%a® + a®e?). (8.33)

If we identify the 24 numbers (aapp,€rra, gcac) with (P*,Q,) with p,v =0,...,11 in a way analogous
to (4.38) this becomes the SL(2) x SO(6,6) invariant [19, 158, 159]

I, = P?Q* — (P- Q)% (8.34)
So
Iy = Ineg = det(y'(a) +7*(g) +7°(€)). (8.35)

This reduction from N = 8 to A/ = 4 corresponds to a reduction from the imaginary octonions of

to the imaginary quaternions of This suggest that I, of may be written as Cayley’s
hyperdeterminant over the imaginary quaternions, and this is indeed the case, as shown in
From a stringy point of view, this subsector describes just the NS-NS charges.

A different subsector which excludes Alice is obtained by keeping just the (1,32) in , This is
described by just those four lines not passing through A in the Fano plane or the bedf quadrangle in the
dual Fano plane. From a stringy point of view, this subsector describes just the R-R charges.

(1,32) = (BCE)+ (CDF)+ (DEG) + (FGB)=b+c+d+ f, (8.36)
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and the corresponding quartic invariant, Iy, reduces to the singlet in (1,32) x (1,32) x (1,32) x (1,32)
I~ b 4t dh 4 2002 + Ad? 4 dPe? + AP+ A+ f26%] + 8bedf. (8.37)

This is does not correspond to any A' = 4 black hole but rather to an A' = 8 black hole with only the R-R
charges switched on.
For N' = 2, as may be seen from , we only have the [SL(2)]? subgroup of the STU model where
there are only 8 states
W) = aapp|ABD). (8.38)

This is described by just the ABD line in the Fano plane or the a vertex in the dual Fano plane. This is
simply the usual tripartite entanglement, for which

(2,2,2) = (ABD) = a, (8.39)
and the corresponding quartic invariant
Iy ~ a*, (8.40)
is just Cayley’s hyperdeterminant
I, = —Deta. (8.41)

8.6. E7 as an O-graded algebra

As we have seen, the seven qubit interpretation relies on the decomposition of the 56 under Er7) D
[SL(2)]” and the Fano plane [6,[7]. Independently, similar observations were being made in pure mathematics,
namely the remarkable fact that Fr has a natural structure of an O-graded algebra, compatible with its
action on the minimal 56-dimensional representation [28] 29].

Consider the points

1€{1,2,3,4,5,6,7}, (8.42)
and lines
1 € {124,235,346,457,561,672, 713} (8.43)

of the Fano plane and attach to each line a two-dimensional vector space A;. Then we may describe the

algebra of E7 and the 56 as
er = %1 sl(A)eo © Dy <7 [®i¢l Al e,

(8.44)
56 = @1957 [®i€l Al] €i-
Alternatively, consider the complementary quadrangles of the Fano plane
I € {3457,4561,5672,6713,7124,1235,2346}, (8.45)
then
er = X1_18l(A;) @ @ A @A @ AL® AL (8.46)

(ijkl)el

The same formulae hold good if we go to the dual Fano plane by swapping the roles of points and lines.
Note that there is a quaternionic analogue of this construction where, instead of the Fano plane, we
consider just three of its lines. This describes the A/ = 4 subsector discussed above.
We shall return to (8.46) in [section 10.2.1}
In fact, a similar construction applies to the algebra of Eg [2§]:

es = X[_sl(A) @ P Ai®A; A A, (8.47)
(ijkl)ET
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where I now runs over the 14 quadruples
I € {3457,4561,5672,6713,7124,1235,2346,0124, 0235, 0346, 0457, 0561,0672,0713}, (8.48)

or their duals appearing in

There is a difference, however, since the fundamental 248 of Fg is also the adjoint. So the 224-dimensional
Hilbert space describing the 4-way entanglement of 8-qubits does not transform as a linear representation of
Eg but rather as a nonlinear realisation, namely as the coset Eg/[SL(2)]®. Lacking at the moment a good
application of this coset construction within quantum information theory, we relegate it to Appendix B.

8.7. Classification of N = 8 black holes and seven-qubit states
In the NV = 8 theory, “large” and “small” black holes are classified by the sign of I4:

Iy >0, (8.49a)
Iy =0, (8.49D)
I, < 0. (8.49¢)

Once again, non-zero I, corresponds to large black holes, which are BPS for I, > 0 and non-BPS for I, < 0,
and vanishing I corresponds to small black holes. However, in contrast to N/ = 2, case (8.49a)) requires that
only 1/8 of the supersymmetry is preserved, while we may have 1/8, 1/4 or 1/2 for case (8.49b)).

The large black hole solutions can be found [177] by solving the N' = 8 classical attractor equations [12§]
when at the attractor value the Z4p matrix, in normal form, becomes

Ze 0 0 O
0 0 0 O
ZaB = 0 00 ol (8.50)
0 0 0 O
for positive Iy and
e 0 0 0
_ in/4 0 ¢ 00
Zap =€ Z| 00 & 0 (8.51)
0 0 0 ¢

for negative Iy. These matrices exhibit the maximal compact symmetries SU(6) x SU(2) and USp(8) for
the positive and negative I, respectively.
If the phase in (8.7)) vanishes (which is the case if the configuration preserves at least 1/4 supersymmetry

[157]), I, of (8.7) becomes

I, = 51598354, (8.52)
where s; are given by the p; of
51 =p1+ p2+ p3+ pa,
Sg = p1+ p2 — P3 — P4,
83 = p1— p2 + p3 — pa,
S4 = p1— P2 — P3+ P4,

(8.53)

and we order the s; so that s1 > so > s3 > |s4|. The charge orbits [30], 157, [I78] for the black holes depend
on the number of unbroken supersymmetries or the number of vanishing eigenvalues as in

For N' = 8, as for N' = 2, the large black holes correspond to the two classes of GHZ-type (entangled)
states and small black holes to the separable or W class. As we shall describe in one way
of obtaining such states is to go the canonical basis where the Cartan invariant reduces to Cayley’s
hyperdeterminant. Then the A-B-C, A-BC, W and GHZ states are just those of the STU model whose

black hole interpretation was given already in The result is shown in Note, however,
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Orbit $1 S9 S3 S4 n Black hole SUSY

[SL2)]3/([SO(L D xR?) >0 0 0 0 0 small 1/2
[SL(2)]3/(0(2,1) x R) >0 >0 0 0 0 small 1/2
[SL(2)]3/R >0 >0 >0 0 0 small 1/2
[SL(2)]3/[U(1)]? >0 >0 >0 >0 >0 large 1/2
[SL(2)]3/[U(1)]? >0 >0 >0 <0 <0 large 0(Z=0)
[SL(2)]3/[SO(1, 1)) >0 >0 >0 <0 <0 large 0(Z+#0)

Table 15: Classification of D = 4, N'= 2 STU black holes, see [section 6.1] The values of I4 and the eigenvalues s; distinguish
the different charge orbits. Here, small black holes have a vanishing horizon.

Orbit S1 So S3 S4 n Black hole SUSY
E77y/(Eg(6) ¥ R?7) >0 0 0 0 0 small 1/2
Er7)/(0(5,6) x R#? xR) >0 >0 0 0 0 small 1/4
Er(7)/(Fiay x R?) >0 >0 >0 0 0 small 1/8
Er7y/Eg(2) >0 >0 >0 >0 >0 large 1/8
E71y/ Ee(2) >0 >0 >0 <0 <0 large 0
E7(7y/Eg6) >0 >0 >0 <0 <0 large 0

Table 16: Classification of D = 4, N = 8 black holes. The distinct charge orbits are determined by the number of non-vanishing
eigenvalues and Iy, as well as the number of preserved supersymmetries.

that by embedding the STU model in the A" = 8 theory, we obtain finer supersymmetry and charge orbit
correspondences than those of the N'= 2 STU theory of The orbits for the large N/ = 2 black
holes were previously found in [30, [I50]; those of the small black holes are new. The corresponding SLOCC
orbits may be found in [I7].

Alternatively, having succeeded in writing the Cartan invariant in terms of a,b, ¢, d, e, f,g in we
can now look for maximally entangled states in the N' = 4 subsector and the full N' = 8 theory. Let us first
recall the normalised GHZ state in the /' = 2 subsector

|U) = % (]111) 4+ ]000)) . (8.54)

It is obviously entangled since if Alice measures 0, Bob and Charlie must also measure 0. This is confirmed
by calculating the 3-tangle

1y 2(apag — asay) apa7 — asas + G1ag — A30G4
v (a) B (aoa7 — ag0as5 —+ a1 — 304 2((110,7 — (130,5) ’ (855)
and
ap =ar = s, (8.56)
SO
1 0 3
v (a) = <1 5) ; (8.57)
2
Moreover it is maximally entangled since
T =4|dety,| = 1. (8.58)
Now consider the A/ = 4 subsector state with
a0=a7=€0=€7=90=g7=%7 (8-59)
1 2 3 0 §tsTs
_ 67616
RCRSEURESCE CUR UL A} (5.60)
7 = 4] det(v'(a) +7*(9) +7°(e))| = 1, (8.61)
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also. Going to the full /' = 8 sector, consider

a0:a7:b0:b7:co207=do=d7=€0=€7Zf0=f7=90=g7:\/%, (862)
we find 7 non-vanishing contributions of the a* type, and 21 of the a?b? type while the abce type terms all
vanish. Hence 7 = 1 once more. Another example involving the abce terms is to keep

a7 = a1 — a2 — A4 — \/%78’ (863)
and similarly for b, ¢, d, e, f, g when we again find 7 = 1. The choice
a7 = gl = bl = dl = % (864)

involves only the agbd term and also yields 7 = 1.

8.8. Seven qutrit interpretation
We note that the 56-dimensional Hilbert space given in is not a subspace of the usual

27-dimensional seven-qubit Hilbert space given by (2,2,2,2,2,2,2), but rather a direct sum of seven 23-
dimensional three-qubit Hilbert spaces (2,2, 2):
(2,2,1,2,1,1,1)
+(1,2,2,1,2,1,1)
+(1,1,2,2,1,2,1)
+(1,1,1,2,2,1,2) (8.65)
+(2,1,1,1,2,2,1)
+(1,2,1,1,1,2,2)
+(2,1,2,1,1,1,2).

This raises an ambiguity about the terminology tripartite entanglement of seven qubits. The state corre-
sponding to the usual 27-dimensional seven-qubit Hilbert space (2,2,2,2,2,2,2) is

|\I/> = LLABCDEFG|ABCDEFG>, (866)
and one meaning of tripartite entanglement, ABD say, would be that given by the reduced density matrix

papp = Troprc|¥)(¥|. (8.67)

So it is important to note that this is clearly different from the meaning we have adopted for seven qubits
elsewhere in this Report.
The doublets in (8.65]) are interpreted as qubits, but what about the singlets? A natural explanation for
the origin of the singlets is to embed each two-valued qubit in a three-valued qutrit and note that under
SL(3) — SL(2) (8.68)
we have

3241 (8.69)

The seven qutrit system (Alice, Bob, Charlie, Daisy, Emma, Fred and George) is described by the state

V) = ajpepppgl ABODEFG), (8.70)

OfSL( )AXSL( )B XSL( )CXSL( )D XSL( )EXSL( )FXSLA( ) Under

SL(3)a x SL(3)p x SL(3)c x SL(3)p x SL(3)g x SL(3)r x SL(3)¢
D) SL(Q)A X SL(Q)B X SL(Q)C X SL(2)D X SL(2)E X SL(2)F X SL(Q)G
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we have

(3,3,3,3,3,3,3) —

1 term like (2,2,2

+ 7 terms like (2,2,2
+ 21 terms like (2,2,2
+ 35 terms like (2,2,2,
(2,2,2

(2,2,1

(2,1,1

(1,1,1

+ 35 terms like
+ 21 terms like
+ 7 terms like
+ 1 term like

HHRREHENNNDN
=N NN

e e e NN
e = )

— — e S —

b

which contains (8.65)) as a subspace. Denoting doublets by A = 0,1 and singlets by e, we have

|W)56 =

GABeDess|ABeDe e o)
+ b-BCoEoo|.BC.E..>
+ CQQC’D-F0|‘.OD.F’>
+doooDEoG|...DE.G>
+ erooEFo|A. L4 .EF.>
+ foBoooFG|.B. o .FG>
+ ngCoooG|A.C...G>7

(8.72)

(8.73)

which we abbreviate by So the Fano plane entanglement we have described fits within
conventional quantum information theory, but we have discovered a hidden E7; symmetry of this special
56-dimensional subspace.

In the notation A = 0,1, 2 the 56 states are

0020222)
12002022)
2200202)
2220020)
0222002)
12022200)
0202220)

10021222
12002122
12200212
12220021
10222012
12022201
10202221

)
)
)
)
)
)
)

0120222)
12012022)
2201202)
2220120)
0222102)
12022210)
10212220)

0121222)  |1020222)  |1021222)
12012122)  [2102022) |2102122)
12201212)  [2210202) |2210212)
12220121)  |2221020) [2221021)
0222112)  |1222002) |1222012)
12022211)  |2122200)  |2122201)
0212221)  |1202220)  |1202221)

1120222)
12112022)
2211202)
2221120)
1222102)
12122210)
1212220)

|1121222)
2112122)
|2211212)
|2221121)
|1222112)
|2122211)

)

[1212221).

(8.74)

To get a flavour of the qutrit entanglement, we restrict to generalisations of |000) + |111) GHZ states

and get

Suitably normalised, this generalised GHZ state yields Cartan 7 = 1 and is maximally entangled.

Suppose Alice measures 0:

0020222)  |1121222)
12002022)  |2112122)
2200202)  |2211212)
2220020)  |2221121)
0222002)  |1222112)
12022200)  |2122211)
0202220)  |1212221).

10020222)
10222002)
10202220,

(which incidentally reduces to the a, e, g subsector) then Bob can measure 0:

10020222),
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in which case Charlie, Daisy, Emma, Fred and George can only measure 2,0,2,2,2, respectively or Bob can
measure 2

0202220), (879)
then Charlie can measure 0:

|0202220), (8.79)
or 2:

|0222002), (8.80)

and so on. We may tabulate the various possibilities as in

A B C D E F G
0 0 2 0 2 2 2
2 0 2 2 2 0

2 2 0 0 2

1 1 2 1 2 2 2
1 2 2 2 1

2 2 1 1 2

2 0 0 2 0 2 2
2 2 2 0 0

1 1 2 1 2 2

1 2 1 2 2

2 0 0 2 0 2

1 1 2 1 2

2 0 0 2 0

1 1 2 1

Table 17: The possible sequential results of measurement on the seven qubits starting from the 56 states of (8.74)).
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9. BLACK HOLES AND THE FREUDENTHAL TRIPLE SYSTEM

For the A/ = 8 black hole entropy interpretation, we considered Iy in a form exhibiting manifest SO(8)
symmetry, the 56 charges lying in what we refer to as the Cartan basis, that is, the pair of 8 x 8 antisymmetric
matrices, 2!/ and y;;. For the QI interpretation, we also considered I, as a quartic polynomial in the 56
coefficients specifying the special seven-qubit state with manifest [SL(2)]” symmetry. We shall refer
to this representation as the Fano basis. There is actually a third possible representation of the 56 charges,
the Freudenthal triple system (FTS) [179] [180, 165} 181l [182], which we investigate now.

It is well known that the FTS may be used as a representation of the black hole charge vector space
of NV = 8 supergravity in D = 4 [30]. Indeed, for N = 8 supergravity in D = 5 there is a one-to-one
correspondence between the black hole charge vector space and the cubic Jordan algebra of 3 x 3 hermitian
matrices defined over the split octonions, which forms a representation of the fundamental 27 of Eg), the
U-duality group in this case. Reducing down to D = 4 the black hole charge vector space is given by the
FTS defined over the D = 5 Jordan algebra which forms a representation of the fundamental 56 of E7 (7).
We shall refer to this representation as the Freudenthal basis, which will facilitate a better understanding
of the E7(7) invariant entanglement and its relationship with the black hole charges and entropy.

Interestingly, the N' = 2 STU model may also be considered from this point of view, giving a different
picture of the results already presented, on both the black hole and QI sides of the equation [I7].

The Jordan algebra approach presents a possible alternative interpretation of the black hole/qutrit
correspondence in D = 5, considered in allowing one to extend the analogy to D = 6. This
alternative is inspired by the observation that the AN/ = 2 “Magic” supergravity models are themselves
intimately related to division algebras, Jordan algebras and the FTS [183] 184 [I85] 157 B0]. However, let
us postpone these considerations for the moment (we will return to them in [section 10.3| and [section 13.3))
while we introduce the necessary material and make some observations concerning the properties of the
black hole entropy and qubit entanglement from this FTS perspective.

9.1. Composition algebras

The Jordan algebras of particular importance to supergravity are, for the most part, conveniently de-
scribed in terms of Hermitian matrices defined over certain composition algebras. An algebra A, which
need not be associative, defined over a ground field I, is said to be composition if it comes equipped with
a non-degenerate quadratic norm, n : A — I, satisfying,

n(yz) = n(z)n(y) Ve, y € A. (9.1)

All such algebras are alternative, %y = z(zy) and (zy)z = x(yz) for all z,y € A [I86]. Note, the associator,
defined as [z,y, 2] = (zy)z — z(yz) in direct analogy with the commutator, is an alternating function of its
arguments precisely when A is alternative.

An algebra is said to be division if it contains no zero divisors, that is,

xy=0 = x=0 or y=0. (9.2)

This condition holds for any composition algebra with positive definite norm, in which case it is referred to
as a nicely normed division algebra. The only four possible nicely normed division algebras are R, C, H and
O, a celebrated result due to Hurwitz [I87, [165], cf. The norm in each of these cases is given by
n(x) = x, where the involution * —  is just given by complex conjugation. We shall also be concerned
with their split cousins, C*, H® and O®, which have a split signature norm. Consequently, the norm is not
positive definite and, while still composition, it is no longer division.

9.2. Jordan algebras

Jordan algebras were originally introduced in [I88] as a possible generalisation of the orthodox formula-
tion of quantum mechanics in the hope of addressing certain difficulties in fundamental physics, particularly
in the relativistic regime. We will come to the Jordan formulation of quantum mechanics in
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However, they are interesting objects in their own right and an expansive literature on the subject has
developed over the years. See [I89, [190] for a comprehensive account. Their intimate relationship with the
exceptional Lie groups is of central importance in their applications to string theory and supergravity.

A vector space, defined over a ground field IF, equipped with a bilinear product satisfying,

Toy=you; z?o(zoy)=xzo0(z?oy) Ve,y € 3, (9.3)

is a Jordan algebra J. An obvious example is given by the set of real matrices with Jordan product defined
asroy = %(xy + yx). More generally, this definition of the Jordan product may be used to construct a
Jordan algebra starting from any associative algebra.

Any algebra is said to be formally real if,

4y +22 . =0 = r=y=z=..=0. (9-4)

Assuming that a given Jordan algebra is formally real it can be shown that the Jordan identity (9.3) is
equivalent to power associativity [179],
"oz = (M), (9.5)

This is significant when considering the application of Jordan algebras to quantum mechanics providing
some physical motivation for the Jordan identity as will be discussed in

The full classification of all formally real Jordan algebras was completed in [I79]. There are four infinite
sequences of simple Jordan algebras and one exceptional case. (A Jordan algebra is simple if it contains
no proper ideals. All Jordan algebras may be decomposed into a direct sum of simple Jordan algebras.)
Three of the infinite sequences are given by the sets J2 of n x n Hermitian matrices defined over the
three associative division algebras, A = R, C or H. The Jordan product in these cases is simply given by
roy = %(my + yx), where zy denotes conventional matrix multiplication. The fourth is given by R @ Q,,
where Q,, is a n-dimensional real vector space. The one exceptional simple Jordan algebra is given by J9,
the set of 3 x 3 Hermitian matrices defined over the octonions.

However, we will generally be concerned with the larger class of cubic Jordan algebras which need not
be formally real. For example, JéDS, the set of 3 x 3 Hermitian matrices defined over the split octonions, is
not formally real but none the less underpins N' = 8 supergravity.

9.3. The Freudenthal-Springer-Tits construction of cubic Jordan algebras

In [191], [I81] it was shown how to construct a cubic Jordan algebra from any vector space equipped
with a cubic form satisfying certain conditions described below. We sketch this construction here, following
closely the conventions of [I82].

Let V' be a vector space, defined over a ground field IF, equipped with both a cubic norm, N : V — F,
satisfying N(Az) = AM3N(z), VA € F,x € V, and a base point ¢ € V such that N(c) = 1. If N(xz,y,2),
referred to as the full linearisation of N, defined by

N(z,y,z) = %(N(ererz) —~N(z+y)—N(@+2)—N@y+2)+N(@)+ N(y) + N(2)) (9.6)
is trilinear then one may define the following four maps,
1. The trace,
Tr:V —F, Tr(z)=3N(cczx), (9.7a)
2. A quadratic map,
S:V—-T, S(x)=3N(z,z,c), (9.7b)
3. A bilinear map,
S:VxV—->TF, S(x,y) =6N(x,y,c), (9.7¢)
4. A trace bilinear form,
Tr:VxV->F, Tr(ey) =Te(z) Tr(y) — S(z,y). (9.7d)
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N is said to be Jordan cubic if,

1. The trace bilinear form (9.7d)) is non-degenerate.
2. The quadratic adjoint map, #: J — J, uniquely defined by Tr(z#,y) = 3N (x, z,y), satisfies

(™)# = N(z)z, Vo € J. (9.8)

A cubic Jordan algebra with multiplicative identity 1 = ¢ may be derived from any such vector space
with a Jordan cubic form by defining the Jordan product,

rxoy= %(m x y+ Tr(z)y + Tr(y)z — S(:v,y)]l)7 (9.9)
where, X y is the linearisation of the quadratic adjoint,
rxy=(zx+y)¥ —a? —y* (9.10)

There are three groups, of particular importance, related to cubic Jordan algebras. The set of automor-
phisms, Aut(J), is composed of all linear transformations on J that preserve the Jordan product,

zoy=z = g(z)og(y) =g(2), Vg€ Aut(J). (9.11)

The Lie algebra of Aut(J) is given by the set of derivations, Der(J), that is, all linear maps D : J — J
satisfying the Leibniz rule,
D(zoy)=D(z)oy+xoD(y). (9.12)

The structure group, Str(J), is composed of all linear bijections on J that leave the cubic norm N invariant
up to a fixed scalar factor,
N(g(z)) = AN(x), Vg€ Str(J). (9.13)

Finally, the reduced structure group Stro(J) leaves the cubic norm invariant and therefore consists of those
elements in Str(J) for which A = 1 [192]. The U-duality group of any D = 5 supergravity with charge
representation J is given by Stro(J) [I83]. Further, the scalar fields of these theories parameterise the
symmetric coset spaces Stro(J)/ Aut(J) and the U-duality charge vector orbits are given by Stro(J)/H,
where H is some subgroup of Aut(J) [30].

The usual concept of matrix rank may be generalised to cubic Jordan algebras and is invariant under
both Str(J) and Stro(J) [193] [182]. Explicitly, for any element x € J we have,

Rankz =3 iff N(x)#0,
Rankz =2 iff N(z)=0 and 2% #0,

Rankz =1 iff 27 =0 and 2 #0,
Rankz =0 iff 2 =0.

(9.14)

Note, when using the alternative interpretation described in these classifications correspond
directly to the different classes of entanglement of two qutrits under SLOCC, as shown in since one
may consider the reduced density matrices, p4 and pp, as element of Jg.

9.4. D =5 black strings/holes and Jordan algebras

The elements of the cubic Jordan algebras J? of degree three are 3 x 3 hermitian real A matrices:

1
p P, Ps

Js(P)=|P, p* P.|, where p'e€R and P,., €A, (9.15)
P, P p?
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where A is one of the normed division algebras, R, C,H, O or the split composition algebras, C*, H®, O°.
For two elements X and Y in J2* the Jordan product is given by X oY = %(XY +YX), where XY is just
the conventional matrix product. The bilinear trace form and quadratic adjoint are given respectively by,

Tr(X,Y) =Tr(X oY), (9.16)
and
X#* = X? — (X)X + 3[(tr X)? — tr(X?)]1. (9.17)

The cubic norm N(J3(P)) is given by the appropriate generalisation of the standard matrix determinant,

N = p1p2p3 - (plpsﬁs +p2pcpc JFPSPUPU) + PsPcPv + Fsﬁc?v = IS(P)a (918)

which just reduces to the conventional determinant definition when A = R, C.

The elements J3(P) € J4* transform as the (3dim A + 3) dimensional representation of the norm pre-
serving group, Stro(J3) = SL(3,A). For A =R,C,H,0 (dim A = 1,2,4,8, respectively) J5* transforms
as the 6, 9, 15, 27 of SL(3,R), SL(3,C), SU*(6), Eg—26), respectively. These are the symmetries of
the magic N' = 2, D = 5 supergravities [185] [183], [184] and the magnetic black string charges fall into the
corresponding representations. The octonionic case corresponds to the decomposition

EG(—QG) D SO(S), (919)
under which
27 —-1+1+1+8,+ 8.+ 8, (9.20)

where p!, p?, p3 are the singlets and P;, P, P, are the 8, 8¢, 8,. The octonions may be written

P? = Pg? + Piel + Pzeg =+ PI363 =+ P§€4 + P1565 =+ Pfeﬁ + PI7677 (921)
with norm
P*P" =P 4 p? 4 p2? 4 p3* 4 pA® 4 ppt g ps?t oy pTe (9.22)

The N = 8 case then also follows [30] by using the split octonions in J4', in which case Stro(J9") = Es ),
the A/ = 8 U-duality group. The split octonions have norm

P*P" =pY% 4 pl? 4 p2? 4 p3? _pi?_ps?_ ps?_ pT? (9.23)
There we have
Ege) D SO(4,4), (9.24)
under which
27 —-1+4+1+1+ 85+ 8+ 8. (9.25)

In all cases the black string entropy is
S = n/[L(P)], (9.26)

where I3(P) is the cubic invariant N(J5(P)) as given in (9.18).
For the electric black holes, we have the conjugate Jordan matrix

Q1 Qv @s
BQ)=(Q, @ Q). (9.27)
Qs Qc q3

and the entropy is

S =mV|(Q)]. (9.28)
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9.4.1. U-duality orbits and Jordan algebras

Any element J3(P) € J3, for A = R, C, H, O, may be diagonalised using a Aut(.J5*) transformation. In
the exceptional octonionic case this corresponds to a Fy transformation, as was shown explicitly in [194].
When A = C this operation is related to the Schmidt decomposition of a two-qutrit system. For a detailed
discussion of the D = 5 magic supergravity charge orbits see [30]. For the N' = 8 case FEg(6) acts transitively
on the classes of elements of rank 1 or 2 (| - the small black holes. For large black holes, those with
non-vanishing entropy corresponding to rank 4 elements of J , Eg6) acts transitively on elements of a
given entropy (cubic norm) I3 [T93, 182]. Any element J3(P) € J9  may be diagonalised using a Fjy4
transformation [194] and the representative elements of each of the orbits [30] may be chosen as in
(where k = I3 # 0). These will appear as the charge orbits of in the conventional black hole/qutrit

Rank Rep Orbit
0 diag(0, 0, 0) {0}
1 diag(1,0,0) Eo6)/(0(5,5) x R')
2 diag(1,1,0) Ese)/(0(5,4) x R16)
3 diag(1,1, k) Es6)/ Faa)

Table 18: Orbit representatives of (D = 5, N' = 8), see[Table 33|for details. Each orbit is specified by a Jordan algebra element
of a given rank.

correspondence. When making the alternative two-qutrit comparison of the rank corresponds
to the Schmidt number of the reduced density matrix [102].
In the quantum theory the black hole charges become integer valued and, consequently, the relevant

space is the set of 3 x 3 Hermitian matrices defined over the integral split octonions J3 . The U-duality
is broken to Eg()(Z), the norm preserving group in the integral case. It was suggested in [195] that any
charge vector, with non-vanishing cubic norm, in the integral theory could be brought in to the standard
form originally used in [43]. This amounts to the diagonalisability of 3 x 3 Hermitian matrices defined

over the integral split octonions. It was shown in [I96] that an arbitrary J3(P) in Jf 2 is equivalent, under
Eg6)(Z), to an element of the form,

J3(P) = diag(p',p*,p%),  p'>0€Z, (9.29)

where p?[p(t1D and all zeros on the diagonal appear in the lower right corner. Interestingly, unlike the
continuous case, valid in the low energy effective field theory approximation, Eg)(Z) acts transitively on
elements of cubic norm n if and only if n is squarefree [I82]. Otherwise said, there exist distinct black hole
configurations with the same entropy that are not related by the discrete U-duality group.

9.5. The Freudenthal triple system

Dimensionally reducing from five to four dimensions the black hole charge configurations of N' = 8
supergravity may be represented using the FTS; originally introduced in [I80], defined over the corresponding
D = 5 Jordan algebra. Following the conventions of [I92] [I82], a FTS may always be constructed from a
cubic Jordan algebra J as follows. Given a cubic Jordan algebra J over R define the vector space M (J),

MI=ROR®IDJ. (9.30)

An arbitrary element z € 9U(J) may be written as a “2 x 2 matrix”,

T = (; )ﬂ(> where o, 3 € R and X,Y € 3. (9.31)

The bilinear antisymmetric quadratic form {x,y} is defined as,

{z,y} = ad — By +Te(X, Z) — Tr(Y, W), (9.32)
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where,

= (5 %) =3 %) (9.33)

and the trace bilinear form (9.7d) is defined as on J. The quartic norm is given by,
q(z) = —2[aB — Tr(X,Y))* = 8[aN(X) + BN(Y) — Tr(X#,Y#)), (9.34)

where all the necessary definitions are inherited from the underlying Jordan algebra J. A symmetric four-
linear form, ¢(z,y,w, z), is obtained by linearising so that ¢(z,z,z,z) = q(z). The non-degeneracy
of both ¢(z,y,w, z) and {z,y} allows one to uniquely define a trilinear map, the triple product, T : IM(F) %
M(3) x M(3) — M(J), by [192],

{T(xvva)vz} =q(z,y,w, 2). (9.35)

~

The automorphism group Aut(9M(J)) is given by the set of all transformations which leave both {z,y}
and q(z,y,w, z) invariant. When J is either R® Q,, or J&* the set of transformations Aut(9(J)) forms a Lie
group, and M(J) a corresponding irreducible representation as described in[Table 19] When A = R, C,H, O

3 dim J Aut(M(3)) dim 9M(J)
ROR®R 3 [SL(2,R))? 8
R®Qn 1+n SL(2,R) x SO(2,n) 2n + 4
JR 6 Cy 14
J& 9 As 20
Ju® 15 Ds 32
Jo 27 Er 56

Table 19: The Lie group and the dimension of its representation given by the Freudenthal construction defined over the cubic
Jordan algebra J.

and J = J3*, the group Aut(9(J)) is generated by the following three maps [192]:

s (; )g’) - (a +L2) L (79 4 5N(D) X BBZ) | 0360
v(Z): (10; );f) ~ (Y Coz B4 ()g(;)i ?Y,ZZ;?iiN(ZQ ) (9.36D)
T(s) : @ g) . (83_11(‘;‘,) S;?) . (9.36¢)

where s € Str(J) and s* is its adjoint defined with respect to the trace bilinear form, Tr(X,s(Y)) =
Tr(s*(X),Y).
The rank of an element z € M(JF) may be uniquely defined using the relations [182],

Rankz =4 iff g¢(z) #0,
Rankz <3 iff ¢(z)=0
Rankz <2 iff T(x,z,z) =0, (9.37)
Rankz <1 iff 37(z,z,y) + {z,y}z =0, Yy € M(J),
Rankz =0 iff = =0.

The rank, defined in this manner, is invariant under Aut(9(J)). Further, when J = J& for A = C*, H*, 0%,
Aut(M(J)) acts transitively on the sets of elements of rank 1, 2 or 3 and on elements of a given norm ¢ in
the rank 4 case. These orbits union z = 0 partition the whole space 9(J35") [182)].
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9.6. D =4 black holes and Freudenthal triples

In D = 4 the black hole charges may be described by the Freudenthal triple system [30] realised as 2 x 2
“matrices”

F(p,q) = ( Ja_(ch) J3p(op )> ; (9.38)

where p® and ¢y are real numbers that correspond to the graviphoton charges appearing after dimensional
reduction from D = 5. The magic N' = 2,D = 4, given by J = J, A =R, C,H, O, supergravities
have symmetries Sp(6,R), SU(3,3), SO*(12), and E;(_s5) respectively, while the N' = 8 case, given by
A = 07, has E7¢). The charge representations have dimensions (6dim A + 8) and correspond to the
threefold antisymmetric traceless tensor (14’) of Sp(6, R), the threefold antisymmetric self-dual tensor (20)
of SU(3,3), the chiral spinor (32) of SO*(12) and the fundamental (56) of E7(_s5) or E7(7) as indicated in

The real case corresponds to the decomposition
Sp(6,R) D SL(3,R), (9.39)

under which

14—-1+1+6+6, (9.40)
where p° qo are the singlets and J3(P), J3(Q) are the 6, 6’. The complex case corresponds to the decompo-
sition

SU(3,3) D SL(3,C), (9.41)
under which
200 -1+1+9+9". (9.42)

The quaternionic case corresponds to the decomposition

SO*(12) D SU*(6), (9.43)
under which
32 -1+1+15+15. (9.44)

The octonionic case corresponds to the decomposition

Er(—25) D Eg(-26), (9.45)
under which
56 — 1+ 1+ 27+ 27", (9.46)

The N = 8 case then also follows [30] by using E7(7) and the split octonions in (9.15) and (9.38). We have

Er(7) D Eg(6), (9.47)
under which
56 — 1+1+ 27+ 27" (9.48)

Finally, the N' = 2 STU model is given by J = R&R &R, in which case the black hole charge representation
has dimension 8 and transforms as the (2,2,2) of [SL(2, R)]3.

In all cases the black hole entropy is
S=m |I4‘7 (949)

where I, is Cartan’s quartic invariant given by half the quartic norm ({9.34)),

L, P g0, Q) = — [P0 + tr(Js(P) o J5(Q))]

+4 [0 5(Q) + a0 s(P) + tr(Js* (P) 0 15#(Q)]
()

(9.50)



Note that (9.50) implies that in the quantum theory with integral charges I, is itself an integer, I, = 4n or
4n + 1 where n is an integelﬂ Explicitly we have

L=~ [pa+ 20 Q)+ (P Q)+ (P Qo) ||
+4 [ — P 04203 + @op' PP’ + (') (0% q2) + (P' 1) (P*a3) + (PP as) (P q2)
— (' —1°43)Qv”° — (@201 + °q0) P
= (°P* = P°0)Qc” — (q203 + p'q0) P>
- (P1p3 - pO(J2)Q52 — (193 +p2qo)Ps2
— 2p"R(QuQ:sQc) — 2q0R(PePPy)

+ P,%Q,° + P2Qs° + P.2Q.2

(9.51)

+(PsPe = p°Py)(QeQs — 43Q,) + (Q,Q, — 43Qu) (PePs — p°Py)

+(PsPe = p°Po)(QeQs — 03Q,) + (Q,Qc — 13Qu) (PePs — p°Py)

+(PsPe = p*P,)(QeQs — 43Q,) + (Q,Q, — 43Qu)(P-Ps — p°Py) |
where P - Q = 1(PQ + QP) and P? = PP.

9.6.1. N =2 STU subsectors

The STU model may, in addition to the realisation using J = R @& R @ R, be obtained as a consistent
truncation of the full N' = 8 theory. This corresponds to the simple case where we put Ps, ¢, Qsv,c all to
zero, then

(=0 Js3(pY)
FrQ = (0 ). (9.52)
where
Js3(p") = diag(p', p*, p°), J3(q:) = diag(q1, g2, g3)- (9.53)
In this case,
I;(P) = p'p*p?, I3(Q) = q19243, (9.54)
and
Js#(P) = diag(p*p®, p'p*, p'p?), Js*(Q) = diag(q2q3, 4143, 11 ¢2), (9.55)
and I, becomes
Ii=—p 0’ +4(@0'q)(P°e) + (0" a))(PPas) + (PPas) (p°q2)) — 4P qraeas + daop' p*p°. (9.56)

If we make the identifications ((6.20]), we recover Cayley’s hyperdeterminant (4.33a)). Combined with (|4.38))
we obtain the transformation between P, (@ and p, ¢:

rd [ po_ p2]

p' Qo+ Q2

p2 PS _ Pl

p3 1 _P3 _ Pl

| V2| Qo—Q2 (9.57)
a1 —_pY_ p2

q2 Q3 — Q1

K2 | — Q3 — Q1]

8S0 the square of the black hole entropy is quantised, at least to this order.
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This transformation gives us the relations:

P2 =20p°p* — P°q),
P-Q= p-q —2p'q, (9.58)
Q% =2(p'qo + ¢2q3),
hence we find

I, = P?Q*— (P-Q)?, (9.59)

which is manifestly invariant under SL(2) x SO(2,2). In the Fano basis this is equivalent to just keeping
one point of the dual Fano plane i.e. aagp.

9.6.2. The N = 4 subsectors

The next simplest case is where we keep just the s octonions. This corresponds to a consistent truncation
to the A = 4 theory. In this case,

I3(P) = p'p*p® — p' PP, I(Q) = q192a3 — 1Q: Qs (9.60)
and
p2p3 - PSPS 0 0 q243 — Qs@s 0 0
J3#(P) = 0 p'p® P, JF(Q) = 0 ag —aQs | . (9.61)
0 —p'P,  p'p? 0 ~0Q, G2

Therefore I, becomes

I = —("q0 +p'qi +2(Ps - Qs))* + 4|00 (0" p*p® — ' Ps?) — 0 (10203 — 01Q57)

(9.62)
+ (0°0° — P?)(q2q3 — Q%) + p'PPqrgs + p' 0 qrae + 20" (Ps - Q)|
where
P32 = Psﬁa
Py 'Qs = %(Psas +§5Ps)v (963)
Qs2 = QSQS-

Hence we find
-[4 = P2Q2 - (P : Q)2 - 2(P2Q52 + QQPSQ) + 4(P52Q82 - P- QP2 : Qs - (Ps : Qs)2)~ (964)
So if we identify

Py = J5(P}, P}, P}, P[P}, P}, P}°, P[), (9.65)
and
Q . L( 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 Qll) (9 66)
s—ﬁ S WS WS) WS) WS) WS XS I XS ) :
then
Ii=PQ* (P Q) (9.67)

where the indices now run over 0,...,11, which is manifestly invariant under SL(2) x SO(2,10) or SL(2) x
S0O(6,6) according to whether we use the octonions or split octonions. In the Fano basis this is equivalent
to just keeping one line a4pp of the Fano plane. In constructing the dictionary between these bases we
shall see that this particular case is given by the line (a4pp, ccpr,dprc) defined by the common qubit D.

All-in-all there are three N' = 4 subsectors, transforming as the (2,12) of SL(2) x SO(6,6) related to
aABD, one for each line defined by the qubits A, B and D:
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1. Keeping only (p', gi; Pe, Q.):

]4 = _(Pc . QC)2
+4[(p*p® = P°01) (0203 + P'q0) — (P q — 2p* @1)* + P.2Q.> (9.68a)
— (P*p* —P°01)Qc” — (¢2a3 + p'q0) P> — (p- g — 20" q1) P - Qc].

2. Keeping only (pi, 45 Py, Qu):

I4 = *(Pv : Qv)Q
+4[(p*p" — p°a3) (0201 + PPq0) — (p-a — 20°q3)* + P,°Q,° (9.68Db)
— (P*p" =P’ 43)Q0° — (201 + PPq0) P,° — (p- ¢ — 2p°q3) Py - Qo).

3. Keeping only(p’, ¢;; Ps, Qs):

I4 = _(Ps . Qs)2
+4[(p'p* — 1°02) (0103 + P*00) — (p- ¢ — 2p°q2)* + P.2Q,° (9.68¢)
— (p'p* = 1°22)Qs”° — (q143 + P*q0) P> — (- ¢ — 2p°q2) Ps - Q.

Note, the third line of each these equations is related to one of the three equations (A.15) derived using the
transvectants of

Turning our attention now to the complementary situation in which we exclude Alice, that is we keep
only (Ps,Qs) and (P, Q) in the FTS, we find,

I, = 4[P52Q82 + P02Q02 - (Ps-Qs)2 - (Pc-Qc)2 - 2(PSQS)(PCQC)]
+HA[(PoPe)(QeQs) + (Q,Qc) (PFy)]-
This corresponds to the complementary (1,32) of SL(2) x SO(6,6). The qubit subsector is given by keeping

the 32 numbers (bpcr, ccpr,dpEa, frec). Note the absence of Alice. This is the quadrangle of the dual
Fano plane complementary to the line defined by A.

(9.69)

9.6.3. U-duality charge orbits and the FTS

The U-duality orbits of N' = 8, D = 4 supergravity were calculated in [30] and are presented in
It is not difficult to show [I82] that using the E7(7) transformations given in any non-zero charge
configuration

F(p,q) = (JS_(qé) J3p(f)> ) (9.70)
may be put in the form,
F(p,q) = ((1) Jgg@) : (9.71)

We then have that for each rank 1 to 4, as defined in , the configuration is equivalent under E7 ()
to one of the standard configurations of [182]. It was proved in [182] that Ey(7) acts transitively
on the elements of rank 1, 2, 3 and on elements of norm ¢ in the rank 4 case. Further, these orbits are
distinct and their union with the zero element gives the full charge space. Note, each rank corresponds to
a three-qubit entanglement class [I7], described in The rank 1, 2 and 3 cases are equivalent to the
separable |111), bi-partite entangled |111) + |001) and W |111) + |001) + |010) states respectively. The rank
4 case is equivalent to a GHZ [111) + |001) + |[010) + p3|100) state with unnormalised 3-tangle given
by 16|p3|.
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Rank FTS State

1 (dlag(é,0,0) diag(870’0)> |111)
2 (diag(é,0,0) diag((lfo’o)) |111) + |001)
3 (dlag((l),o,o) diag((l)’l’o)> |111) 4 |001) + |010)

Table 20: Standard charge configurations, their corresponding rank (9.37) and the equivalent three-qubit states, which belong
to distinct entanglement classes.

9.6.4. [SL(2)]® C E7 transformations
The ¢ and ¢ transformations of the Freudenthal construction may be restricted to [SL(2)]®> C E-
transformations by requiring the J transformation parameter to be diagonal. This follows directly from

their definitions ((9.36a)) and from the fact that a general three-qubit state is of the form (9.72)). The X + 32
and Y + aZ elements of (9.36a]) clearly demonstrate that only diagonal transformation parameters can
preserve the form of the J slots.

—ar —diag(al,az,a4)>

- —qo diag(p', p*,p?)
(diag(%‘, as,as) aop ' (9.72)

- <diag(q1, 2, 43) p°

In this restricted form ¢ and ¥ may be used to convert a general eight-parameter state (9.72)) to various
canonical forms. A simple example is the five-parameter state retaining only the 0, 1, 2, 4, and 7 components
of the state vector (9.73]), as considered in [103],

f diag(fa. fs, /1)
(diag(ol, 0,0) [ ) : (9.73)

This may be obtained via a single v transformation,

Y(Z) = y(diag(q1, q2,93)/q0)- (9.74)

A more complicated example is a five-parameter state retaining the 0, 4, 5, 6, 7 components [I15]. A single
1 or ¢ transformation will not suffice and instead the transformation is of the form

¥(diag(0,0,1)) o ¢(— diag(dy, d2, ds)). (9.75)
The d; are specified most compactly in the notation of [20], specifically
w;i := 3dirp’p* — p°qs,
2= [(p Lq) — 2iqi — i\/ﬁ} /(2wi), (9.76)
diji = %‘&‘ijﬂ, D := —Deta, {z',22 23} ={S,1T,U}.

Furthermore, it is instructive to consider the case of a real hyperdeterminant whose value is successively
greater than, less than, and equal to zero. See In this manner, the conversion of general to
canonical states is related explicitly to the STU model scalars.
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dq dsy ds

D=0 S T 1+ U +ivVD/ws
S +iVD/w T +ivD/w, 1+U

D <0 S T 1+ U —/|D|/ws
S — \/|D|/(-«J1 T— \/|D|/W2 1+U

D=0 S T 1+U

Table 21: Freudenthal construction transformation parameters for the conversion of a general eight-parameter state to a five-
parameter canonical form [I15]. Here S, T, and U are the complex scalars of the STU model, D is the entropy, and the w; are

defined in ((9.76]).

10. CARTAN-FANO-FREUDENTHAL DICTIONARIES

10.1. Three descriptions

The A = 8 black hole charges belong to the fundamental 56-dimensional representation of E7(7y and the
black hole entropy is given by
S =7m/|14, (10.1)

where I, is Cartan’s quartic invariant, the singlet in 56 x 56 x 56 x 56. We have seen that this invariant
also plays the role of an entanglement measure on the QI side. So we need to study its properties in some
detail.

As we have discussed, there are three descriptions of the group E7 and its quartic invariant that we will
find useful:

1. Cartan basis:
E; D SO(8),

56 — 28 + 28, (10.2)
Ii(z,y) = —tr(zy)® + L(tray)® — 4(Pfz + Pfy).

where 2/ and y;; are antisymmetric 8 x 8 matrices and Pf is the Pfaffian.
2. Freudenthal/Jordan basis

E7D E‘67

56 — 14+ 27+ 1+27,
2

L(°, P;qo, Q) = — [poqo + tr(J3(P) o J3(Q)) (10.3a)
; 4{p0J3(Q> a0 ds(P) + tr(s* (P) o Q).

where
(XY +YX), (10.3Db)
and

X# = X% — tr(X)X + 3[(tr X)? — tr(X?)]1, (10.3c)

where X is a member of Jordan algebra of degree 3.
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3. Fano basis

E; D SL(2)7, (10.4a)
56 —(2,2,1,2,1,1,1
+(1,2,2,1,2,1,1
+(1,1,2,2,1,2,1
+(1,1,1,2,2,1,2 (10.4b)
+(2,1,1,1,2,2,
+(1,2,1,1,1,2,2
+(2,1,2,1,1,1,2),

I4:a4+b4+c4+d4+€4+f4+g4

)
)
)
)
1)
)

2[a2b2 + a2 + a?d + a2 + a2f2 + a2g?
+ 03P + DA + bPe* + b f7 + bPg
F AR+ P+ Af2 4+ g
+d2€2 + d2f2 + d292
+ e2f? + e2g?
+ fzgz}
8 [abce + bedf + cdeg + defa + efgb + fgac + gabd],

(10.4c)

where

a4 — %8141142531BQED1D4€A3A4EBgB4ED2D3

(10.4d)
X AQA1B1D1 QA3 By Dy QA3 BsDs Q@A By Dy s

etc;

2p2 AyA _B1Bs _D1D> _B>Bs C5Cs EsEs

a _25

(10.4e)
X GA,B,D1@As B2 D2 VB33 EsDBLCLE,
etc;
abce = %€A1A46BlB2602035D1D3€E2E4EF3F4 (10.48)
X QA B, D10BsCyEsCCs D3 F3CE4Fy Ay s

etc.

Black holes are more conveniently described in either the Cartan or Freudenthal bases, whereas the Fano
basis is tailored to the qubits. Hence it is important to find the three dictionaries that relate these three
descriptions. First we discuss each description in more detail.

10.2. Cartan-Fano dictionary
10.2.1. Cyclic basis
The dual Fano plane structure constants of [Table 13|define antisymmetric matrices /7 and 37 according

to the dictionary of

The 56 state vector coefficients, aagp through goac, are arranged in 2! and yrj according to the
octonionic multiplication table of the dual Fano plane, compare [Table 12| with the matrices and
(10.5b) below. This uniquely determines the rows of [Table 22|

The positions of the binary indices 111 :cl 7 and y;; are specified by the columns of [Table 22| m The first
column describes the position of 111 in 277 (and 000 in y7;). Note, the first column consists of all pairs 70,
i.e. the first row and column of '’ and y;;. To understand the structure of the remaining three columns
let us consider a specific example given by considering Alice’s qubit A. For each row in one can
form a triple ijk from the pair 70, appearing in the first column, and any one of the remaining pairs jk
in that row. We note that 715 is the unique triple common to rows aapp, egra and gaca, the subsector
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defined by the common qubit A. Then, in each case the non-trivial pair jk sits in the column labelled by the
position of the common qubit. In our example this is A. Therefore the pair 57 belonging to row aapgp sits
in the 100 column where the position of A in ABD corresponds to the position of 1 in 100 or, equivalently,
the position of 0 in 011. Similarly, 71 sits in the column labelled 001 because A is last in egp 4. Finally, 15
sits in the column labelled 010 because A is second in goac. Repeating this procedure for the remaining
six qubits, B through G, uniquely determines all the columns of This procedure may be followed
to construct the dictionary based on any octonionic basis.

! 111 010 001 100

YrJ 000 101 110 011
AABD 10 26 34 57
becE 20 37 45 61
CCDF 30 41 56 72
dpEG 40 52 67 13
EEFA 50 63 71 24
freB 60 74 12 35
gcAc 70 15 23 46

Table 22: The Cartan basis dictionary. The binary triples denote the indices on the 56 state vector coefficients, while the pairs
give positions within the {7, y;; matrices. These are the positive elements of z!/ and y; s, the remaining elements being fixed
by antisymmetry.

0 —ai;n —bin —cin —din —emnn —fiin —gin
a 0 foor  dioo —coio  goio —bioo —eoo1
b1 —foor 0 goo1 erpo —dolo  Gol0  —C100
L7 - | cm —d100  —goo1 0 apor  fioo —eo0  boio (10.5)
di11 col0 —€100 —aoo1 0 boor 9100 —fowo |’
ertr —goio  doo —fioo —boo1 0 Coo1 @100
fi11 bioo —aoi0 €00 —Ygioo —Cool 0 doo1
giir €1 €0 —boo  foro —@i0 —door 0
0  —aopoo —booo —cooo —dooo —€oo0 —JSfooo —Gooo
apoo 0 fiio doi1 —cio1 g1 —boi1  —ei1o
booo  —f110 0 gitlo  eo1r —dio1 a1 —coit
| cooo —doir  —g110 0 a0 foir —ew1  bion
7=V dooe cion —eorr —a1no 0 bito  goun —fior |’ (10.5b)
eooo  —9g101  dior —four —biio 0 c110  Qo11
fooo bo11  —a101 €101 —goir —C110 0 di10
gooo €110 co11 —bior  fior —ao1i1 —dio 0

We can summarise the dictionary by writing I = (0,i),i € {1,...,7},(a%,a’,...,a") = (0,qa,...,g) and

afyy J =0, adoo J =0,

a?IJ: CIJKaé;w ‘I—J| =3 or 4, iy = CIJKa{<O1 ‘I—J| =3 or 4, (10.6&)
crikayy | —J|=1or6, cryxaly, |I—J|=1or6,
crygaly |I—J|=2orb, crygally |I—J|=2orb.

Here we have egtended cék to ¢l by setting cip = cék whenever J(= j) and K(= k) are not equal to 0,

while defining ¢’ to be zero whenever J or K is equal to 0. Alternatively, we may use the more compact
formulation:

1J K

T =MNILCLIKQy(1,7)>

o) (10.6b)

Y17 = MLCLIKAG 1)
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where 7 is the 8-dimensional Minkowski matrix (negative signature), and ¢ and ¢ are given by

7 I=0o0rJ=0
I,J):=
o) {w— IRl else (10.60)

oI, J):=T7—¢(I,J).
It may be useful to regard the eight components of each a’ as a pair of quaternions.

An alternative way of arriving at|Table 22|is to note that each entry (i) represents the row ¢ and column
j in which the letters a,b,¢,d, e, f,g (or numbers 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7) appear with a positive sign in the matrix

of [Table 241

0 -1 -2 -3 -4 -5 -6 -7
1 0 4 7 -2 6 -5 -3
2 -4 0 5 1 -3 7 -6
3 -7 -5 0 6 2 -4 1
4 2 -1 -6 0 7 3 -5
) -6 3 -2 -7 0 1 4
6 5 -7 4 -3 -1 0 2
7 3 6 -1 ) -4 -2 0
Table 23: The numerical Fano plane multiplication table.
0 -1 -2 -3 -4 -5 -6 -7
1 0 6 4 -3 7 -2 -5
2 -6 0 7 ) -4 1 -3
3 -4 -7 0 1 6 -5 2
4 3 -5 -1 0 2 7 -6
5 -7 4 -6 -2 0 3 1
6 2 -1 5 -7 -3 0 4
7 5 3 -2 6 -1 -4 0

Table 24: The numerical dual Fano plane multiplication table.

The 8 x 8 gamma matrices 7}, in seven dimensions, which satisfy the Clifford algebra
{747} = 261, (10.7)

can be written in terms of the octonionic structure constants. The hermitian (purely imaginary and anti-
symmetric) gamma matrices in seven dimensions can then be chosen as

vig =i (c' 1y £ 61050 F 8isb10) (10.8)

where the signs are correlated.
The antisymmetric products of gamma matrices are defined as usual, with unit weight, viz.

idk o Al k] (10.9)

The antisymmetric self-dual and anti-self-dual tensors cIiJKL, (I,J,...=0,1,2,...,7) in eight dimensions
will be defined as:

ciijkl = cijk, and Cz‘ijko = %cij. (10.10)
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With the above choices of gamma matrices one finds

’V;]J = CijI1J + (5}(5?] — (52]5} + Clij5J0 + C;jéjo

S (10.11)
+ ) )
=cr5t+ 8707 — 0%567.
Note that (—iy?)7; do not form an 8 x 8 representation of the octonions;
—iy) 1k (=i ) g = =087 — Y
(=) R 3 (10.12)
= —0Y6r5 — Cijab — 5}(5?] + 63(5; F CI”6J0 + ijéjo,
which is to be compared with
ejej = —51‘]‘ + Cijk€k- (1013)
Whereas
cije(—iv") 17 = ciji(c'y; £ 618,50 F i5010)- (10.14)
Accordingly one can rewrite (10.6al) as
at;;, K =0, abey K =0,
2K = K aino |J - K| =3, Yok = —ivTE x 0301 |J - K| =3, (10.15)
apor  |J — K| =1, atyg |- K[=1,

alioo |/ — K| =2, a611 |/ — K| =2.

10.2.2. Binary basis
So far we have used the cyclic basis of to describe the octonions. However, for some purposes, it
is more convenient to use the binary basis. The addition table for the numbers 0 to 7 written in binaries is

given by or equivalently This defines the octonionic multiplication table in the binary

000 001 010 011 100 101 110 111
000 000 001 010 011 100 101 110 111
001 001 000 011 010 101 100 111 110
010 010 011 000 001 110 111 100 101
011 011 010 001 000 111 110 101 100
100 100 101 110 111 000 001 010 011
101 101 100 111 110 001 000 011 010
110 110 111 100 101 010 011 000 001
111 111 110 101 100 011 010 001 000

Table 25: Binary addition table.

basis. The non-vanishing independent components of the octonionic structure constants c;;, and their duals
Clmno are then given by [Table 27| In this basis, it follows from (8.46) that there exists a 6; ; = £1 such that
the imaginary octonions obey [28]

eie; =0, j€iyj, (10.16a)
where
0i; = —0;, (10.16b)
and
0;,50irjk = 0560548, = Ok iOkyi ;- (10.16¢)

The binary structure constants of [Table 27| define antisymmetric matrices !/ and y;; according to the

dictionary of [Table 28 namely (10.17a)) and (10.17b]). The dictionary specified in [Table 28| may be derived
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0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
0 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 1 0 3 2 5 4 7 6
2 2 3 0 1 6 7 4 )
3 3 2 1 0 7 6 ) 4
4 4 ) 6 7 0 1 2 3
5 5 4 7 6 1 0 3 2
6 6 7 4 5 2 3 0 1
7 7 6 ) 4 3 2 1 0
Table 26: The decimal version of [Table 25
i J k l m n 0
1 2 3 ) 4 7 6
2 ) 7 3 1 6 4
3 7 4 6 5} 1 2
4 1 5 2 6 3 7
5 3 6 7 2 4 1
6 4 2 1 7 5 3
7 6 1 4 3 2 5

Table 27: Structure constants c;;; read off from [Table 26| and the associator coefficients ¢jmno computed using (8.22]).

using the procedure described in Note that, in this case, corresponds precisely to
the array of 28 pairs appearing on page 28 of [2§].

0  —ai;r —bin —cnn —din —einn —fin —gin
aii 0 cioo —bioo  ewo —dioo —gio  fioo
b1 —c100 0 a0 foro  goro —doio —eo1o
L7 | an bioo  —a100 0 goor —Jfoor  eoor —doo1 (10.17a)
dii1 —ew0 —foro  —goo1 0 apto  boto  cowo |’
eir1 dioo —goto  Sfoor —aoio 0  —coo1 boo1
fiir g0 doio —eoor  —bowo oot 0 —apo1
g1 —Jfioo  eoto  door  —coio —boor  @oo1 0
0 —agoo  —booo  —cooo —dooo —€oo0 —JSfooo —gooo
apoo 0 co11 —bon1 eo11  —doi1  —9go11 fo11
booo  —co11 0 ap11 fior  gio1 —dio1 —eio1
| cooo  boir —aoi 0 g0 —fiio  eio —diio
Y7 =V dooe —eonr —frio1 —g110 0 a1 bior  cio1 |’ (10.17b)
eooo  doi1 —gior  fiio —aior 0 —co b110
fooo  gou1  dior —eio —bio 110 0  —aio
gooo —foir  ew1  dito —cio1 —bio a0 0

Kallosh and Linde have shown that in a canonical basis I, depends on 4 complex eigenvalues represented
as Cayley’s hyperdeterminant of a hypermatrix a4pp. Looking at we note that only the SO(8)
symmetry is manifest, yet it was proved in [162] and [62] that the sum of all terms in is invariant under
an SU(8) symmetry, which acts as follows

3’ xiyry) = @AY 67 £ D) (5 Fiyscr). (10.18)

The total number of parameters is 63; 28 are from the manifest SO(8) and 35 from the antisymmetric
self-dual X757 = *SI7KL. Thus one can use the SU(8) transformation of the complex matrix x// 4 iy ;
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e 111 100 010 001

yry 000 011 101 110
AABC 10 23 45 67
baBE 20 31 46 57
CAFG 30 12 47 65
dBDF 40 51 26 73
eBEG 50 14 72 36
fepa 60 17 24 53
JCEF 70 61 25 34

Table 28: The binary Cartan dictionary. As with the cyclic dictionary of the binary triples denote the indices on the
56 state vector coefficients, while the pairs give positions within the @7,y ; matrices. These are the positive elements of z!”
and ys s, the remaining elements being fixed by antisymmetry.

and bring it to the canonical form with four eigenvalues Ay, @ = 1,2, 3,4. The value of the quartic invariant

(8.2) will not change.

>
it

OO O OO Oy O
—

(@' +iyrs)can = (10.19)

SOy OO O OO
w

coocococoo
ooooé,ooo
coococoF oo
cooFoocooo
Ly oOoococooo
=

ocfoocococoo

The relation between the complex coefficients A, the parameters 2’/ and y;, the matrix aagp and the
black hole charges p' and g [3] is given by the following dictionary:

A1 = 2% +dyor = ar11 + dagoo = qo + ip”,

Ao = 22 4+ iyas = aioo + iao1 = —p° + g3, (10.20)
A3 = 2®® +iyss = —agi0 — ia101 = p° — ige, .
M = 290 +iyse = —ago1 — da110 = p' —iqy.
If we now write the quartic E7(7) Cartan invariant in the canonical basis
I, =
— (2% yo1 + 2%yas + 2%yss + 2 yer)?
+ 4(2 2B y01y03 + 2 2P yo1ya5 + 2232 yo3yas (10.21)
+ 22T yo1y67 + 222 yozyer + 272 ya5yer)
— 4(2" 2?2257 + yo1y23Ya5Y67),
then it may be compared to Cayley’s hyperdeterminant (4.33a)). We find
I = — Deta. (10.22)

The above discussion of Er 7y also applies, mutatis mutandis, to E7(C).

Evidently, this particular representation of the 56 emphasises certain aspects, such as the Fano plane
structure, which are not clear in the other representations considered (see for the an example
of how the symmetries of the Fano plane are manifested in the black hole entropy using the Fano basis).
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10.3. Freudenthal-Fano dictionary

Let us now construct the analogous dictionary relating the 56 charges in the Freudenthal basis with
the 56 state vector coefficients specifying the tripartite entanglement of seven qubits. See also [I3]. Tt is
instructive to consider the chain of group decompositions E7(7y — Eg6) — SO(4,4). Combining @D and
we have that the 56 decomposes as

56 —1+1+1+1+1+1+1+1+8;+8;.+8,+8;+8:+8,, (10.23)

under Er7y D SO(4,4).

Combining this with the STU embedding in the FTS , the decompositions and , and
the dictionary as given in (4.33al) it is clear that the 8 state vector coefficients, aapp, are associated with the
8 singlets appearing in Now, consider the subgroup containing the three copies of SL(2) associated
with the tripartite entanglement of qubits A, B and D,

E7(7) D) SL(Q)A X SL(2)B X SL(Q)D X 50(4,4), (1024)
under which,
56 — (2,2,2,1)+(2,1,1,8,) +(1,2,1,8;) + (1,1,2,8.). (10.25)

We note that qubit A transforms as doublet with the 8,. This suggests that we associate the subsector
defined by the common qubit A, namely aapp|ABD) 4 egpa|EFA) + goac|GAC), with the 8,. This is
one of the consistent N' = 4 truncations of the full A/ = 8 theory, the 24 black hole charges transforming as
a (2,12) of SL(2)4 x SO(6,6) [6]. Repeating this analysis for qubit B leads us to identify the bpcp and
frap with the 85, while considering D we identify cocpr and dpgg with the 8.

To specify more precisely the dictionary between (egra, goac) and (P, Q,), (bpcr, fras) and (Ps, Qs),
and finally, (copr,dprg) and (P, Q.), we begin by noting that the 8 charges of the STU model may be
arranged in a cube as depicted in Following [197], the cube may be partitioned into a pair of 2 x 2
matrices, (M;, N;) in three independent ways. These are given by the three possible slicings of the cube
along its planes of symmetry,

3 0 1
P 42 p —p
M, = , Ny = , 10.26
! ( o qo> ! <p2 qs) (10-26a)
2 0 1
—b" a3 p- —D
My = , Ny = , 10.26b
2 ( @ qo> 2 (—p3 Q2) ( )
1 0 2
—b a3 p- —D
Ms = , N3 = . 10.26¢
3 ( qz QO) 3 (—P3 Q1) ( )
For any element,
(: Z) € SL(2);, 1<i<3, (10.27)
the action on the cube is given by

The individual actions of the three SL(2); all commute and, therefore, this provides a natural representation
of [SL(2)]? [197]. Define the three binary quadratic forms, one for each slicing,

fi(z,y) = det(M;x + Nyy), 1<i<3. (10.29)
Explicitly
i = —(@2q +p’q0)z* + (p- ¢ — 2p°gs)zy — (P°p" — P'g3)97°,
fo=—(q1a3 +p°q0)2* + (p- ¢ — 2°q2)xy — (p'p° — P 02)9%, (10.30)

f3=—(3¢2 +p'q0)2* + (p- g — 20" 1)y — (P*p* — P°q1)y°.
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These quadratic forms may also be systematically derived using transvectants as presented in
Each one is invariant under two of the three factors in [SL(2)]3. For example, f; is invariant under the
subgroup {id;} x SLo(2) x SL3(2) C [SL(2)]>. Taking the determinant of the Hessian, H(f;), which is
actually given by v¢(a), as defined in , yields Cayley’s hyperdeterminant

det H(f) = det (E;;; 8&3) — deti(a) = — Detaspe, 1<i<3. (10.31)

Now, consider keeping (p‘, ¢;) and only one of (P, Qs), (P, Q) or (P.,Q.) and computing I from the
FTS. Recall, this gives us the entropy of one of the three A” = 4 subsectors as defined by one of the three
qubits, A, B or D. Keeping only (p*,g;, P,, Q,), the N' = 4 subsector defined by the common qubit A, one
finds

I =4°p" — p°3) (0201 + pq0) — 4(p-q — 2p°q3)* + 4P,%*Q.% — (PV - Q,)? (10.32)
—4(*p" — 1°33)Qu% — 4(gaq1 +P*q0) Po? — 4(p- g — 20°q3) Py - Qu, (10.33)

where P,? = P,P, and 2P, - Q, = (P,Q, + Q,P,). The terms involving (p’, ¢;) correspond to ! (a), which
is correctly associated with qubit A, via the dictionary (4.33al),

2(p'p* — p°q3) = —~'(a)oo, 2(q1¢2 + P’ q0) = =" (a)11, p-q—2p°qs =7 (a)or. (10.34)

This agrees with the conclusions drawn from the decomposition given in ((10.25). Keeping either (P*,Qs)
or (P¢ Q.) instead would have resulted in a different associated slicing of the cube and, hence,
matrix v¢(a). We then identify (ggac,erra) with (P,,Q,) such that

P2 =7*(g)o0 +7° (€)oo, Q% =7 (9)11 +7* (e, Py Qu=7*(9)o1 +7°(€)or, (10.35)

where, for example, the index on v?(g) is determined by the position of the common qubit A in the corre-
sponding tripartite subsystem, GAC. Computing I, one finds

Iy = det(y*(a) + v3(e) + 7%(g)) ~ —Deta — Dete — Det g + 2(a?g? + a?e* + e%¢?), (10.36)

where products like

2.2

aZe? = %814114453132€D1D26E3E46F3F4€A2A3

(10.37)
X QA1 B1D1 QA3 By D2 CEsF3 AsCE Fy Ay s

describe the entanglement between two tripartite subsystems connected by a common qubit, in this case
A. This may be repeated for the remaining two cases, keeping (P, Qs) or (P., Q.), associated with the
common qubits B and D respectively, to construct the whole dictionaryﬂ For each of the seven possible
N = 4 subsectors one obtains the appropriate result, analogous to , as presented in .

We are now able to select any particular subsector of the full ' = 8 theory by choosing the appropriate
components of the FTS and systematically determine the corresponding qubit system and its measure of
entanglement.

In summary the dictionary is

°, ', P, P, . a1 a2, a3)
)

= (CL07 —ap, —az, —aq, ay, ae, as, a3

P, = (9coc,eero), Qv = (9c10,€EF1), (10.38)
P; = (frco,boce), Qs = (frc1,bicE),
P. = (doga,ccor), Qc= (diea,corr),

9Note, determining the precise form of the full dictionary and verifying that it does indeed give the stated results was done
explicitly using Mathematica.
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where explicitly (see|Tables 29| and

do di
dy ds

c

S

S

ba
do g1
g4 G5
€0
€4

The N = 4 subsector invariant under SL(2)x x SO(6,6) is given

pPo_p2 _pi_
pi_pr po_

Pl—-p> Pt

) - (5

(5 5) - €
GZ §Z>_<P§ P2 P34

() =

) - (

(

P7 P3 P2 _

-pP* Pl - ) (d4 d5> - ( c

pl_ps popi ds d7) ~ \-Q!
) (n) - (4 g
6 cr) 5-Qr
P} —P! PS4+ P? ) (fl f3> _ ( 5-Q7
fs fr) 0-Q2
b4 b5 1 5
PY+P) P4 P ) (b6 b7> B ( Qi+80
P+ P! PS4+ P! ) <92 93) B ( Q4+ Qb
P5 Pl P) - P} 96 91) Q) — Qs
P2+ pPS  Pr4+p3 ) (61 63> _ ( Q: + Q5
es er Ql— Q3

by

CORWRARSH HUKLO ® 6N QNI O RO
N A U U U

Lige = det(v'(d) +7°(a) +7%(¢)), X =D
Ipg = det(y(e) +42(b) +~4%(d)), X =E
Ijee = det(Y' (f) +7%(c) +7%(e)), X =F
Lyar = det(v'(9) +7°(d) +2(f)), X =G
Lucg = det(v'(a) +7°(e) +7%(9)), X =A
Iyfa = det(y' () +7°(f) +7°(a)), X =B
Legy = det(v'(c) +7°(9) +7°(0), X =C

In terms of a’y 5, we may write these in two different ways, for example

Tgae = det(y!

where

or

Lige = det(71

where

in which case the result is connected to Cayley over the imaginary quaternions

Igoe = Deta = —

a') ++%(a') +9%(@%), X =D,

4
OGppg = dDEGa
1
Gapp = GABD,

3
acpp = CODF,

a') ++'(a') +9'(@%), X =D,

4
Gppag = dpEa,
1
GpaB = GABD,

3
aGprc = CCDF,

%EAIAQEBI B25A3A4EB3B4ECIC4€CZCB

i j k ! 3
X A4 B 01 %Ay By VA3 B3Cs VAL BLCY 050k

(10.39)

(10.40)

(10.41)

(10.42)

(10.43)

(10.44)

(10.45)

However, the dictionary (10.42)) can be applied universally to all the I;;; in (10.40) whereas the dictionary
(10.44)) requires changing for each one. For example, one can write

Iebd = det(’)/l

0+ (@) +9'(@"), X=E
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but now we require a different a*:

a%pa = €BFA,
dppe = bper, (10.47)

4
apep = dDEG-

So this dictionary does not lend itself to describing the N' = 8 invariant.

10.4. Cartan-Freudenthal dictionary

The Cartan-Freudenthal dictionary may be found in|[Table 32|and the reverse (Freudenthal-Cartan) may
be found in [Table 311
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Fano Freudenthal Fano Freudenthal Fano Freudenthal Fano Freudenthal

ao P° ai —p! az —p? as a3

a4 —p? as a2 ag q1 ar do

bo Py =P by P —P b2 P) + P} bs P} + P}
by s Q3 bs Qi — QY be Q7+ Qs bz Qs+ Q3
co ~P; - P¢ 1 ~P} — P! C2 -Q7 — Q¢ c3 Q2 - Ql
¢4 P} - P] cs Py —P? Co Q% —Ql cr Qe — Q7
do A dy I da —P; —P; d3 P) + P!
dy QY —Q: ds Q: — Q2 dg —Q: — Q7 dr QY+ Q:
€o P2+ P§ el Q2+ QS €2 P+ P! e3 Q +Q;
eq P - P} es Qp — Q) €6 P} - P} er Q7 — QY
W PR @ a PR i
fa Py — P} f5 Q2 - Q3 fe P}+P] fr Q3+ Q7
90 P} + P} 9 Py + P} 92 QY +Qy g3 Qy +Q;
94 Nuwlwe_ 95 Nuwlww Je @wIQW g7 ©w|©w

Table 30: The dictionary transforming from the Fano basis to the Freudenthal basis.
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Awm@ - vm\mvm w AZH - mo&vw m@ Amm@ + owmvm m@ ASH + mHRVW w
Awm@ + vefi vw m AZH + mo&vﬂl m@ Amm@ — ovhi Vw w@ Co& - mﬁ&vﬂ w
T R (s — i 0 e (s + w0 :
w0t 1 it 5 G tunt- 1o R
(EE I R T (21— VM m | S
(9560 + Lefi) T 5 (0% +51%) % S (496 + <efi) T — 5 (% — g1%) 1 9
(967 = 12%) £ id (40 — :ng od (o0 + ¢ vm ad (400 4 €11) p — vd
(o ty)t- fa T T B s S ¥ et
(90f; + T1fi VW m& (3% — mmavm @M& (91 — 20fi VW mMmN (e + umavw m&
(00 — etfi) ed (5% + ce®) 7~ ed (91 4 20fi) 3 — 1d (ep® = 16%)F od
o i (i~ won) o Wt (-4 510) o
(oo + ,7%) ¢ od (Vi 4 €0fi) 3 od (Lo% + z®) T i (VO — €16) T od
L8 eh 92f; b vef 5 0T — b
287 od 9g¥ 4 pel— 14 10fi— od
weyIen) e uepnaL] wejre)) [RYIUepNSL] wejren) e IepNOL] wejren) e IepNOL]
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Cartan Freudenthal
0 —q0 -Q;— Q] Q:-QF -Qi-Q: Qy-Q; —Qi-Q Qy — QY
o 0 Q-QI QY —Q: QI+Q  QV+Q, i-Qr —Qr QY
Q:i+Q QI -Q 0 Py + Py by —Py  Pf+ Py —p° P — Py
. 0-Q Q.-Q) -P/-P 0 —p' Pg—pP; —Py— Py Py + Py
Qo +Q; —QF—Q° Py — Py p' 0 i Y e S B
2-Qb -Q0-@Q -P{-F5  Pj-P P -PF 0 PP p
Q+QT Qi —-Q3 P’ Py + Py Py —Py P35+ Py 0 Py — Py
Q) -Qy  Q+QS Py —pP;  —Fj — Pj P + F§ p’ Py — Py 0
0 —p° P — pP; Ps + P Pf — F§ —-Py — Py P; — P35 —Py — Py
0 0 Ps + P} F§+ Pf Py — P§ Py — Py Py — P¢ P} — P}
by —-F5  —-P;—-PF; 0 Q) — Qy Q¥+ Q) Q2 — Q. 7 Q3+ Q!
y Py —-rg Py P§ b — Q) 0 il Q; + Q3 Qs —Q; Q; — QY
Py — Py P§—Ps  —Q)—-Q; -1 0 Q7+ Qs Q, +Q; Q% - QS
Py + Py Py — Py Qi —Q) -Q:-Q) -QY-Q; 0 Q- QI 3
Pi-PE PI4PE g Q-Q -Ql-Q  QI-Q 0 -Ql-@
Py + Py Py —Py Q- QI Q) - Q; Qs — Q3 —q3 QL+ Q3 0

Table 32: The dictionary transforming from the Cartan basis to the Freudenthal basis.
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11. CAYLEY, CARTAN AND THE OCTONIONS

11.1. N =4 Cartan invariant and the quaternions

Define
P;uz :PNQV_Q},Lpua (111)
where u = 0, 1, 2, 3; then Cayley can be written
—Deta = P, P" = P’Q* — (P-Q)?, (11.2)

where we use the SO(2,2) metric. This is the N’ = 2 expression invariant under SL(2) x SO(2,2). Now
define

P, =P,Q,—Q,P, (11.3)
where 1 = 1,2, 3, then
—Deta =3P, 7P = P°Q* — (P- Q) (11.4)

where we now use the SO(6,6) metric. This is the N’ = 4 expression, invariant under SL(2) x SO(6,6).
So if we write
—Deta= 3P, P*"" X, (11.5)
we need
Xijkl = 5ik5jl + -, (116)

where the dots refer to terms that vanish when contracted with PwijP“”’“l. Note that X;;z; is symmetric
under

= ik =1
i — k;j — 1 (11.7)
T — 1l i — k.

11.2. Cayley over the imaginary quaternions

If we denote the imaginary quaternions by e; where ¢ = 1,2, 3, the structure constants are defined by

€iej = _51’]’ + Eijkek- (11.8)
and so we obtain the quartic expression
eiejerer = (—0ij + €ijmem)(—Okt + Exinen) (11.9)
= 6ij5kl — &ijmEklm — 5ij5klnen - 6kl5ijmem + €ijmEkin€mnpCp, .
or

e;ejepe; = 5ij5kl — 5ik5jl + 5i15jk — 5ij5klnen — 5klaijmem + €ijmEkInEmnpCp- (11.10)
The combination
eiejeier + eiereje; = 040k + €ijmEkim + 0ij€kinen — Oki€ijmem
— EijmEkinEmnpEp T 5ik5jl — EikmEjlm (11.11)

- 6ik€jlnen - 6jl€ikmem — EikmEjlnEmnpCp-

yields
eiejeieg + ejepejer = 0i0k — 0;10k + Oi 051
+ 0ij€kinen — OkIEijmCm — €ijmEkinEmnpCp
+ 0ikdj1 — 8ij0ki + 0udjk (11.12)
- 5ik€jlnen — 051€ikm€m + EikmEjin€EmnpCp
= 2005 + -+,

95



where the dots refer to terms that vanish when contracted with Pwij PrEL - So Cayley over the imaginary
quaternions in the form -
— Deta = iPW ”P‘“’kl(eiejelek + e epejer)
yields the A" = 4, SL(2) x SO(6,6) invariant.
In terms of the a’s, on the other hand, the N' = 4 invariant is given by ((10.45)). So we require the different
ordering

(11.13)

eiejepe; + eepere; = 20,0k + - -, (11.14)
where the dots refer to terms that vanish when contracted with
AidRl — _ %EAlA2€BlBz€A3A4€Bg,B4€D1D4€D2D3 (11.15)
X afﬁhBlDlaz;lszDzaZ3BgD3af44B4D4' (11.16)
Let us consider the case where we choose the imaginary quaternions to be
q = aey + ees + ger . (11.17)

In order to define Cayley over imaginary quaternions one needs to be careful with the ordering of the indices
in aapp, epra and goac when contracting them with 5A1A2, etc in (11.15)). The final result is given by

—Deta =
asai + ajaf + ajad + aja? +  efel +  erel
+ oefeg + eed  + g3+ 9398+ gigs  + 9097
+ 2(a2a5ege4 + ajagezeys + asaseses + ajagezes + azagsei€g + apgareieg
+ asaseper + apareper + a2a5¢394 + A1069394 + €3€4g3ga + €2€50394
+ aza4g9295 + aparg2gs + eiesg29s + €oerg2gs + 2059196 + A1069196
+ eseqg196 + €2€59196 + a3aagogr + aoargogr + €1€69097r + €0€79097 )
— 4(asagezes + ajaseses + asarepes + apazeier + asagigs + €3€59194
+ asargogs + ei1ergogs + a1a2939 + €2€493g6 + A0az3g297 + €o€sg2gr )
+ 4(a0a3a5a6 + ajasaqar + agaregeys + apgazeszes + asagepo€e + €9ezeseq (11-18)
+ ajazeier + erjegeser + asa7gi1gs + €1€79194 + asaegogs + €3e5909s
+ apasgsgs + €oe6g3ge + gogsgsge + 1a29297 + €2e49297 + 91929497 )
— 2(a2a3a4a5 + ai1as3a4a6 + a102a5046 + Ggazaqar + apgQ2a5a7 + aga1aedy
+ asaqeszeq + agareszey + asage2es + agareses + €2€3€4€5 + A205€1€6
+ aiaeeies + eiezeses + €1€2€566 + a205€0€7 + A1G6€0€7 + €pezeser
+ epezeser + epeieger + a3a493gs + aoargsgs + €1€693gs + €0€7gs3ga
+ aga59295 + a106g295 + e€3€4g29s + €2e59295 + G2939495 + a3G49196
+ aoargige + ei1€s9196 + €o€rgige + 91939496 + G1929596 + a2a59097
+ a1asgogr + eseagogr + e2esgogr + gogzgagr + 9929597 + 90919697 )

which is twice the N' = 4 subsector of I, where we keep the letters a, e and g with the common qubit A.
The factor 2 comes from equation (11.14)).

11.3. N =8 Cartan invariant and the octonions
Here we adopt the imaginary octonions, e; where ¢ = 1,2,3,4,5,6,7, with the dual Fano structure
constants ¢

ejej = _6ij + Cijker- (11.19)
We have the same identities as for the Fano structure constants in [section 8.3
CpmkCqkn + CqmkCpkn = 5pm5qn + 5pn5qm — 25pq6mn. (11.20)
[ei, [ej, ex]] + [ex, [es, €5]] + [e5, [ex, €3]]
= 4(Cjkmcimn + CijmChkmn + Ckimcjmn)en (11.21)

=: 3cijiel,
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where c;;,; satisfies

Cijkl = %Eijklmnpcmnpv (1122)

and
Cijkl = —CmijCmkl — 03105k + 030j1. (11.23)

We also note

CijmChim = Oik0j1 — itk — Cijhi, (11.24)

and

CijnChimn = — CiklOmj + CjkiOmi

— CitmOkj + CjtmOki (11.25)

— Cimk01j + Cjmi0;-
With regard to non-associativity, there are two cubic possibilities:

(eiej)er = (—0i5 + Cijmem )€k

= _6ijek + Cijm(_émk + kanen)

(11.26a)
= —dij€k — Cijk + CijmCmknCn
= —Cijk — bijex + Oriej — djne; — Cijmier,
ei(ejer) = ei(—=0jk + Cjkmem)
= ~0jwei + Cjtm(—im + CimnEn) (11.26b)

= —0jk€; — Cjki T CjkmCimn€n

= —Cijk — 0ijer + Orie; — djne; + Cijriey.
Note that they differ only by the sign of the associator term. Similarly, there are five quartic possibilities:

(esej)(erer) = (=6ij + Cijmem)(—Oki + Chinen)

= 5ij5kl — CijmCkim — (Sijcklnen - 6klcijmem + CiimCkinCmnp€p

= 040k — 03051 + 00k + Ciji (11.272)
— 0ijCrin€n — OkiCijnen + Ckli€j — Ckij€i — CkimCijmnEn,
[(eiej)ek]el = [_5ijek — Cijk =+ cijmcm;men]el
= 5ij5kl — CiymCmkl — 5ijcklnen — Cijk€l + CijnCnkmCmlip€p (11 27b)
= 030k — 0051 + 0405k + Cijki .
— 04§ Chinen + 0ikCjinen — 0jkCilnCn — Cijk€l — CijkmCminCn,
eilej(exer)] = e;[—0riej — Crij + ChimCimnen)
= 5ij5kl — CklmCijmi — Jklcijnen — Ckl1j€; + ChimCimnCinp€p (11 27C)
= 0ij0k1 — 0ik0j1 + 0itdjk + Cijri .
— OkiCijnen + 0jkClin€n — 0jiChin€n — Cjki€i — CjkimCmin€n,
eil(ejer)el] = ei[—djrer — Cjrr + CiknCnimem)
= 5jk6il — CjknCnli — 0jkCiln€n — CjkI€Eq + CiknCnlmCimp€Ep (11 27d)
= 040k — 03051 + 8405k — Cijhi '
— OkiCijnen + 01jCiknen — 0jkCiln€n — Cjki€; + CjkimCmin€n,
lei(ejer)]er = [—0k€i — Cjki + CikmCimnenlel
= jk(sil — CikmCiml — 6jkcilnen — Cjki€l + CikmCimnCnlp€p (11276)

= 030kt — 0051 + 0310k — Cijii
- 5ijckln€n + 6kicjln6n — 0jkCiln€n — Cijk€l + CijkmCmin€n-
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Note again that the real parts of (11.27al),(11.27b)),(11.27¢)) differ from the real parts of (11.27d]),(11.27€)
by the sign of the associator term. The real parts of all the multiplication orderings
invariant under (11.7). The imaginary part of is cancelled by itself under this symmetry. The
imaginary parts of (11.27b]) and (11.27¢)) cancel each other under this symmetry. The imaginary parts of
and ([11.27¢) also cancel each other under this symmetry. Note also that for these real parts, there
are six distinct combinations since

eiejepe; ~ 030k — 0301 + 8udjk + Cijris
eiejerer, ~ 030k + 0indj — 0uljn — Ciji,
eiepejer ~ —0;0k1 + 0idj1 4 0ubjn — Ciji, (11.28)
eiepere; ~ 030k + 0indj — 0ubjn + Ciji, .
eierejer ~ —0;0k + 8indj1 + 0ubin + Ciju,

eieiere; ~ 030k — 0051 + 0uljk — Cijii,

and that the remaining 18 permutations are obtained from these by (11.7). Note that the combination

eiejepe; + eepere; ~ 030k — 0ikdjr + 0udsk + Cijri
+ 0ikO1j — 0utlkj + 0ijOkL + Cikij (11.29)
= 2(8;0m1 + Cijri)-
Since the N = 8 Cartan invariant is just the singlet in 56 x 56 x 56 x 56, it follows from ({8.44) that it may
be expressed as a linear combination of the five quartic products given above. In analogy with (11.14)), one

might be tempted to construct the N' = 8 invariant by contracting (11.29) with (11.15). However, although
the new associator terms generate new 4-way cross terms of the kind

abce + bedf + cdeg + defa + efgb + fgac + gabd (11.30)

they cannot be the correct 4-way cross terms of (8.30]), because the way that the epsilons are contracted is
different from the Cayley form used in 0 although the A" = 4 Cartan invariant may be given
by Cayley over the quaternions, and although the A/ = 8 Cartan invariant is given by a quartic product
over the octonions, it is not simply given by Cayley over the octonions.
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12. FIVE-DIMENSIONAL BLACK HOLES

12.1. Five-dimensional supergravity
In five dimensions we might consider:

1. N = 2 supergravity coupled to [ vector multiplets where the symmetry is SO(1,1,Z) x SO(l —1,1,7)
and the black holes carry charges belonging to the (I + 1) representation (all electric) .

2. N = 4 supergravity coupled to m — 1 vector multiplets where the symmetry is SO(1,1,7) x SO(m —
1,5,7) where the black holes carry charges belonging to the (m + 4) representation (all electric).

3. N = 8 supergravity where the symmetry is the non-compact exceptional group Eg6)(Z) and the black
holes carry charges belonging to the fundamental 27-dimensional representation (all electric).

The electrically charged objects are point-like and the magnetic duals are one-dimensional, or string-
like, transforming according to the contragredient representation. In all three cases above there exist cubic
invariants akin to the determinant which yield the corresponding black hole or black string entropy.

In this section we briefly describe the salient properties of maximal N = 8 case, following [I57]. We have
27 abelian gauge fields which transform in the fundamental representation of Eg). The first invariant of
Eg(6) is the cubic invariant which may also be written as [162] 198, 157 30, 199]

IS(Q) = QiijZQIQOnanQpia (12.1)

where g;; is the charge vector transforming as a 27 which can be represented as traceless Sp(8) matrix. The
entropy of a black hole with charges ¢;; is then given by

S =mv/[I3(Q)]- (12.2)

In five dimensions the compact group H is USp(8). We choose our conventions so that USp(2) = SU(2).
In the commutator of the supersymmetry generators we have a central charge matrix Z4p which can be
brought to a normal form by a USp(8) transformation. In the normal form the central charge matrix can
be written as

S1 + 89 — 83 0 0 0
. 0 81+ 83 — S2 0 0 0 1
ZAB B 0 0 So + 83 — 81 0 % (—1 0> ’ (123)
0 0 0 —(s1+ 52+ s3)
We can order the s; so that |s1| > |s2| > |s3]. The cubic invariant, in this basis, becomes
I3 = §18283. (124)

Even though the eigenvalues s; might depend on the moduli, the invariant (12.4)) only depends on the
quantised values of the charges. We can write a generic charge configuration as UeU?, where e is the normal

frame as above, and the invariant will then be (12.4). There are three distinct possibilities as shown in
[Table 33

Orbit S1 So S3 I3 Black hole SUSY
Es(6)/(0(5,5) x R'®) >0 0 0 0 small 1/2
Es()/(0(5,4) x R'?) >0 >0 0 0 small 1/4
E6(6)/F4(4) >0 >0 >0 >0 large 1/8

Table 33: Classification of D = 5, ' = 8 black holes. The distinct charge orbits are determined by the number of non-vanishing
eigenvalues and I3, as well as the number of unbroken supersymmetries.

Note that, in contrast to the four-dimensional case where flipping the sign of I, interchanges BPS and
non-BPS black holes, the sign of the I3 ((12.4) is not important since it changes under a CPT transformation.
There are no non-BPS orbits in five dimensions.
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In five dimensions there are also string-like configurations which are the magnetic duals of the configura-
tions considered here. They transform in the contragredient 27’ representation and the solutions preserving
1/2, 1/4, 1/8 supersymmetries are characterised in an analogous way. The entropy of a black string with

charges p;; is then given by
S =m/|I3(P)|. (12.5)

It is useful to decompose the U-duality group into the T-duality group and the S-duality group. The
decomposition reads Eg — SO(5,5) x SO(1,1), leading to

27 — 161 +10_5 + 14. (12.6)

The last term in corresponds to the NS five-brane charge. The 16 correspond to the D-brane charges
and the 10 correspond to the 5 directions of KK momentum and the 5 directions of fundamental string
winding, which are the charges that explicitly appear in string perturbation theory. The cubic invariant has
the decomposition

(27)% — 10_3 10_5 14 + 16, 165 10_5. (12.7)

This is saying that in order to have a non-zero area black hole we must have three NS charges (more precisely
some “perturbative” charges and a solitonic five-brane); or one can have two D-brane charges and one NS
charge. In particular, it is not possible to have a black hole with a non-zero horizon area with purely D-brane
charges.

Another version of the cubic invariant is given as follows [I63]: Take two 6-vectors z; and y; and a
skew-symmetric 6 x 6 matrix z%/. This corresponds to the decomposition

E6(6) D SL(2) X SL(6)7 (12.8)
under which
27 — (2,6) + (1,15). (12.9)
Now consider the expression
Iy = Pf(2) + 2" zy;, (12.10)

where Pf is the Pfaffian. See also [200].

12.2. Eg and the bipartite entanglement of three qutrits

We have seen that in the case of two qutrits, the bipartite entanglement is classified using by [SL(3, C)]?
and that the entanglement measure is given by a determinant. To give a quantum-theoretic interpretation
of the A = 8 black hole, we begin by noting that

Ege) D [SL(3, R)], (12.11)
and

Es(C) D [SL(3,0)]3. (12.12)
We shall now show that the corresponding system in quantum information theory is that of three qutrits
(Alice, Bob and Charlie) [201]. However, the larger symmetry requires that they undergo only a bipartite
entanglement of a very specific kind. The entanglement measure will be given by the cubic Cartan invariant

(9.18]).
A crucial ingredient is that under

Eg6) D SL(3)a x SL(3)p x SL(3)c, (12.13)
the 27 decomposes as
27 — (3,3,1) +(1,3,3") + (3,1, 3). (12.14)
An analogous decomposition holds for
Es(C) D [SL(3,C)). (12.15)
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Notice that we find three copies of the two qutrit Hilbert space
|\I/> :aA/B|A’B>+bB/C/|B/C")+CCA\CA>, (12.16)

where A, A’ = 0,1,2. Note that:

1. Any pair of states has an individual in common
2. Each individual is excluded from one out of the three states

So we have three qutrits (Alice, Bob, Charlie) but where each person has bipartite entanglement with the
other two. However, as discussed in this 27-dimensional space is not a subspace of the three
qutrit Hilbert space (3,3, 3).

The entanglement may be represented by a triangle with vertices ABC representing the qutrits and the
lines AB, BC and CA represent the entanglements. See The three states transforms as a pair of

(B

® ©

Figure 14: The D = 5 analogue of is the three qutrit entanglement diagram corresponding to the decomposition
(12.14) and the state (12.16)). It is a triangle with vertices A, B, C representing the qutrits and the lines AB, BC and CA
representing the entanglements.

triplets under two of the SL(3)’s and singlets under the remaining one. Individually, therefore, the bipartite
entanglement of each of the three states is given by the determinant. Taken together however, we see from
that they transform as a complex 27 of Eg(C). Their bipartite entanglement must be given by an
expression that is cubic in the coefficients a, b, ¢ and invariant under Fg(C). The unique possibility is the
Cartan invariant I3, and so the 2-tangle is given by generalising (5.13)) to

T7(ABC) = 27|I3]?. (12.17)

If the wave-function (8.17)) is normalised, then 0 < 7(ABC) < 1.
Note the appearance of both primed and unprimed qutrit representations, a new feature not encountered
with qubits. This is because the ¢ symbol relates upper and lower indices for qubits

a* =eBap, (12.18)

while for qutrits a® and a4 are different:

A

at =1eABBgp b (12.19)

1
2

The antisymmetry of ap, p,] allows the interpretation of the 3" as a pair of indistinguishable “fermions”.

12.3. Decomposition of I3

To understand better the entanglement we note that, as a result of (|12.14]), Cartan’s invariant contains
not one determinant but three. It may be written as the sum of three terms each of which is invariant under
[SL(3)]? plus cross terms. To see this, denote a 3 in one of the three entries in (12.14) by A. So we may

rewrite (12.14) as
27 = (AB) + (BC) + (CA), (12.20)
or symbolically
27=a+b+c (12.21)
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Then I3 is the singlet in 27 x 27 x 27:
Iy = a® + b + ¢ + 6abe, (12.22)
where the products

a® = (AB)(AB)(AB)

1 B1B2B3 Ay Ag Az (1223&)
- 68A1A2A3E a Bla Bza B

b* = (BC)(BC)(BC)

1 B1C13,B2C23,B3C:
:€€B1B233€c1c203b ! lb 2 2b 3 37

& = (CA)(CA)(CA)
%ECICZCS€A1A2A3 CclAl

(12.23b)

(12.230)
CCyA2CC3 A3,

exclude one individual (Charlie, Alice, and Bob respectively), and the products

abe = (AB)(BC)(CA)

A ypC (12.24)
B

1
= ga CCA,

exclude none. These results may be verified using the following dictionary between a, b, ¢ and the P, P*, P¢
of the Jordan Algebra:

pl = —d’, p?=—a'y, p®=—d%, (12.25a)
P° :%( — (a12 + (121)60 — (bOO + 000)6’1 — (b01 + 010)62 — (bo + 020)63 (12 25b)
+ (a's — a®1)es + (%0 = coo)es + (b°' — c10)es + (0% — ca0)er), .
PS :%( — (CL20 —+ aog)eo — (blo —+ 601)61 — (bll —+ 611)62 — (b12 —+ 021)63 (12 25 )
.25¢
+ (a®0 — a’2)eq + (0" = cor)es + (b — c11)eg + (b'? — ca1)er),
PU :%( — ((101 + alo)eo — (620 + 602)61 — (b21 + 012)62 - (b22 + 022)63 (12 25d)
+ (a%1 — a'o)es + (0% — coz)es + (b7 — c12)eg + (b* — caz)er), .
which yields,
I3 = det J3(P) = a® + b + ¢ + 6abe. (12.26)
12.4. Subsectors
Just as in the F7; case one can truncate to just the (3,3) in (12.14]) which excludes Bob
|¥) = coa|CA). (12.27)
This is described by just that line not passing through B in the ABC triangle,
(3,3)=(CA) =¢, (12.28)
and the corresponding cubic invariant, I3, reduces to the singlet in (3,3) x (3,3) x (3, 3)
Is =deteoa ~ 2. (12.29)

12.5. Classification of N = 8 black holes and three-qutrit states

In the NV = 8 theory, “large” and “small” black holes are classified by the value of Is. Non-zero I3
corresponds to large black holes, which are BPS for both signs of I3, and vanishing I3 to small black holes.
We may have 1/8, 1/4 or 1/2 supersymmetry preserved.
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The charge orbits [30, 157, [I78] for the black holes depend on the number of unbroken supersymmetries
or the number of vanishing eigenvalues as in For N' = 8 the large black holes correspond to the
class of rank 3 Bell entangled states and small black holes to the rank 2 Bell or separable class. One way of
obtaining such states is to go the canonical basis where the Cartan invariant reduces to . The
result is shown in For example, a state with non-zero coefficients

Coo = C11 = €22 = %, (12.30)
@) = 1=(/000) +[111) + [222)) (12.31)

is maximally entangled with
T=1 (12.32)

Alternatively, having succeeded in writing the Cartan invariant in terms of a,b, ¢, in (12.26) we can now
look for entangled states in the full ' = 8 theory. For example, the generalised Bell state with non-zero
coefficients

—_ bOO _ bll _ b22

0 1 2 1
aogp=a1=0a 32 :600:611:622:§ (1233)

is entangled but not maximally since
=32 (12.34)

12.6. Three 7-dit interpretation

We note that the 27-dimensional Hilbert space given in (12.14)) is not a subspace of the 33-dimensional
three qutrit Hilbert space given by (3,3, 3), but rather a direct sum of three 32-dimensional Hilbert spaces:

(3,3,1)+(3,1,3) + (1,3, 3). (12.35)

This raises an ambiguity about the terminology bipartite entanglement of three quirits. The state corre-
sponding to the usual 33-dimensional three qutrit Hilbert space given by (3,3,3) is

|V) = aapc|ABC) (12.36)
and one meaning of bipartite entanglement, AB say, would be that given by the reduced density matrix
pap = Tro [ 0) (U] (12.37)

So it is important to note that this is clearly different from the meaning we have adopted in our discussion
of three qutrits elsewhere in this section.

The triplets in have the interpretation as qutrits but what the singlets? A natural way to interpret
the singlets is to embed the qutrits into 7-dits and note that under

SL(7) > SL(3) (12.38)
we have

7T—-3+3+1 (12.39)
The three 7-dit system (Alice, Bob, Charlie) is described by the state
|W) = a 40| ABOY, (12.40)

where A = 0,1,2,3,4,5,6, and the Hilbert space has dimension 73 = 343. a;pe transforms as a (7,7,7)
under SL(7)4 x SL(7)p x SL(7)¢. Under

SL(7)A X SL(7)B X SL(7)C D SL(?))A X SL(B)B X SL(3)C (1241)
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we have

(7,77 - (3,3.3)+(3.,3,3) + (1,1,1)
+(3,38.,3) + (3.,3,3) + (3,3.3)
+(3,3,3) + (3,3,3) + (3,3,3)
+ (3,3,1) + (3,1,3) + (1,3,3)
+(3,3,1) +(3,1.,3) + (1,3.3) (12.42)
+(3,1,1) + (1,3,1) + (1,1,3)
+(3,1,1) + (1,3,1) +(1,1,3)
+(3,1,3) + (3,3,1) + (1,3,3)
+(3,1,8) + (3,8,1) + (1,3.3),

which contains (|12.16)) as a subspace.
‘\I/> = aArB.‘A/BO> + b.Bc|OBC> + CA/.C/|A/ . C/>, (12.43)

which we abbreviate by (12.16]). So the triangle entanglement we have described fits within conventional
quantum information theory, but we have discovered a hidden Eg symmetry of this special 27-dimensional
subspace.
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13. MAGIC SUPERGRAVITIES

18.1. Magic supergravities in D = 4

The black holes described by Cayley’s hyperdeterminant are those of NV = 2 supergravity coupled to
three vector multiplets, where the symmetry is [SL(2,7)]3. In the following four-dimensional
generalisations were considered: (1) A/ = 2 supergravity coupled to [ + 1 vector multiplets, (2) N' = 4
supergravity coupled to m vector multiplets, (3) A/ = 8 supergravity. In all three case there exist quartic
invariants akin to Cayley’s hyperdeterminant whose square root yields the corresponding black hole entropy.
We succeeded in giving a quantum theoretic interpretation in the N' = 8 case together with its truncations
to N =4 (with m = 6) and N = 2 (with [ = 2, the case we already knew [3]).

However, as suggested by Levay [7], one might also consider the “magic” supergravities [185] 183, 184,
202), 203]. These correspond to the R, C,H, O (real, complex, quaternionic and octonionic) N’ =2, D = 4
supergravity coupled to 6,9,15 and 27 vector multiplets with symmetries Sp(6,7Z), SU(3,3), SO*(12) and
E7(_s5), respectively. Once again, as has been shown just recently [204], in all cases there are quartic
invariants whose square root yields the corresponding black hole entropy.

Here we demonstrate that the black-hole/qubit correspondence does indeed continue to hold for magic
supergravities. The crucial observation is that, although the black hole charges a4pc are real (integer)
numbers and the entropy is invariant under E7(7)(Z), the coefficients aapc that appear in the qubit
state are complex. So the 3-tangle is invariant under E7(C) which contains both E7(7)(Z)
and E7(_g5)(Z) as subgroups. To find a supergravity correspondence therefore, we could equally well have
chosen the magic octonionic A/ = 2 supergravity rather than the conventional N' = 8 supergravity. The fact
that

Eqr1)(Z) > [SL(2,2)], (13.1)
but
Er_25)(Z) 7 [SL(2,Z)]" (13.2)
is irrelevant. All that matters is that
E;(C) D [SL(2,0)]". (13.3)

The same argument holds for the magic real, complex and quaternionic N' = 2 supergravities which are, in
any case truncations of N'= 8 (in contrast to the octonionic).

Having made this observation, one may then revisit the conventional A/ = 2 and N/ = 4 cases (1)
and (2) above. When we looked at the seven qubit subsector E7(C) D SL(2,C) x SO(12,C), we gave
an N = 4 supergravity interpretation with symmetry SL(2,R) x SO(6,6) [6], but we could equally have
given an interpretation in terms of N/ = 2 supergravity coupled to 11 vector multiplets with symmetry
SL(2,R) x SO(10,2).

Moreover, SO(l — 1,2) is contained in SO(I + 1,C) and SO(6,m) is contained in SO(12 + m, C) so we
can give a qubit interpretation to more vector multiplets for both /' = 2 and N = 4, at least in the case of
SO(4n, C) which contains [SL(2, C)]*".

13.2. Magic supergravities in D =5

One might also consider the “magic” supergravities in D = 5 [185] [I83] [I84]. These correspond to the
R, C,H, O (real, complex, quaternionic and octonionic) ' = 2 supergravity coupled to 5, 8, 14 and 26 vector
multiplets with symmetries SL(3,R), SL(3,C), SU*(6) and Eg_g6) respectively. Once again, in all cases
there are cubic invariants whose square root yields the corresponding black hole entropy [204].

Here we demonstrate that the black-hole/qubit correspondence continue to hold for these D = 5 magic
supergravities, as well as D = 4 . Once again, the crucial observation is that, although the black hole charges
aap are real (integer) numbers and the entropy is invariant under E¢g)(Z), the coefficients a4p that
appear in the wavefunction are complex. So the 2-tangle is invariant under Eg(C) which
contains both Egg)(Z) and Eg(_26)(Z) as subgroups. To find a supergravity correspondence therefore, we
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could equally well have chosen the magic octonionic N/ = 2 supergravity rather than the conventional N = 8
supergravity. The fact that

Eg(6)(Z) D [SL(3,Z))%, (13.4)
but
Eg(—26)(Z) 7 [SL(3,2)]? (13.5)
is also irrelevant. All that matters is that
Es(C) D [SL(3,0)]3. (13.6)

Once again, the same argument holds for the magic real, complex and quaternionic A’ = 2 supergravities
which are, in any case truncations of A/ = 8 (in contrast to the octonionic).

Having made this observation, one may then revisit the conventional A’ = 2 and A/ = 4 cases (1) and
(2) of [Equation 4.63] SO(l,1) is contained in SO(I + 1,C) and SO(m,5) is contained in SO(5 + m, C), so
we can give a qutrit interpretation to more vector multiplets for both A/ = 2 and A = 4, at least in the case
of SO(6n,C) which contains [SL(3, C)]™.

13.3. Alternative Jordan algebra interpretation

“Details that could throw doubt on your interpretation must be given, if you know them. You
must do the best you can — if you know anything at all wrong, or possibly wrong — to explain it.
If you make a theory, for example, and advertise it, or put it out, then you must also put down
all the facts that disagree with it, as well as those that agree with it. There is also a more subtle
problem. When you have put a lot of ideas together to make an elaborate theory, you want to
make sure, when explaining what it fits, that those things it fits are not just the things that gave
you the idea for the theory; but that the finished theory makes something else come out right, in
addition.

In summary, the idea is to give all of the information to help others to judge the value of
your contribution; not just the information that leads to judgement in one particular direction
or another.”

Richard P. Feynman

Adapted from a Caltech commencement address given in 1974; from the book “Surely You're
Joking, Mr. Feynman!” [205].

18.3.1. New interpretation

Our analogy between black holes and quantum information remains, for the moment, just that. We
know of no physics connecting them. In particular, as far as we can tell our analogy is unconnected with
the work of [2006], 207, 208, 209] 210, 2111, 212] relating black holes and entanglement entropy in field theory.

Nevertheless, we have seen that the exceptional group E7 describes the tripartite entanglement of seven
qubits [0l [7] and that the exceptional group Eg describes the bipartite entanglement of three qutrits. In the
E7 case, the quartic Cartan invariant provides both the measure of entanglement and the entropy of the
four-dimensional A/ = 8 black hole, whereas in the Eg case, the cubic Cartan invariant provides both the
measure of entanglement and the entropy of the five-dimensional A/ = 8 black hole.

Moreover, we have seen that similar analogies exist not only for the N'= 4 and N' = 2 truncations, but
also for the magic N’ = 2 supergravities in both four and five dimensions. Murat Gunaydin has suggested
(private communication) that the appearance of octonions and split octonions implies a connection to
quaternionic and/or octonionic quantum mechanics. This was not apparent (at least to us) in the four-
dimensional N' = 8 case [6], but the appearance in the five dimensional magic N' = 2 case of SL(3,R),
SL(3,C), SL(3,H) and SL(3,0) is more suggestive.

With this in mind, we provide in this section an alternative interpretation of these relationships between
black hole entropy and entanglement measures in quantum information theory. The black hole charges in
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the five-dimensional A" = 2 magic R, C,H, O and A/ = 8 O® (split octonion) supergravities are known to be
described by the elements of a Jordan algebra of degree three J3, where A = R, C, H, O and O*, respectively.
Here we identify them with the 3 x 3 reduced density matrices of two qutrits in quantum mechanics defined
over A.

Recall that in the D = 4 case, one identifies the black hole charges with two qubit state vector coefficients
aap or three qubit coefficients a4pc etc, where A = 0,1. Whereas in D = 5, one identifies the black hole
charges with two qutrit state vector coefficients asp etc, where A = 0,1,2. In this section, however, we
suggest an alternative interpretation for which the black hole charges are identified not the a’s themselves
but with components of the reduced density matrices, for example

PALA; = aA1B1a22B26BlB2a (137)

where the a’s are defined over the reals, complexes, quaternions and octonions in the case of the NV = 2
magic R, C, H, O supergravities and over the split octonions Q% in the case of N’ = 8.

A similar interpretation is given for the six-dimensional magic N/ = 2 and N = 8 black dyonic string
charges [213], described by Jordan algebras of degree two J2*, in terms of the 2 x 2 reduced density matrices
of two qubits defined over A. This new density matrix interpretation has some advantages over the previous
one, while continuing to relate U-duality invariant black entropies to entanglement measures. However, we
have yet to establish in this approach the connection between three qubit entanglement and the full set of
four-dimensional black hole charges, known to be described by the elements of a Freudenthal triple system
M(3).

This re-interpretation of the black hole/qubit correspondence makes use of the Jordan algebra formulation
of quantum mechanics. Accordingly, in the following section we give a brief overview of Jordan quantum
theory and its relationship to the conventional interpretation, following closely the presentation given in
[214].

13.3.2. The Jordan algebra formulation of quantum mechanics

The advent of the matrix mechanics formulation of quantum theory was shortly followed by a number
of investigations into its possible algebraic generalisations. These forays were principally motivated by a
certain perception, prevalent at the time, that the irrefutable successes of quantum mechanics as applied to
the atom would not be readily extended to the relativistic domain [I79]. Chief amongst these attempts was
the use of Jordan algebras, introduced in as a suitable representation of physical observables
[188] 215]. The intention was to place emphasis on observables, as opposed to states, and in doing so abstract
the essential characteristics of the set of Hermitian operators, displacing the Hilbert space from its central
position in the mathematical foundations of the theory [216].

Taken alone, it is not entirely clear that the Jordan identity ought to be of any fundamental
importance when representing the algebra of observables. To better understand its physical relevance let
us consider what is expected of such a representation starting from the conventional matrix theory. In this
case observables are represented by Hermitian matrices, possibly of infinite dimension. Central to their
particular suitability in this role is that their eigenvalues are real, that distinct eigenvalues correspond to
distinct orthogonal eigenvectors and that they are formally real in the sense of . These properties,
coupled with the spectral decomposition theorem, imply that for any polynomial function F' and observable

A

3

F(A)=> F(am)Pn, for A= ay,Pn, (13.8)

where P,, and a,, are the projectors and associated eigenvalues, respectively, appearing in the spectral
decomposition of A. The physical significance of this statement is that, if a is the value of some observable
A, energy say, for some system in a given state, then one would expect that F'(a) be the value of F'(A),
energy squared say, for the same state. However, this relies crucially on the power associativity of
Hermitian matrices, A™A™ = A"+ ensures that F(A) is defined unambiguously.

Now, given a commutative, formally real algebra, the Jordan identity then follows from the physically well
motivated assumption of power associativity [I79]. Equally, given the same initial assumptions, the Jordan

107



identity implies power associativity. However, Hermitian matrices do not in general commute. Consequently,
the matrix product of two Hermitian matrices does not necessarily yield a third Hermitian matrix. They
do not form a closed algebra under standard matrix multiplication. These considerations, in part, motivate
the definition of the Jordan product on Hermitian matrices,

Ao B = 1(AB+ BA), (13.9)

which is by definition commutative (but nonassociative) and closed with respect to Hermiticity. The algebra
of Hermitian matrices, with multiplicative composition defined by ((13.9)), is closed, formally real, commuta-
tive, power associative and, consequently, satisfies the Jordan identi. In this case, Hermitian matrices
with the Jordan product , these properties simply amount to a set of identities. However, in seeking
generalisations, one could make the paradigm shift and take the Jordan identity as primary, the Jordan
product emerging as a secondary consequence. That is, we start from a Jordan algebra and require that, in
addition, it be formally real and contain an identity element so as to ensure its suitability as an algebra of
observables [214]. In summary, we axiomatise the algebra of observables :

l. zoy=you,

2. wo(z?oy) =220 (z0y),

3.2+ P+ 22+ =0 = r=y=z=---=0,
4. 31 e€eUAst. lox=x0l =2 Vrel

Having, to some degree at least, set an axiomatic foundation for the algebra of quantum observables, it
is natural to ask what generalisations beyond the orthodox framework this allows for. This question was
essentially answered by the classification of all simple formally real Jordan algebras [179] (see [gection 9.2).
However, before commenting on the possible alternatives let us address a more immediate issue; how the
Jordan formulation captures the statistics of standard quantum mechanics, an obvious minimal prerequisite.

Having articulated the space of quantum observables in terms of Jordan algebras let us now turn our
attention to the representation of states and the problem of time evolution. We follow closely the presentation
given in [2I4]. States in quantum theory are represented by rays in a Hilbert space. However, given an
orthonormal basis, {|m)} the projection operators,

P,, = |m)(m|, (13.10)
which satisfy,
tr P, =1, (13.11)
and
P% =P, (13.12)

correspond to an equivalent representation. Any normalised pure state 1)) may be expressed as a projector,
Py = |[¢)(¢|, satisfying (13.11) and (13.12). The expectation value of an observable, represented by a
Hermitian matrix A, is then given by,

(A)y = tr(PyA). (13.13)

More generally, any state, pure or mixed, may be represented as a Hermitian, trace one, positive semi-definite

density matrix p (c.f. in which case,
(A), = tr(pA). (13.14)
To reproduce these results using the Jordan framework it is necessary to introduce a trace form [214) [217],
trl =v, trb, =0, (13.15)

where v € Z and the set {b;} forms a basis for the Jordan algebra such that any element a may be written
as a = a'b;, a* € R. This defines a positive definite bilinear inner product,

<bi, b]> = %tr(bz [¢] bj) = 5ij7 (1316)
108



since one can always choose a basis such that b; o b; = 0;;1 + fijxbe. Any two idempotent{'’| P, and P,
are orthogonal, P, o P, = 0, if they are orthogonal with respect to the inner product (13.16]). A general
idempotent F is said to primitive if it cannot be decomposed as the sum of two orthogonal idempotents.
The highest possible number of orthogonal primitive idempotents is the degree of the algebra and is equal
to the v appearing in the trace form if one normalises tr £ = 1, c.f. . Any complete set {E;} of
orthogonal primitive idempotents satisfies,

> B =1, (13.17)
i=1

constituting a resolution of the identity. Then, in analogy with the spectral decomposition theorem, any
element a in the algebra can be expressed as a linear sum of primitive idempotents,

a= ZyzaiEi(a), (13.18)

where the maximal set {F;(a)} depends on particular the element a under question.
It is now possible to represent an arbitrary state p in the Jordan formulation,

p=> pil;, where Y pi=1 and p;€[0,1]. (13.19)
=1 =1

This clearly relates to the density matrix formalism of conventional quantum mechanics: p is a positive
semi-definite, trace one element that satisfies p? < p with equality holding only for pure states i.e. when p is
a primitive idempotent [214]. The expectation value of an observable a in the Jordan algebra with respect
to a state p is then given by,

(a), =tr(aop). (13.20)

Hence, this Jordan algebra formulation is essentially equivalent to the density matrix picture of the conven-
tional quantum mechanics [214].

Let us now consider time evolution. Here the Jordan formalism does depart, to some extent, from
the standard density matrix picture. If we assume that the affine structure of a general density matrix is
preserved by time evolution then,

Opp(t) = —ilH, p(t)], (13.21)

where H is the Hamiltonian. An important feature of (13.21) is that it maps pure states into pure states.
Given two Hermitian matrices, A and B, we have,

0:(AB) = —i[H, AB]
= —i([H, A|B + A[H, B)) (13.22)
= (0,A)B + A(0,B).

The differential evolution operator acts as a derivation as one would expect. Requiring this condition in the
Jordan formulation, so that for any two elements x and y

di(xoy) = D(woy) = v o D(y) + D(x) oy = v 0 ds(y) + di(x) o, (13.23)

the differential evolution operator D acts as a derivation of the Jordan algebra c.f. . Recall, the
set of derivations generates the automorphism group of the algebra . Hence, the corresponding time
translation operator, Tj, _¢,, taking an element, z,,, at time ¢;, to the corresponding element, x;,, at time
to, preserves the Jordan product. If

Tty OYty = Ziq, (1324)

10 Any algebra element P is said to be idempotent if P? = P.
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then
Ty oty () 0 Ty, (yey ) = Ty —1,(2¢,)  or, equivalently @y, oy, = 24,. (13.25)

Consequently, T3, ¢, takes pure states, represented by primitive idempotents E;,, into pure states, as can
be seen from,

Etl o Etl = Etl = Ttl"t2 (Etl) o Ttl*ﬁfz (Etl) = Ttl*ﬁfz (Etl)

(13.26)
— Et2 o Et2 = Et2.

Remarkably, any derivation D(z) can be expressed as,
D(z) = Dy y(z) =xz0(z0y)— (xo02)0y, (13.27)

where x and y are any to two traceless elements. Recalling the definition of the associator, this implies that
the evolution of any (mixed or pure) state is given by,

Op = [z, p, 9] (13.28)

It would seem that, in the Jordan formalism, the associator plays a role equivalent to that of the commutator
in the standard picture. Let us consider the case closest to conventional quantum mechanics, the Jordan
algebra of n x n Hermitian matrices defined over C. In this case (|13.28]) reduces to,

If H = iz,y] + A then [[z,y],p] = —i[H, p] and reproduces the conventional unitary evolution
equation . It is as if the Jordan formulation is, in words of [2T4], the “square root” of standard
theory.

In light of this relationship between the Jordan formulation and the density matrix formalism, the
simple Jordan algebras of n x n Hermitian matrices over the associative division algebras seem to offer
an obvious generalisation. However, it would seem that they simply amount to conventional quantum
theory defined over R, C or H [218]. This leaves the exceptional octonionic example. In this case a Hilbert
space formulation is not possible due to the nonassociative nature of the octonions. It has, however, been
shown that the usual axioms of quantum theory may be satisfied by taking a more abstract “propositional”
approach [194] 214, 217, 219, 220)].

13.8.3. D =5 and Jordan algebras of degree three J5
Let us compare J3(P) of with the 2 qutrit reduced matrices p4 and pp
pa = Trp|¥)(¥|,

(13.30)
pp = Teal (W],
which are also 3 x 3 hermitian and transform in the same way, at least in the R and C cases:
(pA)A1A2 = aAlBla*AzBQ5BlB2’ (1331)

* A1 A
(pB)BlB2 =aA,B,@ A2325 1,

Making contact with the H, O and O° cases, however, would require going to quaternionic or octonionic
quantum mechanics. The two qutrit system (Alice and Bob) is then described by the state

W) = aap|AB), (13.32)

where A = 0,1, 2, so the Hilbert space has dimension 9, 18, 36, 72 for A = R, C,H, O. The a4p transforms
as a (3,3) under SL(3,A)4 x SL(3,A)p.
From the bipartite entanglement is measured by the 2-tangle

72(AB) = 27| det p|. (13.33)

We now propose to identify the black hole charges J with components of the reduced density matrix p rather
than the state coefficient a!
Recall that SL(3, A) has dimension 8,16,35,78 for A = R, C,H, O. Note that the fundamental reps have
real dimension 3dim A: 3,6,12,24 but 24 is not a rep of Fj.
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13.8.4. D =6 and Jordan algebras of degree two J4*
The elements of the Jordan algebras J4 of degree two, are 2 x 2 hermitian real A matrices:

Ja(A) = (il ]‘;2 ) (13.34)

where R; are real numbers and where A € A = R, C, H, O, O°. They transform as the (dim A + 2) represen-
tation of SL(2,A). In other words as the 3,4,6,10,10 of SO(2,1), SO(3,1), SO(5,1), SO(9,1), SO(5,5),
respectively as in These are the symmetries and dyonic black string charge representations of the
magic N' = 2 and N = 8 supergravities. In all cases the black string entropy is

S = m+/| det J3|, (13.35)

where
det Jo, = R1 Ry — AA. (13.36)

Let us compare J3(A) with the 2 qubit reduced matrices p4 and pp

pa = Tep|W)(V),

pp = Tral¥)(¥|, 157

which are also 2 x 2 hermitian and transform in the same way. Generalising to R, C, H, O, 0%, the two qubit
system (Alice and Bob) is then described by the state

|W) = aap|AB), (13.38)

where A = 0,1, so the Hilbert space has dimension 4, 8, 16, 32, 32 for A =R,C,H,0,0°. The asp
transforms as a (2,2) under SL(2,A)4 x SL(2,A)p. The bipartite entanglement is measured by the 2-
tangle

To(AB) = 4] det p|. (13.39)

We now propose to identify the black hole charges J with components of the reduced density matrix p
rather than the state coefficient a!

Recall that SL(2, A) has dimension (dim A+2)(dim A +1)/2 namely 3,6,15,45.45 for A = R, C, H, O, O°.
Note that the fundamental reps have real dimension 2 dim A namely 2,4,8,16.

13.3.5. D =4 and Freudenthal triples IM(J)

Recall from that in D = 4 the black hole charges are described by the Freudenthal triple
system [30] realised as 2 x 2 “matrices”. Unfortunately, we do not know how to proceed with the new
interpretation in D = 4.

13.3.6. Advantages and drawbacks
This new density matrix interpretation has some advantages and some drawbacks:

Advantages:

1. It solves the problem of the apparently unconventional Hilbert space appearing in ([12.16). Now
it is just that of two qutrits, albeit with unconventional quantum mechanics. There is no need to
describe it as a subspace of 7-dits.

2. The mismatch between real black hole charges and complex state coeflficients now disappears.
R, C,H, O, O° charges correspond to R, C,H, O, O° density matrices.

3. It works in D = 6 as well as D = 5. The old interpretation does not admit the 10 of SO(5, 5)and
so cannot explain black strings in D = 6.
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4. In contrast to the old interpretation, this new interpretation may be extended to N/ = 2 super-
gravity coupled to an arbitrary number of supermultiplets which also have an interpretation in

terms of reducible Jordan algebras of degree 3 [30].

Drawbacks:

1. It seems to contradict our previous interpretation of identifying charges with a4p or aapc coeffi-
cients which seemed to work well, at least for the N' = 2 STU model and its A/ = 8 generalisations.
Moreover the observations that E; D [SL(2)]” and Eg D [SL(3)]® now seem to play no role.

2. There seems no obvious way to interpret the Freudenthal triples in terms of three qubit density

matrices, and so D = 4 remains a mystery.

3. Quaternionic [2I§] and octonionic quantum mechanics [2I9] seem further removed from the
real world, as the following example illustrates. Consider a single qudit state defined over

A=R,C,H,0O
|[T) = aulA), (13.40)
where A =0,1,2,...,d— 1. The dimension of the Hilbert space is
dimH = ddim A, (13.41)
and the d x d density matrix
PAB = aalp, (13.42)
belongs to a d-dimensional Jordan algebra with
dim Jy = d + 3d(d — 1) dim A (13.43)
real parameters, as in
A dim A dim Jy4
R 1 dd+1)/2
C 2 d?
H 4 d(2d — 1)
0] 8 d(4d — 3)
Table 34: Jordan algebra dimensions.
Now consider a state of n qudits
|\I/> = QAA;Asy--A,, AlAgAn> (1344)
The dimension of the Hilbert space is
dimH = d"dim A, (13.45)
and the d" x d" density matrix,
PA1Az+AnB1By-By = aA1A2"'Ana*BlBQ"'Bn7 (1346)
belongs to a d™-dimensional Jordan algebra with
dim Jg» = d" + 1d"(d" — 1) dim A, (13.47)

real parameters.

One might expect that an n-qudit state would be described by the same number of parameters as the

tensor product of n single qudits [221].
[dlm Jd]n = dim Jdn .

but this works only in the complex case.
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14. WRAPPED BRANES AS QUBITS

14.1. D = 4 black hole origin of qubit two-valuedness

In we established a correspondence between the tripartite entanglement measure of three qubits
and the macroscopic entropy of the four-dimensional 8-charge STU black hole of supergravity. In this section
we consider the configurations of intersecting D3-branes, whose wrapping around the six compact dimensions
T provides the microscopic string-theoretic interpretation of the charges, and associate the three-qubit basis
vectors |[ABC), (A, B,C = 0 or 1) with the corresponding 8 wrapping cycles. In particular, we relate a well-
known fact of quantum information theory, that the most general real three-qubit state can be parameterised
by four real numbers and an angle, to a well-known fact of string theory, that the most general STU black
hole can be described by four D3-branes intersecting at an angle.

Macroscopically, S is just one quarter the area of the event horizon of the black hole. To give a microscopic
derivation [43] we need to invoke ten-dimensional string theory whose associated Dp-branes wrapping around
the six compact dimensions provide the string-theoretic interpretation of the black holes. A Dp-brane
wrapped around a p-dimensional cycle of the compact directions (x*, 2%, 25 27, 2%, %) looks like a DO-brane
from the four-dimensional (20, 2!, 22, 23) perspective [222, 223 2241 225].

The microscopic analysis is not unique since there are many ways of embedding the STU model in
string/M-theory, but a useful one from our point of view is that of four D3-branes of Type IIB wrapping the
(579), (568), (478), (469) cycles of T°® with wrapping numbers Ny, N1, N2, N3 and intersecting over a string
[226]. The wrapped circles are denoted by crosses and the unwrapped circles by noughts as shown in
This picture is consistent with the interpretation of the 4-charge black hole as bound state at threshold of
four 1-charge black holes [135] 136 19]. The fifth parameter 6 is obtained [227, [228] by allowing the N3
brane to intersect at an angle which induces additional effective charges on the (579), (569), (479) cycles.
The microscopic calculation of the entropy consists of taking the logarithm of the number of microstates
and yields the same result as the macroscopic one [229].

To make the black hole/qubit correspondence we associate the three T2 with the SL(2)a x SL(2)p x
SL(2)¢ of the three qubits Alice, Bob, and Charlie. The 8 different cycles then yield 8 different basis vectors
|ABC) as in the last column of where |0) corresponds to xo and |1) to ox. To wrap or not to wrap;
that is the qubit. We see immediately that we reproduce the five parameter three-qubit state |¥) of :

W) = —Nj cos? 0]001) — N|010) + N3 sin 6 cos 0]011)

14.1
— N1|100) — N3 sin @ cos 8]101) + (No + N3 sin? §)[111). (14.1)

Note that the GHZ state of describes four D3-branes intersecting over a string. Performing a T-
duality transformation, one obtains a Type ITA interpretation with zero D6-branes, Ny D0O-branes, Ny, No,
N3 D4-branes plus effective D2-brane charges, where |0) now corresponds to xx and |1) to oo.

4 5 6 7 8 9 macro charges micro charges |ABC)
X o X o x o p° 0 |000)
o X o X X o @ 0 [110)
o X X ) o X q2 —N3sinfcosf [101)
X ) 0 X o X qs N3 sin 6 cos 6 |011)
o X 0 X o X qo Ny + N3 sin? 6 [111)
X ) X ) o X —p! — N3 cos? 0 |001)
X o o X X o —p? —No |010)
o X X o x o —p? —N; [100)

Table 35: Three qubit interpretation of the 8-charge D = 4 black hole from four D3-branes wrapping around the lower four
cycles of T6 with wrapping numbers Ng, N1, Na, N3 and then allowing N3 to intersect at an angle 6.
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14.2. D =5 black hole origin of quitrit three-valuedness

All this suggests that the analogy [§] between D = 5 black holes and qutrits, described in
should involve the choice of wrapping an M2- brane around one of three circles in 72. This is indeed the
case, with the number of qutrits being two.

The 9-charge N' = 2, D = 5 black hole may also be embedded in the N' = 8 theory in different ways. The
most convenient microscopic description is that of three M2-branes [230, 226] wrapping the (58), (69), (710)
cycles of the 7% compactification of D = 11 M-theory, with wrapping numbers Ny, N1, Ny as in
To make the black hole/qutrit correspondence we associate the two T° with the SL(3)4 x SL(3)p of the
two qutrits Alice and Bob. The 9 different cycles then yield the 9 different basis vectors |AB) as in the last
column of where |0) corresponds to xo0, |1) to oxo and |2) to oox. We see immediately that we
reproduce the three parameter two-qutrit state |¥) of (5.16)):

W) = No|00) + Ny [11) + Na|22). (14.2)

Note that this rank 3 Bell state describes three M2-branes intersecting over a point.
The black hole entropy, both macroscopic and microscopic, turns out to be given by the 2-tangle

S =2m/|detaap|, (14.3)

and the classification of the two-qutrit entanglements matches that of the black holes as in There

5 6 7 8 9 10 macro charges micro charges |AB)
x o o x o o p° No |00)
o x o o X o p! Ny |11)
0 o X 0 o x p? N, |22)
X o 0 0 X o p3 0 |01)
o x o o o x pt 0 |12)
o o x X o o p° 0 |20)
X o 0 0 o X p° 0 |02)
0 x 0 x o o p’ 0 |10)
o o X o x o p° 0 |21)

Table 36: Two qutrit interpretation of the 9-charge D = 5 black hole from M2-branes in D = 11 wrapping around the upper
three cycles of T® with wrapping numbers Ng, N1, Na. Note that they intersect over a point.

is, in fact, a quantum information theoretic interpretation of the 27 charge N' = 8, D = 5 black hole in
terms of a Hilbert space consisting of three copies of the two-qutrit Hilbert space [§]. It relies on the
decomposition Fggy D [SL(3)]® and admits the interpretation of a bipartite entanglement of three qutrits,
with the entanglement measure given by Cartan’s cubic Eg(g) invariant. Once again, however, because the
generating solution depends on the same three parameters as the 9-charge model, its classification of states
will exactly parallel that of the usual two-qutrit system. Indeed, the Cartan invariant reduces to detasp in
a canonical basis [157].

The microscopic interpretation of the D = 5 black string and its QI correspondence proceeds in a similar
way by wrapping three M5-branes around 7. We simply swap the crosses and the noughts in
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15. OUTSTANDING PROBLEMS

15.1. For quantum information theory

The Fano plane has played a crucial role in our description of the 3-way entanglement of seven qubits.
It also finds application in switching networks that can connect any phone to any other phone. It is the
3-switching network for 7 numbers. However there also exists a 4-switching network for 13 numbers, a
5-switching network for 21 numbers, and generally an (n + 1)-switching network for (n? + n + 1) numbers
corresponding to the projective planes of order n [23] 24]. Tt would be worthwhile pursuing the corresponding
quantum bit entanglements.

Exceptional groups, such as E7(7), have featured in supergravity, string theory, M-theory and other
speculative attempts at unification of the fundamental forces. However, it is unusual to find an exceptional
group appearing in the context of qubit entanglement. Can this be subject to experimental test?

What is the significance of the coset constructions, such as Fg/[SL(2)]® that describes the 4-way entan-
glement of eight qubits?

Cayley’s hyperdeterminant provides a good measure of entanglement by virtue of being an entanglement
monotone. We intend to return elsewhere to the issue of whether Cartan’s E7 invariant is also monotonic.

Jordan algebras were first introduced in the 1930s by Jordan, Wigner and von Neumann to describe
the different possible versions of quantum mechanics: defined over the real, complex, quaternionic and
octonionic numbers. As we have seen, they also make their appearance in black hole physics which we have,
in turn, related to quantum mechanics. Does this mean that we can come full circle and reformulate the
qubit entanglements in terms of quaternionic and/or octonionic quantum mechanics?

The D = 5 black hole, related to two qutrits, and the D = 4 black hole, related to three qubits, are
themselves related through the 3-dimensional Jordan algebras over the octonions and the Freudenthal triple
systems. Indeed there exists a 5D/4D black hole correspondence that relates the two but involves black
holes carrying angular momentum and Taub-NUT charge [231], 232]. Is there a QI interpretation of rotating
black holes and NUT charge? What does this imply for the relation of qubits to qutrits? Moreover, we have
confined out attention to asymptotically flat black holes. What about those that are asymptotically anti-de
Sitter (AdS)?

Although there are no black holes with non-zero entropy in D > 6 dimensions, there are black strings
and other intersecting brane configurations with entropies given by U-duality invariants. Do they have a
qubit interpretation?

A pair of entangled qubits may be exploited to perform computational tasks beyond the capability of
any classical device. What is more, a three-qubit entangled state can then be used achieve tasks surpassing
that of the 2-qubit case. Can we go beyond these examples utilising the special properties of the tripartite
entanglement of seven qubits? One possibility is the role of the Fano plane in error-correcting codes.

The tripartite entanglement of three qubits is subject to experimental test and provides a striking version
of Bell’s theorem on non-locality versus realism [95]. Can we generalise these experiments to the tripartite
entanglement of seven qubits described above by the Fano plane and thereby demonstrate the effects of
octonions in the laboratory?

15.2. For M-theory

The STU black hole entropy is described by the 2 x 2 x 2 hyperdeterminant, but there is a much richer
mathematical structure behind the theory of more general hyperdeterminants [27] which also enters the
classification of entanglement invariants [21], [TT3] [78], 233]. Do they have a role in M-theory?

We have seen that the SL(2) x SO(6,6) Cartan invariant for the 24 NS-NS charges is just the SL(2)3
invariant Cayley’s hyperdeterminant when defined over the imaginary quaternions. Is this just a property
of the charges or does this mean that the N = 4 supergravity is, in some sense, just the N’ = 2 STU
supergravity defined over the imaginary quaternions? If so, does this mean that the NS-NS sector of D = 10
string theory compactified on T¢ with U-duality SL(2) x SO(6,6) is somehow equivalent to the NS-NS
sector D = 6 string theory compactified on T? with U-duality SL(2)%, when defined over the imaginary
quaternions?
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The E7 Cartan invariant for the full 56 charges, including the 32 R-R, is not simply given by Cayley’s
hyperdeterminant over the imaginary octonions but is nevertheless given by a similar expression quartic in
the imaginary octonions. So one could again ask whether this just a property of the charges or does this
mean that the A/ = 8 supergravity is, in some sense, related to the N' = 2 STU supergravity defined over
the imaginary octonions. If so, does this mean that D = 11 M-theory compactified on 77 with U-duality
E7 is somehow related to the NS-NS sector D = 6 string theory compactified on T? with U-duality SL(2)3,
when defined over the imaginary octonions? We are encouraged in these speculations by recent independent
advances by both mathematicians [28, [29] and physicists [6l [7] that show, using the Fano heptads, that E7
has a natural structure of an O-graded algebra, compatible with its action on the minimal 56-dimensional
representation.

15.8. For their inter-relation

A third physical application of Cayley’s hyperdeterminant is that of providing the Lagrangian of the
Nambu-Goto string in spacetime signature (2,2) [234] 235]. (It is then possible to generalise to an F7
invariant string using the Cartan invariant.) Is this related to its other two applications in black holes and
quantum information theory?

The Type IIB microscopic analysis of the black hole has provided an explanation for the appearance
of the qubit two-valuedness (0 or 1) that was lacking in the previous treatments: the brane can wrap one
circle or the other in each T2. The number of qubits is three because of the number of string theory extra
dimensions is six. Moreover, the five parameters of the real three-qubit state are seen to correspond to four
D3-branes intersecting at an angle. Similar results hold for the two-qutrit system. Can one now find an
underlying physical justification for relating the 3-tangle to the black hole entropy?
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A. TRANSVECTANTS AND CAYLEY’S HYPERDETERMINANT

Cayley’s original treatment of the hyperdeterminant [22] made use of a homogeneous polynomial U of
third degree in six variables with eight coefficients a to h:

U= aziy121 +bx1y122 + cr1y221 + dx1Y222

(A1)
+exay121 + f Toy122 + g x2y221 + hx2y220.

Successive application of differential operators reduced U to an expression called u - an example of a

hyperdeterminant (cf [section 4.3.2)):
w= a?h®+b2g% + A f? + d2e?
— 2 (abgh + acfh + aedh + befg + bdeg + cdef)
+ 4 (adf g + beeh)
= (ah — bg — cf +de)?® + 4(ad — be)(fg — eh)
= (ah — bg — de + cf)? + 4(af — be)(dg — ch)
= (ah — cf — de + bg)? + 4(ag — ce)(df — bh),

To begin with the differentials were expressed solely in terms of what we would today recognise as “momen-
tum space” duals to the x,y, z variables. This developed into the traditional symbolic method or classical
umbral calculus. Cayley’s subsequent treatment made use of determinants of these dual variables, and one
of the notations for the determinants was the symbol Omega ||€2]|. These were combined into a single
operator called the hyperdeterminant symbol [0 so that v = OOU. Cayley eventually moved on from his
hyperdeterminant theory and after a sesquicentennial hiatus the work was reestablished in [27].

A connection between the hyperdeterminant theory and entanglement measures lies in classical invariant
theory [236], 233 237, 20T, 114, [0, 238]. The objects of interest are forms (homogeneous polynomials), and
the functions of these forms that are “unchanged” in some sense by transformations of the variables - for
this purpose it is instructive to consider the more general notion of a covam’aniﬂ Covariants of a form
are functions J(@,#) in the form’s variables & and coefficients @ that are unchanged under general linear
transformations modulo the determinant A of the transformation:

J(@,%) = AvJ(@, 7). (A.3)

Here, w is called the weight of the covariant. An invariant is simply a covariant in the special case in
which there is no & dependence. When even the determinant factor drops out (w = 0) the covariant (or
invariant) is called absolute. Given a set of forms depending on the same variables one may also construct
joint covariants. These depend on the coefficients of all the forms, but satisfy the same transformation
formula as ordinary covariants.

One can generate covariants of a form via a process known as transvection, which is itself based upon
the Omega process. The mth order Omega process with respect to an m x m matrix of variables V is a
differential operator defined as

9 e 0
8‘/11 avlvn
o . o (A-4)
OVm1 OVm

d
= Zwesm(_)ﬂ H?ll WVin(ty

For example, a second order Omega process would be 8V1188V22 — 8V1288V21 . We will call the matrix of which
Q is the determinant the Omega matrix Q. In conjunction with a set P consisting of p polynomials, the

HWe rely heavily upon the notation of [236] throughout this appendix.
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Omega process may be used to form transvectants. The essential property of the Omega matrix that permits
this construction is the fact that under a simultaneous general linear transformation A of all the variables,
Omega transforms as Q +— (A=1)TQ, so that the Omega process satisfies

Q — (det A)~'Q, (A.5)

making it an example of an invariant process. Other invariant processes are the scaling and polarisation
processes
Polarisation: ) = a2
risation ﬂ(m:y) Tigy (A.6)
Scaling:  o(Z) = (&, ),
which obey identities with the Omega process. The covariants resulting from their application find alterna-
tive expression as the partial transvectants discussed briefly below.
— — —

Defining P(V;) := P(Vi1, ..., Vip), we use the tensor product notation @?*_, P; to denote Py (V1), ..., Py(V}).

A complete n-transvectant is then defined by

(Pr,...,P)"™ :=tr Q" ®"_, P, (A7)

where tr sets all vectors of variables to be equal: 171) = ‘7; == ‘7;. Under the exchange of any of the P;,

the transvectant picks up a factor of (—)™. For a complete n-transvectant, the dimension v of the V: vectors
satisfies p = v = m. However more generally, v can be any integer multiple of p: p = v/d. In such case, the
polynomials are expected to be multiforms; that is, while the polynomials accept p X d arguments, they are
homogeneous in each of the d sets of v variables. Separate Omega processes can then operate on the d sets

of variables to form a complete (ni,...,nq)-transvectant:

(Piy..., Pp)mieona) .= tr Q... Q1 QP P (A.8)
When the P; have multiweights (w11,...,w14), ..., (Wp1,...,Wpq) the resulting covariant has multiweight
(wi1+- -+ wpr+n1,...,wig+ -+ wWwpg +nq). In the multidegree case, transvectants satisfy p = v/d = m,

but it is possible to generalise yet further to partial transvectants in both the single and multidegree cases.
The Omega processes of partial transvectants have variables excluded by deleting rows and columns in the
full pd x pd Omega matrix. Partial transvectants subsume the scaling and polarisation processes so that the
polynomial covariants of a set of forms can be obtained using only linear aggregates of partial transvectants.
In all cases, transvectants obey the inequality

p>v/d=m, (A.9)

with saturation for a complete transvectant.
An elementary and eminently recognisable example of a transvectant would be the discriminant of a
quadratic form:
P(z,y) = az® + bxy + cy?,

(A.10)
b — dac = -3(P,P)?,
which is an invariant. This is an example of a Hessian covariant H[P]:
oP
H[P]:= L(P,...,P)® = det : A1l
[ ] v[( I ) ) € axlax] ( )
Another example is the Jacobian determinant J[Py,..., B,]:
OP;
J[Py,...,P):=(Py,...,P,)" Edet( ) (A.12)
&vj

which is familiar from the change of variables in integration. As this is a first transvectant it is actually
simpler than the example of the Hessian covariant. A yet simpler case is the zeroth transvectant of a set of
forms, which is merely the product of the forms.
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In similar fashion, transvection can generate the entanglement measures of a three-qubit system using
the covariants of a single polynomial ¢ in six variables [80]:

V= QijrTiY; 2k
= apZoYo2o + a1ToYo2z1 + A2ToY120 + A3ToY121 (A.13)
+ asx1Yoz0 + asT1Yo21 + asT1Y120 + arT1Y121,
where the usual binary to decimal conversion has been performed on the coefficients. The form  is in fact
a triform of tridegree (1,1, 1), which is to say it is a form of degree one in each of the &, ¢, Z variables when
the other two are fixed. This immediately suggests that one may form (n1,ng, ng)-transvectants of ¢, the

first of which is trivially 4 itself. The next covariants of interest arise from Hessian-like transvectants whose
degree-sum is two:

Hy 2= §(0,0) 0
Hy i= 5 ()0, (A1)
Hy 2= §(,0) 0

Note that the H; transvectants are of degree three with two polynomials and six variables, hence they are
complete and the Omega processes are second order. Written out more explicitly these are:

Hy = (apzo + aqx1) (agajo + arxy) — (@120 + asz1) (azxo + agxy)

= (apaz — alag) + ( asaq — azas — ajag + agar) xoxy + (asar — asag) 2,
Hy = (aoyo + az2y1) (a5yo +ary1) — (a1yo + azy1) (asyo + asy1) (A15)
= (apas — a1a4) + (—azaq + azas — aras + apar) Yoy + (azar — azae) y%, .
Hs = (apzo + a121) (agzo0 + azz1) — (azz0 + asz1) (aszo + as21)

= (agag — asay) 25 + (—azas — asas + ajag + apar) z0z1 + (a1a7 — azas) 23

The H; are closely related to the 2-tangles of a three qubit system. Next there is a single Jacobian-like
covariant which may be obtained from each of the three H;

T = (0 Hy) 0
= (¢, Hy) ) (A.16)
= (¢7 H3)(070,1)~
This is a large expression when written in full:

T = ( 2(11@2&4 — apaza4 — QpA2a5 — apai1Gg —+ a%a7
aijazas + aiasas — 2apaszas — a%ag + agaiar

) ToYo<o
+ ( ) ToYoz1
+( a2a3a4 — a3as + ajasag — 2apazas + agazar) Toyizo
+( a3a4 — agaszas — ajazag + 2aiasa7 — apasar) Toyiz1 (A.17)
+ (= asal + asasas + arasas — 2a0asa6 + apasar) T1Yo2o '
+ (— asaqas + agag — aiasas + 2a1a4a7 — apasar) T1Yoz1
+ (— asasas — azasas + 16§ + 2asa4a7 — agasa7) T1Y1%0

+ (—2azasas + azasar + asasar + aragar — aga? ) T1y1,

which is related to the Kempe invariant [71]. Finally there is the hyperdeterminant invariant whose absolute
value is proportional to the 3-tangle

A= (T, 4) Y = Det a. (A.18)

Expressed entirely in terms of 4 this is ((¢, (¢, ) ®1D)(1.0.0) )LD Interpreting the z,y, 2 variables
as qubits, the LU-invariants can be generated by the self-overlaps of the six polynomials ¥, Hy, Ho, H3, T,
and A. According to [80], there is an additional LU-invariant (A?|T?).
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Rather than generate the three-qubit invariants through iterated complete transvection, they may alter-
natively be obtained as partial transvectants. In this case the Omega processes are partitioned into three
sets, the first of which act on the x variables, the second on the y’s and the third on the 2’s (remembering
that each polynomial’s arguments are initially unique and only reduce to z,y, z when the trace is applied).
In the case of complete transvectants, there was no ambiguity in the variables involved in the Omega process,
but now there is the freedom to choose which polynomials the processes are associated with. Recalling that
v/d = m, we find that since the Omega processes for our triform are second order, the processes need
two labels referring to the polynomials involved (and of course there must be at least two polynomials since
p > m). Consequently, we may adopt the notation:

0 10)
Qqp = det ( T y“) , (A.19)
“ amﬁ ayﬁ

where x and y correspond to zg,x; if the process appears in the first partition, yg,y; if it appears in the
second partition, etc. There is also a bracket notation we may employ:

[af] := Qap = —[Bal, (A.20)

where the LHS is called a bracket factor of the second kindE While Cayley introduced the Omega notation,
he also employed o3 for bracket factors. The covariants that are written in terms of bracket factors are
referred to as bracket polynomials and we can rewrite three-qubit covariants as bracket polynomials. To
begin with, the H; are given by

Hi=1u( 22D e,
Hy= S (D2 )(2)e e, (A.21)
Hy =L (2)(2)( v e,

where in each case there is a single empty partition (cf (A.15)). Next, 7' can be obtained in multiple ways
as

T = tr ([12])([23])(23]) v®* = — tr ([23])([12])([12]) ¥ *°
= tr ([23])([12))([23) ©®° = — tr ([12))([23])([12]) ¥*° (A.22)
= tr ([23])([23))([12)) ¥ ®° = — tr ([12))([12])([23]) ¥ °,

where the new polynomial is linked to the remaining ones in the previously empty slot of any of the H,.
Finally, the hyperdeterminant is realised as

w

A = 5 tr ([12][34])([14][23]) ([14][23]) v = (A.23)

There are of course several bracket polynomials corresponding to the hyperdeterminant, and they are ob-
tained by linking the previously untouched polynomial in each slot with the new polynomial using the
appropriate bracket factor.

12The bracket factors of the first and third kinds are also determinants, but involving the variables themselves. The former
are denoted (af) and correspond to scaling processes, whereas the latter look like [a8] and are ordinary determinants of
variables.
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B. SUPERGRAVITY COMPACTIFICATIONS

B.1. N=1,D=11
In this appendix we look at superalgebras [32] for M-theory in D = 11, Type I1A theory on D = 10 and
Type I1B theory in D=10 in order to see how the central charges give rise to the black hole charges in D = 4

after compactification on either 77 or T%. To get the right central charges, we need to know the symmetry
properties of Dirac matrices for SO(1,2n) and SO(1,2n — 1) [239] which obey the Clifford algebra:

{FAaFB} = 277AB, (B].)
where A =0,...,2n — 1 and n = diag(—1,+1,...,+1).
(FM1M2'”AITC)Q/3 _ (71)(n7r)(nfr+1)/2(FMleu-MrC)BO” (BQ)
where C' is the charge conjugation matrix
C =Tpi1Tni2 - Ton 1T (B.3)
Here the symmetric gammas are TMC, TMNC and TMNPREC 50 the D = 11 supersymmetry algebra is
{QaQs} = (TMC) ,Prr + (PMNC) y Zuw + (DMNPRRC) - Zuvpor. (B.4)

That is, there is a two-form and a five-form charge. The total number of components of all charges on the

RHS of (B4) is
11 4 55 + 462 = 528, (B.5)

which is, algebraically, the maximum possible number since the LHS is a symmetric 32 x 32 matrix.
Consider an 11 = 4 + 7 split with

SO(1,10) D SO(1,3) x SO(7), (B.6)
under which
P]\/j — PN + Pi;
11— (41) + (17, (B.72)
ZuNn — Zw + Zu +  Zy,
55 — (6,1) + (4.7) + (1,21), (B.70)
ZJ\/[NPQR - Z;Ll/pai + Z,ul/pij + Z,uuijk + Z,uijkl + Zijklma (B 7C)
462 — (1,7) + (4,21) + (6,35) + (4,35) + (1,21). ’
The 56 0-brane charges are
P~ (17 7);
Zij ~ (1,21),
B.8
Z/,Ll/po'i = Euupa*gi ~ (1a 7); ( )
Zijklm = %Eijklmnozno ~ (1; 21)>
which combine into a (1,28 + 28) of SO(1,3) x SU(8). The 256 1-brane charges are
P, ~ (4,1),
Zui ~ (4,7),
5 B.9
Z[Lijkl = %sijklmnozumno ~ (4735)7 ( )
Z/_wpij = E;Lupa'*Zgij ~ (4’ 21)7
which combine into a (4,1 + 63) of SO(1,3) x SU(8). The 216 2-brane charges are
Zw ~ (6,1), (B.10)

*Z;u/ijk = %?ul/pazpaijk ~ (6735)3
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N N =24,D=10 N =2B,D =10

D=11 R-R NS-NS R-R NS-NS
P~ (1,7) Z~(1,1) P~ (1,6) Z; ~(1,6) P~ (1,6)
Zi; ~(1,21) Zij ~ (1,15) Z; ~ (1,6) Zijr ~ (1,10 + 10) Zi ~ (1,6)
*Z; ~ (1,7) *xZ ~ (1,1) *xZ; ~ (1,6) *Z 1~ (1,6) *xZ; ~ (1,6)
Zij ~(1,21) Z;i; ~ (1,15) i~ (1,6) *xZ ~ (1,6)
P, ~ (4,1) Z ~ (4,6) P, ~(4,1) Z, ~ (4,1) P, ~ (4,1)
Zyi~ (4,7) W ~ (4,10) Z, ~ (4,1) Z, ~ (4,1) Z, ~ (4,1)
Z ik ~ (4,35) Z ik ~ (4,10) Z,ij ~ (4,15) Z,ij ~ (4,15) %jj ~ (4,15)
*Zyi5 ~ (4,21) *Z i ~ (4, 6) *Z 5 ~ (4,15) Z} ~ (4,15) Zt; ~ (4,15)
Zyw ~ (6,1) Z ~ (6,1) *Z} ik~ (6,10) Z7 ik ~ (6,10) %jwjk ~ (6,10)
*Zwiji ~ (6,35) *Z:;m] (6,15) %Z,,,;). ~ (6,10) Zwi ~ (6,6) Z,fmjk ~ (6,10)
528 256 272 256 272

Table 37: SO(1,3) x SO(7), and SO(1,3) x SO(6) representations appearing in compactifications of (V' = 1, D = 11), and
(N =2, D = 10), respectively.

which combine into a (6,36) of SO(1,3) x SU(8). These results are summarised in [Table 37
The D = 11 gamma matrices are related the four- and seven-dimensional gamma matrices by

Fa=a®l,v%®%), (B.11)
where
{’Vm%@} = 20ag, (B.12)
and a = 0,1, 2,3, and where
{vi, vt = 2635, (B.13)

and i = 1,...,7. In D = 7,~4%,+4% are antisymmetric and 7** is symmetric, while in D = 4 C,y*C,~5C
are antisymmetric, while v*¥C,~v#~5C are symmetric. So the D = 4, N/ = 8 algebra is in four-component
notation is

{Q." ng} = (’Y“)aﬁpu(sab + (’YSC)a,BPi(’Yi)_ab
+ (" O)apZud”  + (V"5)ap Zui (7))
+ (CapZij(y g )ab + ('VWI)UVSC)aBZMVPUi('YZ)ab (B.14)

+ (v P)a,@Zﬂup”(fya)ab + (,YMV75)QBZ#Vijk(7ijk)ab
(e Zuijit (VIR + (150 ap Zijrim (7RI )b,

where now o = 1,2,3,4 and a =0, 1,...,7. Rewriting in terms of dualised variables:

{Q.%, Qﬁb} = (V") apPu + (’YWC)aﬁZuV]‘Sab )
+ [(6C)apbi+ (Y¥5)apZpi + (C)aﬁ*ZNi](WZ)‘fb
+ (C)apZij + (5)ap*Z ij + (13C)ap Zig)(v7) ™
+ (Y™ C)ap*Z ywiji + (v )aﬂZ/qu](’Y kel

{Q.", Q5" = (Capl<Zi(v)* + Zij (7))
(15C)aslPi(v)™ + Zs; (77)2°]
(") ap[Bud® +Zm k(7)) (B.16)

(Y75 ) a8 Zpui (v ) +*Z i (77 )“b]

(Y C)a [Zuv5 +*Z i (Y F)ab].

(B.15)

or

+ 4+ +
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Defining

Zlebl = (P + i%Z:) () + (Zij +iZi5) (v9),
ab a iik\a
Ziam) ™ = Ziap)0® +*Zapyge (77 (B.17)
Zan = Zani(Y)% +xZaniz(v7) " + Zaaige (7)Y,

the algebra in two-component spinor notation is

{Q4",Qp"} = eapzl™ + Z(AB)(ab)a
{QAG?Q*A/Z)} :PAA/(Sab+ZAA/ab7 (B18)
{Q a0 QY =€a B Z 0] + Z7 (4151 (av) -
In terms of SO(3,1) x SU(8) representations, we have

(3.0;8) x (3,0;8) = (1,0;28 + 36),
(3:0:8) x (0,5;8) = (3,3:1+63), (B.19)
(0,3:8) x (0,1;8) = (0,1;28 + 36).

B.2. N =2A,D =10

Consider next the N = 24, D = 10 supersymmetry algebra. Allowing for all algebraically inequivalent
p-form charges permitted by symmetry, we have

{Qa,Qp} = (FMC)aﬁPM + (F'11C)apZ,
+ (FA{FMC)&BZM + (FMNC)QBZMN, (B.20)
+ (FMNPQFIIC>aﬂZMNPQ + (FMNPQRC)QBZMNPQR

The supersymmetry charges are 32 component non-chiral D = 10 spinors, so the maximum number of
components of charges on the RHS is 528, and this maximum is realised by the above algebra since

10+ 1+ 10+ 45+ 210 + 252 = 528. (B.21)

Note that in this case the I'y; matrix distinguishes between the term involving the 10-momentum P and
that involving the one-form charge carried by the type ITA superstring. This means that on compactification
to D = 4 we obtain an additional six electric central charges from this source, relative to the N/ = 1 case.
These are balanced by an additional six magnetic charges due to the fact that the five-form charge is no
longer self-dual as it is in the A/ = 1 case. Thus, there is now a total of 24 D = 4 central charges carried
by particles of KK, string, or fivebrane origin. These are the charged particles in the NS-NS sector of the
superstring theory.
Consider 10 = 4 + 6 split with

SO(1,9) > SO(1,3) x SO(6), (B.22)

under which

Py — P, + P

10 — (4,1) + (1,6), (B-23a)

Iy — Z, + Zj

10 — (4,1) + (1,6), (B.23b)
ZMNPQR — Zuvpoi + Luvpi; +  Zuvijk  + Zuijkl + Zijkimn, (B.23¢)

252  — (1,6) + (4,15) + (6,10 + 10) + (4,15) + (1,6).
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The 24 NS-NS 0-brane charges are

Py~ (17 6)a
Z; ~ (1,6),
Zywpoi = EHVPU*%i ~(1,6), (B-24)
Zijklm = 5ijklngn ~ (17 6),
which remain a (1,6 4+ 6 4+ 6 + 6) of SO(3,1) x SU(4). The 128 NS-NS 1-brane charges are
Py~ (4,1),
Ly~ (4,1),
o B.25
Z;,Ll/pij = EMVPU*Zij ~ (47 15)7 ( )
Zuijk ~ (4,15),
which remain a (4,14 14 15 + 15) of SO(3,1) x SU(4). The 120 NS-NS 2-brane charges are
Z:_yijk = %%upa*zﬂgijk ~ (6,10), (B.26)
Z ik = 5EmporZ "7 5 ~ (6,10),

which remain a (6,10 + 10) of SO(3,1) x SU(4).

The remaining 32 D = 4 O-brane central charges of the D = 4,/ = 8 supersymmetry algebra have
their D = 10 origin in the zero-form, two-form and four-form charges of the D = 10 algebra . The
ITA p-branes with p = (0,6), (1,5), (2,4) are the (electric, magnetic) sources for the one-form, two-form and
three-form gauge fields, respectively, of type IIA supergravity.

7 — 7,
1 —(1,1),

ZMN — Z;w + Z,un + Zmn,
45 — (6,1) + (4,6) + (1,15),

ZMNPQ - Zng + Zqu + Zut/pq + Z;mm + Zmnpq’
210 — (1,1) + (4,6) + (6,15) + (4,20) + (1,15).

(B.27a)
(B.27b)
(B.27¢)

The 32 R-R 0-brane charges are

7~ 1,
Zmn ~ (1,15),
Zyvpo = Epwpo * Z ~ (1,1),
Zmnpg = %Emnpqmzrs ~ (1,15),

(B.28)

which remain a (1,1 + 15+ 1+ 15) of SO(3,1) x SU(4). The 128 R-R 1-brane charges are

Z,u,n ~ (47 6)a
Zupa = Epupa 20 ~ (4,6),
Z;Lanq ~ (47 10)7

Znpg ™ (4,10),

(B.29)

which remain a (4,6 + 6 + 10 + 10) of SO(3,1) x SU(4). The 96 R-R 2-brane charges are
(B.30)

which remain a (6,15) of SO(3,1) x SU(4). These results are summarised in [Table 37
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B.3. N =2B,D =10

Consider next the N'= 2B, D = 10 supersymmetry algebra. Allowing for all algebraically inequivalent
p-form charges permitted by symmetry, we have

{QL, Q4 = & (PTYC) ,Pu+ (PTYC) 73
+ gl (PFJV[NPC) ﬁZMNP
+ 6ij(7)F]VINPQRO) (Z+)MNPQR
+ (PFMNPQRC) ( +)]\/[NPQR7

(B.31)

where the tilde indicates the tracefree symmetric tensor of SO(2), equivalently a U(1) doublet. One com-
ponent is NS-NS and the other R-R. The total number of components of all charges on the RHS of (B.31])
is
10+2x10+120+ 126 + 2 x 126 = 528. (B.32)
Under the same 10 = 4 + 6 split, we have

Py — P, + P,

10 — (4,1) + (1,6), (B.33a)
N8 ZNS + 7z,
B.33b
10 — (4,1) + (1, ) ( )
(ZMNPQR) - (Z#VPm)N + (Z:Lrva)NS + (Z:truijk)Nsv (B.33¢)
126  — (1,6) + (4,15) + (6,10),
(Ziinpar)™® = (Zhped)™ + (25,305 + (21,0075, (B.334)
126 — (1,6) + (4,15) + (6,10).
The 24 NS-NS 0-brane charges are
PZ ~ (17 6)a
ZY ~ (1,6),
NS
( /::—Vpai)NS - suupo*Z;LNS ~ (1,6), (B34)
= ~+
(Z:trl/pai)NS = €upo*Z;  ~(1,6),
which remain a (1,6 + 6 + 6 + 6) of SO(3,1) x SU(4). The 128 NS-NS 1-brane charges are
PM ~ (4a 1)7
285~ (4,1)
: Fo)? B.35
(%L}m)is Eppo(ZF )zz ~ (4,15), (B.35)
Z ipis) Epvpo (ZTT)NS ~ (4,15),
which remain a (4,1 4+ 1+ 15+ 15) of SO(3,1) x SU(4). The 120 NS-NS 2-brane charges are
(Z:mjk)NS ~ (6a 10), (B 36)
(Z:Vijk)NS ~ (6a 10)7

The remaining 32 D = 4 0-brane central charges of the D = 4, A’ = 8 supersymmetry algebra have their
D = 10 origin in the one-form, three-form and five-form charges of the D = 10 algebra (B.31)). The IIB
p-branes with p = (1, 5) are the (electric) sources for the one-form, and five-form gauge fields and the p = 3
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is the dyonic source of the three-form charge, respectively, of type IIB supergravity.

ZRR _ ZRR 4 gRR
10 — (4,1) + (1,6),

Z}UJ’L + Z @J + Zzgk:y

Zyunp — Zuwp +
+ (6,6) + (4,15) + (1,104 10),

120 — (4, p)
(

(Z]T/INPQR - Z:Lrp z)RR + ( ;r )RR + ( puz]k)RR7
126 - (1,6) +(415)+ (6,10).
The 32 R-R 0-brane charges are
ZiRR ~ (176)7

Zijk ~ (1,10 + 10),
(Z:upai)RR = EquJ*Z;HT ~ (1, 6)

which remain a (1,6 + 6 + 10 + 10) of SO(3,1) x SU(4). The 128 R-R 1-brane charges are
A

~(4,1),

prp = auw) 27 ~ (4,1),
(Zpij) ~ (4,15 )

(Z;rl/pz)RR EFWPU(ZJr )

~ (4,15),
which remain a (4,14 14 15+ 15) of SO(3,1) x SU(4). The 96 R-R 2-brane charges are

(Z;rw]k) RR ~ (6’ 10)’

Zp,l/z ~ (67 6)7

which remain a (6,6 + 10) of SO(3,1) x SU(4). These results are summarised in|Table 37|
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C. MORE HIDDEN SYMMETRIES

The SLOCC group for an n-qudit state is given by G = [SL(d, C)]™, but subspaces of the d"-dimensional
Hilbert space may display hidden symmetries not contained in G. We have already seen that these include
an E7(C) symmetry of a 56 dimensional subspace of seven qutrits and Eg(C) symmetry of a 27-dimensional
subspace of three 7-dits. Here we explore some more possibilities. We thank Peter Levay for his input on

early stages of these results.

C.1. SL(2) decompositions

Consider for example the groups Es(C), E7(C), SO(12,C), SO(8,C), Sp(6,C) and Sp(4,C) and their
SL(2,C)™ subgroups as in [Table 38} The decomposition of their adjoint and fundamental representations

G fund dim G H dim H dim G/H
E5(C) 248 248 SL(2,0)8 24 224
E(C) 56 133 SL(2,0)7 21 112

SO(12,C) 32 66 SL(2,C)° 18 48
SO(8,C) 8 28 SL(2,C)* 12 16
Sp(6,C) 6 21 SL(2,C)3 9 12
Sp(4,C) 4 10 SL(2,0C)? 6 4

Table 38: Coset properties for SL(2).

are given as follows

Eg D SL(2)a x SL(2)p X SL(2)c x SL(2)p x SL(2)g x SL(2)p x SL(2)g x SL(2

under which

248 — (3,1,1,1,1,1,1,1
1,3,1,1,1,1,1,1
1,1,3,1,1,1,1,1

( )
( )
( )
(1,1,1,3,1,1,1,1)
( )
( )
( )
( )

+(2,2,2,1,2,1,1,1) +(1,1,1,2,1,2,2,2)
+(2,1,2,2,1,2,1,1) +(1,2,1,1,2,1,2,2)
+(2,1,1,2,2,1,2,1) +(1,2,2,1,1,2,1,2)
+(2,1,1,1,2,2,1,2) +(1,2,2,2,1,1,2,1)
1,1,1,1,3,1,1,1) + ( )+ ( )
1,1,1,1,1,3,1,1) + ( )+ ( )
1,1,1,1,1,1,3,1) + ( )+ ( )
1,1,1,1,1,1,1,3),

+
+
+
+ 2,2,1,1,1,2,2,1)+(1,1,2,2,2,1,1,2
+ 2,1,2,1,1,1,2,2) +(1,2,1,2,2,2,1,1
+ 2,2,1,2,1,1,1,2)+(1,1,2,1,2,2,2,1
+

and

E7 D SL(2)A X SL(2)B X SL(Q)C X SL(Q)D X SL(Q)E X SL(Z)F X SL(Z)G
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under which

56 — (2,2,1,2,1,1,1)
+(1,2,2,1,2,1,1)
+(1,1,2,2,1,2,1)
+(1,1,1,2,2,1,2) (C.4)
+(2,1,1,1,2,2,1)
+(1,2,1,1,1,2,2)
+(2,1,2,1,1,1,2),
133 — (3,1,1,1,1,1,1) +(1,1,2,1,2,2,2)
+(1,3,1,1,1,1,1) + (2,1,1,2,1,2,2)
+(1,1,3,1,1,1,1) 4+ (2,2,1,1,2,1,2)
+(1,1,1,3,1,1,1) +(2,2,2,1,1,2,1) (C.5)
+(1,1,1,1,3,1,1) + (1,2,2,2,1,1,2)
+(1,1,1,1,1,3,1) + (2,1,2,2,2,1,1)
+(1,1,1,1,1,1,3)+(1,2,1,2,2,2,1),
and
SO(12) D SL(2)a x SL(2)p X SL(2)c x SL(2)p x SL(2)g x SL(2)F, (C.6)
under which
32— (2,2,1,2,1,1)
+(1,2,2,1,2,1) .7
+(1,1,2,2,1,2)
+(2,1,1,1,2,2),
66 — (3,1,1,1,1,1)+(2,2,2,1,1,2)
+(1,3,1,1,1,1) + (2,1,2,2,2,1)
+(1,1,3,1,1,1) +(1,2,1,2,2,2) (C.8)
+(1,1,1,3,1,1)
+(1,1,1,1,3,1)
+(1,1,1,1,1,3),
and
SO(8) D SL(2)a x SL(2)¢ x SL(2)p x SL(2)g, (C.9)
under which
8 — (2,1,2,1)+(1,2,1,2),
28 —» (3,1,1,1)+(1,3,1,1)+(1,1,3,1)+(1,1,1,3) (C.10)
+(2,2,2,2),
and
Sp(6) D SL(2)p x SL(2)c x SL(2)p, (C.11)

under which
6 — (1,1,2)+(2,1,1)+ (1,2,1),
21— (3,1,1)4+(1,3,1)+(1,1,3) (C.12)
+(2,2,1)+(1,2,2) + (2,1,2),
and
Sp(4) D SL(2)p x SL(2)¢, (C.13)
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under which

C.14
10 — (3,1)+(1,3) +(2,2) ( )
C.2. Qutrit interpretation
C.2.1. Sp(4) symmetry from two qutrits
Under
SL(3)a x SL(3)g D SL(2)a x SL(2)p, (C.15)
we have
(3,3) = (2,2) +(2,1) + (1,2) + (1,1). (C.16)
In particular we find the 4-dimensional subspace
(2,1) +(1,2), (C.17)
or
|\I/>4 = aA|A0> + bB|OB>, (018)
and the 4-dimensional subspace describing the bipartite entanglement of two qubits
(2,2), (C.19)
or
[¥')s = aap|AB). (C.20)

From we may assign the |U)y to the fundamental of Sp(4,C) and the |¥’); to the coset
Sp(4,C)/[SL(2, C))*.

C.2.2. Sp(6) symmetry from three qutrits

Under
SL(?))A X SL(?))B X SL(?))C D) SL(2)A X SL(?)B X SL(2)C, (C.Ql)
we have
(3,3,3) — (2,2,2)
+(2,2,1)+(2,1,2) +(1,2,2
(2,2,1)+(2,1,2)+ (1,2,2) )
+(1’172)+(1? 71)+( ) 71)
+(1,1,1)
In particular we find the 6-dimensional subspace
(2,1,1)+(1,2,1) + (1,1, 2), (C.23)
or
[T)s = as|Aee)+bg|leBe) +colee ), (C.24)
and the 12-dimensional subspace describing the bipartite entanglement of three qubits
(2,2,1) + (1,2,2) + (2. 1,2), (C.25)
or
|\I/>12 :aAfglAB0>+bBc|OBC>+CcA|ACC>. (026)

From we may assign |U)g the to the fundamental of Sp(6,C) and the |¥)i5 to the coset
Sp(6,C)/[SL(2, C))*.
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C.2.3. SO(8) symmetry from four qutrits

Under
SL(3)a x SL(3)p x SL(3)c x SL(3)p (c.27)
D SL(2)4a x SL(2)p x SL(2)c x SL(2)p
we have

(3,3,3,3) > (2,2,2,2)
+(2,2,2,1) +(2,2,1,2) + (2,1,2,2) + (1,2, 2, 2)
+(2,2,1,1) +(2,1,2,1) + (1,2,1,2) + (1,1, 2,2) (C.28)
+(2,1,1,1)+(1,2,1,1) +(1,1,2,1) + (1,1,1,2)
+(1,1,1,1)

In particular we find 8-dimensional subspace describing the bipartite entanglement of four qubits

(2,1,2,1) +(1,2,1,2), (C.29)
or
|¥)s = aac|AeCe)+bppleBe D), (C.30)
and the 16-dimensional subspace describing the four-way entanglement of four qubits.
(2,2,2,2), (C.31)
or
|W)16 = aapcp|ABCD). (C.32)

From we may assign the |U)g to the fundamental of SO(8,C) and the |¥)i to the coset
SO(8,C)/[SL(2,0)]*.

C.2.4. SO(12) symmetry from siz quirits

Under
SL(3)a x SL(3)p x SL(3)c x SL(3)p x SL(3)g x SL(3)r .33
D SL(2)4 x SL(2)p x SL(2)¢ x SL(2)p x SL(2)g x SL(2)F, (C-33)
we have

(3,3,3,3,3,3) > 1 term like (2,2,2,2,2,2)

+ 6 terms like (2,2,2,2,2,1)

+ 15 terms like (2,2,2,2,1,1)
+ 20 terms like (2,2,2,1,1,1) (C.34)

+ 15 terms like (2,2,1,1,1,1)

+ 6 terms like (2,1,1,1,1,1)

1,1,1,1,1,1).

+ 1 term like (1,1,1,1,

9

In particular, we find the 32-dimensional subspace describing the tripartite entanglement of six qubits

(27 2’ 1727 1’ 1)
+(1,2,2,1,2,1
( ) (C.35)
+ (1,1,2,2,1,2)

+ (27 1’ 171727 2)7
or
|U)32 = aapp|ABeDee)
+ bBCE‘OBCOE0>
+ ccpr|eeCDeF) (C.36)
+ egral|Ae e o EF).
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and the complementary 48-dimensional subspace describing the 4-way entanglement of six qubits

(2,2,2,1,1,2)
+(2,1,2,2,2,1) (C.37)
+(1,2,1,2,2,2),
or
|U)ys = dpapc|ABCe eF)
+ facpe|AeCDEe) (C.38)
—+ gBDEFl.B.DEF>'

From [section C.1] we may assign |¥)35 to the fundamental of SO(12, C) and the complementary |¥) 5 states
to the coset SO(12,C)/[SL(2,C)]°.

C.2.5. E; symmetry from seven qutrits

Under
SL(3)a x SL(3)p x SL(3)c x SL(3)p x SL(3)r x SL(3)r x SL(3)¢ (C.39)
D) SL(Q)A X SL(Q)B X SL(Q)C X SL(2)D X SL(2)E X SL(2)F X SL(Q)G, '
we have

(3,3,3,3,3,3,3) —» 1 term like (2,2,2,2,2,2,

+ 7 terms like (2,2,2,2,2,2,

+ 21 terms like (2,2,2,2,2,1,
(C.40)

+ 35 terms like
+ 21 terms like
+ 7 terms like
+ 1 term like

NN NN
HHR R HEFRNDMNDN
O NN
o e e e e e N
RN NN NN NN

(2,2,2
(2,2,2
(2,2,2
+ 35 terms like (2, 2,2,
(2,2,2
(2,2,1
(2,1,1
(1,1,1

In particular, we find the 56-dimensional subspace describing the tripartite entanglement of seven qubits

(2,2,1,2,1,1,1)
1,2,2,1,2,1,1)
1,1,2,2,1,2,1)
1,1,1,2,2,1,2) (C.41)
2,1,1,1,2,2,1)
1,2,1,1,1,2,2)
)

+
+
+
+
+
+(2,1,2,1,1,1,2

(
(
(
(
(
(

)

or

|U)s6 = aapp|ABeDeee)
+ bBCE|OBCOE. Q>
+ ccprleeCDeFe)
+ dprc|e e e DEeG) (C.42)
+ egra|AeeeEFe)
+ frogp|eBe e ¢ FG)
+ goac|AeCe e eG),
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and the complementary 112-dimensional subspace describing the 4-way entanglement of seven qubits, ob-
tained by exchanging 2’s and 1’s:

(1,1,2,1,2,2,2)
+(2,1,1,2,1,2,2)
+(2,2,1,1,2,1,2)
+(2,2,2,1,1,2,1) (C.43)
+(1,2,2,2,1,1,2)
+(2,1,2,2,2,1,1)
+(1,2,1,2,2,2,1),
or
|W)112 = acerc|e eC e EFG)
+ bprgalAe e De FG)
+ ¢cggap|ABe e Ee ()
+ dFABC‘ABCO OF0> (044)
+ egpcp|eBCDe o)
+ facpp|AeCDEee)
+ gpper|eBeDEF e).

From we may assign |U)se to the fundamental of E7(C) and the complementary |¥);12 states
to the coset E7(C)/[SL(2,C)]".

C.2.6. Eg symmetry from eight qutrits

Under
SL(3)a x SL(3)p x SL(3)c x SL(3)p X SL(3)g x SL(3)F x SL(3)g x SL(3)y (C.45)
D SL(2)a x SL(2)g x SL(2)c x SL(2)p x SL(2)g x SL(2)r x SL(2)gx,SL(2) g '
we have
(3,3,3,3,3,3,3,3) — 1 term like (2,2,2,2,2,2,2,2)
+ 8 terms like (2,2,2,2,2,2,2,1)
+ 28 terms like (2,2,2,2,2,2,1,1)
+ 56 terms like (2,2,2,2,2,1,1,1)
+ 70 terms like (2,2,2,2,1,1,1,1) (C.46)
+ 56 terms like (2,2,2,1,1,1,1,1)
+ 28 terms like (2,2,1,1,1,1,1,1)
+ 8 terms like (2,1,1,1,1,1,1,1)
+ 1 term like (1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1).

In particular, we find the 224-dimensional subspace describing the 4-way entanglement of eight qubits

(2,2,2,1,2,1,1,1)+(1,1,1,2,1,2,2,2)
+(2,1,2,2,1,2,1,1)+ (1,2,1,1,2,1,2, 2)
+(2,1,1,2,2,1,2,1) + (1,2,2,1,1,2,1,2)
+ (2,1,1,1,2,2,1,2) + (1,2,2,2,1,1,2,1) (C.47)
+(2,2,1,1,1,2,2,1)+ (1,1,2,2,2,1,1, 2)
+(2,1,2,1,1,1,2,2) + (1,2,1,2,2,2,1,1)
+ (2,2,1,2,1,1,1,2) + (1,1,2,1,2,2,2,1)

)
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or
|[UYoos = apmapp|HABeDeee) + acprglee eC e EFG)
+ bupcr|HeBC e E‘.>+Z~J FGAleAe eDe FG)
+ cucpr|He eCDeFe) + épgap|eABe e Fe()
+ dyppg|He e e DEeG) + dpapc|eABC e o Fe) (C.48)
+ epypra|HAe e e EFe) + égpcplee BCDe e o)
+fHFGB‘H°B°°'FG>+fACDE|OAOCDEoo>
+ gucgac|HAeCe eeG) + gpprpr|lee Be DEF o).

The 112 are associated with quadrangles of the Fano plane and the other 112 with the quadrangles of the

dual Fano plane. From we may assign |¥)ao4 to the coset Eg(C)/[SL(2,C)]5.
We have confined these qubit G/H coset constructions, with H = [SL(2, C)]™ to the Appendix because

we have as yet no good application of them within quantum information theory.

C.3. SL(3) decompositions
Consider the groups Fs and Eg and their SL(3, C)™ subgroups as in [Table 39

G fund dim G H dim H dimG/H
Es 248 248 SL(3,0)* 32 216
Es 27 78 SL(3,C)3 24 54

Table 39: Coset properties for SL(3).

The decomposition of their adjoint and fundamental representations are given as follows.

Es D SL(3)a x SL(3)g x SL(3)c x SL(3)p, (C.49)
under which
248 —- (8,1,1,1) + (1,8,1,1) + (1,1,8,1) + (1,1,1,8)
+(1,3,3,3) + (1,3,3,3) + (3,3,3,1) + (3,3,1,3) (C.50)
+(3,1,3.3) + (3,3,3,1) + (3,3,1,3) + (3,1,3,3),
and
Es DSL(3)a x SL(3)p X SL(3)¢, (C.51)
under which
27— (3,3,1)+(3,1,3) +(1,3,3)
78— (8,1,1)+(1,8,1) +(1,1,8) (C.52)
+(3,3,3) + (3,3,3).
C.4. 7-dit interpretation
C.4.1. Eg symmetry from three 7-dits
Under
SL(?)A X SL(?)B X SL(7)C — SL(3)A X SL(3)B X SL(?))C, (C.53)
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In particular we find the 216-dimensional subspace describing the tripartite entanglement of four qutrits,
namely

,3)
5, (C.61)
or
‘\I/>216 = a.BCD/|OBCD/> =+ boB’C'D’l ° B/C/D/> + CAB'Ce |AB,C ° > + dap«D |ABOD>
+ eaec'p’|A®C'D") + fapcre|A'BC" @) + garprep'|A'B' e D') + hprecp|A’ e CD).

From we may assign |¥)a16 to the coset Eg(C)/[SL(3,C)]*.

Again we have confined these qutrit G/H coset constructions, with H = [SL(3,C)]" to the Appendix
because we have as yet no good application of them within quantum information theory.

(1,3,3,3) + (1,3,3.3) + (3,3,3,1) + (3,3,1
1 + + 1,3

3
+(3,1,3,3) + (3.,3,3.1) + (3/,3,1,3) + (3.1,

(C.62)

D. DISCRETE SYMMETRY OF THE FANO PLANE

It ought to be clear by now that the Fano plane plays a central role in the seven qubit interpretation of
N = 8 black holes. It is therefore natural ask how the symmetries of the Fano plane are manifested in the
56 dimensional seven qubit state.

D.1. Projective geometry, the Fano plane and PSL(2,F7)

Let Vo =V(n+ 1,F)/{0} be a n 4+ 1-dimensional vector space, defined over a field I, with the additive
identity 0 removed. Note, ' may be a finite field with characteristic ¢, in which case we denote it by I,.
The n-dimensional projective space over I, which we write as PG(n, ), is the space of equivalence classes
defined by the relation, x ~ y iff x = ay, where o € F/{0} and z,y € Vh. The set of projectivitieﬂ
of PG(n,F,) is the projective general linear group PGL(n + 1,F,), i.e. the group of non-singular linear
transformations on Vj up to an overall multiplicative factor (see for example, [240]).

The Fano plane is the projective plane over the finite field of order two, PG(2,IF5). It is the smallest
example of a projective plane. In this case the projective general linear group, PGL(3,F3), is isomorphic
to the projective special linear group PSL(S,FQ)E, the set of determinant one projectivities. In fact, in
this particular instance, we have a second useful isomorphism, PSL(3,F3) ~ PSL(2,F7). PSL(2,F7) is
second smallest finite non-abelian simple group, after the alternating group As, with 168 elements. It has
many guises, but, perhaps most significantly, it is the automorphism group of the Klein quartic. Further,
it is the only finite simple subgroup of SU(3) and consequently, in light of the recently measured neutrino
mixing patterns, it has been receiving increasing attention as a candidate finite non-abelian flavour group
2411, 242).

D.2. The 56-dimensional representation
PSL(2,F7) admits a two generator presentation [243] [242],

(s,t|s*=t2=(st)" =[s,t]* =e), (D.1)

where the commutator, [s, t], is defined as s~1t~1st.

It has six conjugacy classes and, therefore six irreps, as summarised in It has a convenient
action defined on the Fano plane given by the permutation of its points. For example, we may consider the
permutations,

stano = (AC)(B)(DE)(F)(G),  trano = (ADB)(C)(EFG), (D.2)

which are automorphisms of the un-oriented Fano plane. This yields a 7 dimensional real representation for
which it is easily verified that (D.1) is satisfied. This representation is reducible,

7o 1 46, (D.3)

13 A projectivity is a linear bijection PG(n,F) — PG(n,T) that preserves incidence.
4 More generally, PGL(n,Fy) ~ PSL(n,Fy) iff gcd(n +1,q) = 1.
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Table 40: Character table for PSL(2,F7). The number in square brackets on each conjugacy class C, corresponds to the
order of the elements in that class. A simple representative for each class is given in the parentheses. Note that geometrical
interpretation of the 6 is given by its action on the Fano plane [24I]. The final row corresponds to the compound characters
of the reducible 56 dimensional representation described here.

cl 2ells)y  sectB@)  a2c((s, 1)) 24C (st) 24C (st2)
! 1 1 1 1 1 1
X 3 -1 0 1 1(-14iV7) 1(-1-iV7)
x[3! 3 —1 0 1 1(-1-iV7) L(=14iV7)
x€ 6 2 0 0 —1 —1
X7 7 -1 1 -1 0 0
X8 8 0 -1 0 1 1
x5! 56 8 2 0 0 0

as can be checked from its characters. The Fano planes initial overall labelling is associated with the singlet
[241].

These permutations also interchange the lines of the Fano plane and, consequently, may be considered
as permutations of the points of the dual Fano plane,

Saualfano = (ab)(ce)(d)(f)(9),  tauartano = (a)(beg)(efd). (D.4)

This Fano plane representation may be used to build a 56-dimensional representation of the PSL(2,TF7)
generators, denoted ssg and t56, acting on our particular seven-qubit state,

|¥)Y = aapp|ABD) + bpcr|BCE) + ccpr|CDF) + dppc|DEG)

+eppa|lEFA) + fra|FGB) + goac|GAC), (D-5)
which leaves quartic entanglement measure, 14, invariant.
Begin by considering the action on both the Fano and dual Fano planes together,

aapp — bepe, aapp > appa
bcE — aBAD, bpcr > cpor,
CCDF s €AEF CCDF AR 9CcAG,
dpec > depa, dppG > earn, (D.6)
epra v cppe,  eppa o frap,
free > frep.  frep = deEp,
geac v geca,  gaac * besc,

where Stano and Squalfano (tfano and tquaifano) respectively permute the upper and lower case letters (points
and lines) in a consistent manner. Note, however, that the points on each line are permuted away from their
original ordering, for example, in we find aapp — bope as opposed to bpcg. There is, in addition,
a corresponding action on the quadrangles of the dual Fano plane. Label each quadrangle by its excluded
qubit as in Using this labelling and the composition rule,

(bedf) - (cdeg) = (efgb), (D.7)

where the common letters are “contracted” over, reproduces the Fano plane. Consequently, the quadrangles

transform into each under sgano and tgano or, equivalently, under squaifano and tduaifano- HOwever, the ordering

of the four points within each quadrangle is not left invariant. For example, Squalfano : cdeb — edcg, which is

an odd permutation of the original ordering cdeg. This is the case whenever the quadrangle contains g due

to the fact that the permutation squaifano is defined by the quadrangle, abce, excluding George. Similarly, for
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A B C D E F G
bedf cdeg defa efgb fgac gabd abce

Table 41: The seven quadrangles, identified with points as described here, form an equivalent representation of the Fano plane
using the composition rule .

tdualfano the points of each quadrangle containing ¢ receive an odd permutation since tquaifano iS associated
with the quadrangle, defa, excluding Charlie.

In defining a 56-dimensional action leaving I, invariant one must account not only for the (dual) Fano
plane permutations but also the ordering of the points on each line and quadrangle. This is achieved by a
composite transformation, first performing the (dual) Fano plane permutations as in , then reordering
the points on each line to their standard form. Finally, to account for the quadrangles, we must bit flip each
qubit not appearing on the line given by the quadrangle associated with the dual Fano plane permutation.
For example, the permutation squaifano is defined by the quadrangle, abce, excluding George and, hence, we
bit flip the qubits B, D, E, and F, that is those qubits not lying on the line ggac. Similarly, for ¢qualfano
the relevant quadrangle is given by excluding Charlie and so we bit flip the qubits A, B, E, and G, i.e. those
not included in the line coppF.

As an explicit example let us consider the action of s56 on a1 ,0,1,- Note, we have labelled the indices
to keep track of orderings. The composite transformation is given by,

relabel permute

) bit fipBE
856 1 Q1 ,40p1p M D1o0p15 —_

bip1c0s: (D.8)

bOglclE

where the relabelling is done according to the Sfane and Squaifano permutations. We bit flip B and E (but
not C) as they do not appear in the line GAC'. Therefore the complete transformation, for this example, is
a101 — b119. All in all this yields a 56 dimensional real representation of PSL(2,TF7), see|Figure 15

D.3. Decomposition of the 56-dimensional representation

PSL(2,TF7) has six classes and therefore six irreps, as summarised in [Table 40| [241]. Note, the final row
corresponds to the compound characters of the 56 described here. This 56 dimensional representation is
clearly reducible and, to determine how it decomposes, we may use,

1 *
a, = gzgax([)lf] X[o?G]v (Dg)

where a, counts the number of times irrep p appears in the 56. Note, g and g, are the dimension of the
group and conjugacy class, C,, respectively. Using one finds,

a, = {2,0,0,4,2,2}, (D.10)

and, hence, we have
56=14+1+6+6+6+6+7+4+7+8+8. (D.11)

This is consistent with the breaking of the fundamental 56 of F; under PSL(2,TF;), which goes as,
56 >1+1+6+6+6+6+7+7+8+8. (D.12)

In [16] the PSL(2,TF;) symmetry of the N' = 8 black hole entropy has been related, via a special set
of 63 three-qubit operators, to the generalised hexagon of order two using the dictionary constructed in
They further suggested that the full Go(2) symmetry of the hexagon may be preserved by
the black hole entropy.
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Figure 15: Graphical representation of the generators of the 56 dimensional representation of PSL(2,F7). These are the 56 X 56
matrices ss6 (left) and t56 (right). The gridlines partition the matrices into 8 x 8 blocks that transform a single letter, while
the filled squares correspond to the non-zero unit entries. Clearly each letter octet is transformed into another, without mixing
between octets. One can read off, for example, that s5¢ converts a’s to b’s and vice versa, while ts¢ transforms the a’s amongst

themselves.
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