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Necessary and sufficient conditions for positive
semidefinite quantum mutual information matrices
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Abstract—For any n-partite state pa,a,..a,, we define its of surprises as pointed out by Li and Luo in Ref. [3], and
guantum mutual information matrix as an n by n matrix whose jndeed new phenomena arise here. (i) Supgasel,) is a
(i,4)-entry is given by quantum mutual information I(pa,4,). pure stateS(A;|A,) < 0 if and only if |A; A) is entangled.

Although each entry of quantum mutual information matrix, | ike In oth ds. th diti lent be eith i
its classical counterpart, is also used to measure bipartt cor- n other words, the conditional entropy can be either posit

relations, the similarity ends here: quantum mutual information ~N€gative, or zero in a general composite quantum system. (i
matrices are not always positive semidefinite even for colitions Based on quantum effects, which lead to stronger correigitio
of up to 3-partite states. In this work, we obtain necessary than classically possible, one has the following bound:

and sufficient conditions for the positive semidefinite quatum

mutual information matrix. We further define the genuine n- I(pa,a,) <2min{S(pa,),S(pa,)} (3)
partite mutual information which can be easily calculated. This ) o ]
definition is symmetric, nonnegative, bounded and more aceate ~ The factor 2 is apparently of a quantum origin [3]. In partic-

for measuring multipartite states. ular, if S(A1]A42) <0, then
Index Terms—quantum mutual information matrix, positive ) I(pa,a,) = S(A1) — S(A1|A2_) > 5(41)- )
semidefinite, genuine mutual information. This phenomenon has many interesting applications for-quan

tum information theory.
In order to effectively registration of multiple ultrasalin
i ) . images, Wang and Shen [4] introduce the mutual informa-
In classical information theory, the Shannon entropyon marix. This matrix has been conjectured to be positive

H(X) = H(p) = —5;pilogypi is used to quantify the semidefinite. Recently, Jakobsen [5] gave counterexamples
information in a sourceX', which produces messageswith 1 the conjecture, and shew that the conjecture holds for

a probability distributiorp = {p;}. Correlations between two 5 {4 three random variables. By analogy with the mutual
different discrete random variablés andY” are measured by jnormation matrix we give the definition for quantum mutual

the mutual information

I. INTRODUCTION

information matrix. Motivated by the Jakobsen’s result, [5]
I(X 1Y) :_H(X)+H(Y) _H(XY)', one might be tempted to guess that the quantum mutual
The mutual information measures how much informatin jnormation matrix is always positive semidefinite for upao
and Y have in common, and it is bounded above by thg haite state. Amazingly, due to quantum effects (i) a@fd (
marginal entropies: which lead to stronger correlations than classically pmoesi
I(X :Y) <min{H(X),HY)}. (1) the above conjecture does not hold in general, and then
the necessary and sufficient conditions should be considere
By analogy with the mutual information it is possible torpjs is the question we address in this work. On the other
define quantum mutual information for composite quantugkng, Polani [5] has observed that the mutual information
systems. Wherp,, 4, is shared by two partiesl; and A2 matrix is positive semidefinite in many applications. How to
with marginalspa, = tra,pa, 4, andpa, = tra,pa, a,» the  give a naturally general sufficient condition that explainis
straightforward generalization of the mutual informatisthe phenomenon is an open problem. Exploiting the eigenvalfies o
quantum mutual information the contract diagonal matrix with quantum mutual inforrati
I(pa,a,) = S(pa,) +S(pa,) — S(pa,a,)s ) matrif:es and t_he form of the Shann_on entropies, we define the
genuinen-partite quantum mutual information, and discuss
whereS(p4,) is the von Neumann entropy. The quantum muts properties. Then, the definition is testified in multieifu
tual information is also used to quantify the total corrielas pure states and proved to be more accurate thguartite
in pa, 4, [1,2]. As a rule of thumb, the quantum world is fullinformation [6,7] on measurement the total correlation of

. . multipartite states.
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it is more effective on measurement of the total correlation These equalities can be proved by Eq.(3) for anyartite

We conclude in Sec. V. statepa, 4,. From Eq. (3), we can see that
I(pAiAj) < 28(/)141’) =0.
II. QUANTUM MUTUAL INFORMATION MATRIX Since( < I(PAiAj), we know thatI(PAiAj) = 0 for every

For anyn-partite statepa, ,..4,, we define its quantum j € {1,2,--,n}. _ _
mutual information matrix to be the by n matrix whose =~ FromLemma lall elements in theth row and th column of

(4,7) entry is given byl (pa, ,) where the quantum mutual information matri¥,, of pa, 4,...4, are
PAA; = (AL Ape A} —{AsA;}PAL Ag-o A - zero whenS(p4,) = 0. Therefore,M,, has the same positive
In particular, semidefinite property withM,,_1 of pa,a,..4,_,4,11-A,-
I(pa,a;) = S(pa;)s I(pa,a;) = I(pa,a,) and This is our second Lemma.
I(pa,a;) > 0. Lemma 2 For then-partite state4, 4,...4,,, if there exists

Then the quantum mutual information matrix is as follows: ¢ € {1,2,---,n} satisfyingS(pa,) = 0, thenM,, and M,,_;
of pa,As-A;_1 41414, have the same positive semi-definite

S(pAl ) I(pAl Az) T I(pAlAn) property
M, = o A_]AZ) (p. a2) _ (pA_zA") (4) Since M,, and its contract matrix have the same positive
: : : : semi-definite property, we can also maké 4,) in ascending
I(pa,a,) I(pa,a,) -+ S(pa,) order, i.e.S(pa,) < S(pa,) < ---S(pa,). Without loss of

which is obviously a real symmetric matrix. Then the quantu§fnerality, hereafter the matrix always have this charastie
mutual information matrix and its contract matdx!, (M, = L€t theith-order principle minor sequence 81, is
CT M! C whereC is an invertible matrix, an@” is the matrix S(par)  Llpara,) -~ L(pasa)
transpose of”) have the same index of inertia. Hparas)  S(pas) - I(pasa)
In the classical world, the mutual information matrix was : : : :
proofed to be positive semi-definite for all three-tuple$Sh I(pa,a,) Ilpa,a,) - S(pa,)
The proof can be obtained from Eq.(1). Here, we will give Brom the above lemmas, we give the explicit properties of
counterexample for 2 by 2 quantum mutual information matrihe quantum states which saturate the positive semi-definit
which is based on the negative conditional entropy. property of mutual information matrix, and have the follogi
Example 1 Consider a system; A, of two qubits in the results.
entangled stat@4, 4, = (|01) — |10))/v/2. SystemA;(Az) Theorem 1For any2-partite stateos, 4,, we have
has the density operatdr/2, and thus has entropy equal to a) M, must be positive semi-definite, when

one. On the other hand, this is a pure state so S(pa,)-S(pa,) = 0.
S(paya,) =0andI(pa,a,) =2S(pa,) = 2. b) M, is positive semi-definite if and only if

The quantum mutual information matrix f@ry, 4, is Py =S(pa,)-S(pa,) — I*(pa, a,) >0,

My = ; f ) whenP; = S(pa4,) > 0.
which is contract with Proot. For pa, 4z, g I

, 1 0 M, = (pa))  1(pa,a,)

M=o -3 ) \ L(paia,) - S(pa,)
. _ _ _ 1 0 . a) If there existsi € {1,2} satisfying S(pa,) = 0 and
i.e. there exists the invertible matrix = ( 9 1 ) , Which  without loss of generality, leS(pa,) = 0, M, and M; =

transformsAZ, into M, as follows FM,FT = M}. Because (S(pa,)) have the same positive s_ef\mi-defir?ite pr(_)pe_rty from

a matrix is positive semidefinite if and only if its eigenvasu -€MMa landLemma 2 M, is positive semi-definite if and

are all nonnegative)/ is not a positive definite matrix. only if S(pa,) > 0, which is always stand up. Therefore, we
The counterexample suggests that the negative conditiofgfain that )

entropy [8] or I(pa,a,) > S(pa,) is responsible for this - S(pay) - S(pa,) = I°(pa,a,) = 0

counterintuitive phenomenon. In the next section we studd Mz is positive semi-definite.

this phenomenon from a different perspective and find theb) If S(pa,) >0, M, is contract with

necessary and sufficient conditions for positive semidefini M. = S(pay) 0 2
. . . 2 = S(pa;)-S(pas)—I"(pa,a5)
mutual information matrices. 0 S(pay)
M} is positive semi-definite if and only if its every diagonal
1. N ECESSARY AND SUFFICIENT CONDITIONS elements are nonnegative, that is to say,
For anyn-partite statep, 4,..4,, We are going to deter- Py = S(pa,) - S(pa,) — I*(pa,a,) > 0.

mine which states’ quantum mutual information matrices arherefore M is positive semi-definite under the same condi-

positive semidefinite. Combining the inequality relatidd) ( tion.

with the zero entropy for a pure state, we have two lemmasThis completes the proof of Theorem 1.

as follows. This result shows thad/, is positive semi-definite if and
Lemma 1 For then-partite statepa, 4,...4,,, if there exists only if its second order principle minor sequence is nonnega

i€ {1,2,---,n} satisfyingS(p4,) = 0, thenI(pas,4,) = 0 tive. That is to say, Theorem 1 can be equivalently expressed

for everyj € {1,2,---,n}. as follows.



Theorem 1’ For any2-partite statepa, a,, M2 is positive  ¢) WhenS(pa,)-S(pa,) — I*(pa, a,) > 0, M3 is contract
semi-definite if and only if all second order principle minowvith

sequences are nonnegative, i.e. its determif&fy is non- . S(pa) 00
negative. My = 0o ¢ 0. (5)
The phenomena is completely different from mutual in- 0 0 ¢
formation matrices in the classical world, becaud¢X) - where¢ = S(pay)-S(an)=I*(Pa145) gng
H(Y) > I*(X :Y) is always stand up for any two random s 5()Pg%) .y ' )
. PA PA PALA
variablesX and_Y from Eq.(1). _ N . (= SGaD) (50oa) 8 (ag )T (payas))
By analogy with the above processing of proof, it is possible _ (S(pay)- I(PA2A3) I(pajay): I(PAlAg))z
i imi ici iti S(pay)-(S(pa;)-S(pay)-I%(p
to obtain the similar necessary and sufficient conditioms3fo S0, M is pogltlve 331m| delgmte IfAéﬁ‘é onIy it >0, ie.

partite state as follows.
Theorem 2 For any 3-partite statepa, a,4,, under the
concept of contract, we have

S(pAl) S(pA2) S(pA3)+2 I(pA1A2) I(pAlAS) I(pAzAs) 2

S(pA1)~IQ (pA2A3)+S(pA2)'IQ (pA1A3)+S(PA3) -I? (pA1A2)‘
This completes the proof of Theorem 2.

a) M3 is positive semi-definite if and only if This result similarly shows that/; is positive semi-definite
S(pas) - S(pag) > I*(pasa,), whenS(pa,) = 0. if and only if its every principle minor sequence are all
b) Mj3 is positive semi-definite if and only if nonnegative. That is to say, Theorem 2 can be equivalently
S(pa,)-S(pas) > I*(pa,as) expressed as follows.
andS(pa,) - I(pa,as) = I(pasa,) - 1(pa,as)s Theorem 2’ For any3-partite statey 4, 4,.4,, M3 is positive
whenS(pa,) >0 andS(pa,) - S(pa,) = I*(pa, a,)- semi-definite if and onlyP; = |M3| > 0 when P, > 0.
C) M; is positive semi-definite if and only if The phenomena is also completely different from mutual

S(pay)-S(pay)-S(pas)+2-I(pa,a,) I(pa,as)-I(pa,a,) > information matrices in the classical world, becauslg is
S(pa,) I (pa,as)+S(pay) I (pa, a5)+S(pas) I2(pa, 4,), always positive semi-definite for any three random varigble

i.e. Py >0, whenPs = S(pa,) - S(pa,) — I*(pa, a,) > 0. [5]. In the similar way, we convince thadl,, is positive
Proof. For pa, 4,45, semi-definite if and only if its determinan®, = |M,| is
S(pa,) I(paya,) I(pa,as) nonnegative when thig—1)th-order principle minor sequence
Mz = I(pA1A2) S(pAz) I(pA2A3) : is positive.
I(pa,as) I(pasas)  S(pas) In the next section, we will show that/,, can be used
a) If S(pa,) =0, M5 and to define thegenuinen-partite qguantum mutual information,
Mo — S(pa,)  1(pa,as) which supports Polani’s assertion [5].

.I.(PA2A3) . S(pA%)
have the same positive semi-definite property from Lemma 2.  |V. GENUINE QUANTUM MUTUAL INFORMATION

From Theorem 1, we know/, is positive semi-definite if
and only if S(pa,) - S(pas) > I*(pa,as). SO Ms is positive
semi-definite under the same limitation.

Quantum mutual information measures the total amount of
correlation (both classical and quantum) between two Byste
Consistent with this interpretation, the mutual inforroati

b) Becauses(pa,) # 0, M3 is contract with is always non-negative. To measures the total amount of
, S(pa,) 00 correlation ofn-partite state, the more complicatedpartite
Mz = 0 a B information [6] (or I,,-measure [7]) is defined. However, in a
0 ) B general quantum syster), can be either positive, negative,
wherea = S(”Al)'S(g?ji )I (P4142) or zero, and there exists a typical quantum field theory which
8= S(pay)- I(PA2A3) I(PAlAg) I(pajas) _and can exhibit all three behaviors depending on the _choica of
_ S(pay) Sies )SI(P&;) ) systems_ [6,9]. The phenomenon means _that unllke_quantum
L S(;A]) 1=3s, mutual information or2-partite statep-partite mutual infor-

When S(pa,) - S(pa,) — I%(pa,a,) = 0, the necessary mation is ill defined [4]. _ _ _
condition for positive semi-definitd/s is its principle minor ~ In order to overcome the problem, in this section, we

sequences are all nonnegative. Then we have introduce two definitions abouh-partite quantum mutual
a information based o/,,. By calculating eigenvalues d¥f7,,,
az0,v20, and‘ B v 2 0. n-partite quantum mutual information is defined as the first
8 ) ) ) , definition. The second definition is the mathematical expec-
However, N T —6% > 0if and only if § = 0. M3 tation of all 2-partite quantum mutual information iff,,, as
can be rewritten as follows for the Shannon entropy. It is nonnegative and could beyeasil
S(pa,) 0 0 calculated, and enables us to measure the total correlation
0 0 0 . more than two partite. In the end, these definitions aredeste
0 o Slea) (g?%) )12(’“1*‘%) and the second definition is proved to be effective.
So we Obta"f] thaM3 |s pos|t|ve Sem| def|n|te i and On|y Def|n|t|0n 1 Multlpartlte quantum mutual |nf0rmat|oﬁG
if of n-partite statepa, 4,...4, can be expressed
S(pa,)-S(pas) > I*(pa,a,) and I(payiay. Z,\ log \i, (6)

S(pAl) : I(pAZAS) I(pA1A2) ’ (pAlAS)'



) - —

where \; are the eigenvalues d¥f,,, and0log, 0 = 0. wherelIl(pa, 4, 4,4,) = Z? ILTYWRI LS
From Eq. (5), we know(, may be negative. Sf, is still an - (i1, i3, i5,4) and Il = [T} @112 o119 @ I

. . . . ) 02503, 1 2 3 4’

il def'”'?"’“' and_ it cannot be selected as genuinequantum Example 2 Consider the following tripartite pure state:

mutual information.

Definition 2 Genuinequantum mutual informatiods of PA A As = |GHZ)Y(GHZ|. (8)

n-partite stajte%,42...,4n can be expressed where|GHZ) — %(|000>+ 1111)). It hasTs(pa,.a,ea,) = 0
c(Par:azii,) because the correlations betwedn and A, are redundant

_ _ ZP(I(pAvA,-))10g2p(1(pAvA~))7 @) with thqse betvv_eer}ll and_Ag. The corresponding quantum
I v Y mutual information ma r|i< |s1 .
Wherep(I(pAiA]‘)) = I(pAiAj)/ Zij I(pAiAj)‘ M; = 111
To get some feeling for how thgenuinequantum mutual 11 .
information behaves, we now give some properties of it. 1herefore, /g (pa, 4,4,) = 0 because the three eigenvalues
Theorem 3(Basic properties of thgenuinequantum mutual ©f Ms are respectively 1, 0, 0lc(pa,a,4,) = loga3,
information I;) which comes froml(p4,4,) = 1 for 4,5 € {1,2,3}, and

a) I is symmetric. It does not change under any permutﬁ(I(pAiAj)) -9
tion of the partite. For the maximally entangled stajes, 4,4,, there should

b) I, is non-negtive. It is zero if and only if the-partite exist nonzero guantum correlation b_ecause it is not a sepera
has the form ofou, a,...a. = pa, @ pa, @ --- @ pa, , Where state. So it has nonzero total correlation, @3¢ 4, 4,4,) =0
pa, is a reduced state of thigh subsystem and is pure. andl3(pa,.a,:45) = 0 are all not good measurements. On the
Q) Ic(payinyin,) < 2log,n, with equality if and only Other hand,
if pa, is pure with the knowledge op4,. Here,i,j € I (pasa24,) = 2log23,

(1,2, n} which is just the maximum ofz(pa,.,.4,). Therefore,Is
;Dré)of. ’a) Obvious from the relevant definitions. in Eq. (7) can be defined as tigenuinequantum mutual
information.

b) —log, p(I(pa,a,;)) > 0, sols > 0 with equality if and
pnly if I(PAI»AJ-) =0.S0S5(pa,) =0 andpAiAj = /.)Ai®ij,
1€, pAL Az A, = pAy @ pay @ @ pa, @Ndpy, IS pure. PALAsAzAs = (W)W, €)

c) A very useful property in information theory islog, = where [W) = %(|1000> +10100) + [0010) + [0001)).

is a convex function. We find that , It has Q(pa, a,a.a,) — 2 from Fig.2 in Ref. [12]. So
Io(pas:as:wa,) < —logy 3 p*(1(paa,)) Hpainyain,) > 2
1/A42A3A4 — :

Example 3 Consider the following four-partite pure state:

= —logy > ; IQ(PAiAj)/[Zij I(paia,)? The reduced density operators are
e | pa, = L310)0] + 1) (1],
Notice that equality is achieved if and only if and
 Aleaiay) = Slpa,). for i, gk € {1,2, -, n}, pa.a, = §(2(00)(00] + (|01) + [10))((01] + (10]),
I.e. pa, is pure with the knowledge gf 4. _ wherei, j € {1,2,3,4} andi # j. Then, its quantum mutual
Multi-systems are correlated if together they contain moygiormation matrix is
information than taken separately. If we measure the lack 0.8113 0.6226 0.6226 0.6226
of information by entropy, this definition of correlations i M. — 0.6226 0.8113 0.6226 0.6226
captured by the mutual information [10]. The total corriglat 17| 06226 0.6226 0.8113 0.6226

as given by the quantum mutual information in Eq. (2), can- 0.6226 0.6226 0.6226 0.8113
not be exhausted by classical correlations and entanglemde contract diagonal matrix oM, have the four eigen-
Nowadays, there are many ways of understanding the gap\/mueS: 0.2706, 0.3335, 0.6228 and 0.8113. Therefore,
correlations. In the multipartite case it is known that thare 1 (pa,4,4,4,) = 1.7810. Through simple calculations, we
several inequivalent classes of states, such as thosesegped 0btain I (pa, a,4;4,) = 3.9897, which is closer to the
by the W-state and th&’ H Z-state. D’Hondt and Panangaderinaximum value2 log 2(4) = 4 of I (pa, 4,454, )-
[11] shew that thelV-state is the only pure state that can Ic in EQ. (7) is proved as a better multipartite total
be used to exactly solve the problem of leader election @@rrelation measurement again.
anonymous quantum networks, and (R& Z-state is the only
one that can be used to solve the problem of distributed V. CONCLUSION
consensus when no classical post-processing is considered The mutual information matrix i by n real symmetric
In order to gain intuition for the meaning d{,, Iz, the matrix, and is proved to be always positive semi-definite for
tripartite information [6,7], and the quantum correlatid2], all three-tuples [5]. By analogy with it, we define the quantu
we consider a 3-qubiGH Z-state and a 4-qubit¥/-state mutual information matrix which is alse by n real symmetric
respectively. Here, the tripartite information is defined a  matrix. However, it is not always positive semidefinite. st
I3(pay:asias) = I(pasa,) +1(pas:as) — 1(pay:asa,); work, we give the necessary and sufficient conditions for the
the quantum correlation is the following difference saturating of positive semi-definite characteristic. Fert we
Q(pa,Asasa,) =ming[I(pa, a,454,) — I(TL(pa, a,454,))], have shown that the quantum mutual information matrix can



be used to provide a useful tool for characterizing the tot@lao-Yan Wen was born in Xi'an, China, on July 27, 1959. She received
correlation in multipartite systems, overcoming some flafys the B.S. and M.S. degrees in mathematics from Shannxi Notnadersity,

the I-measure [7].
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