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MAPPING CONE OF k-ENTANGLEMENT BREAKING MAPS

REPANA DEVENDRA, NIRUPAMA MALLICK, AND K. SUMESH

Abstract. In [CMW19], the authors introduced k-entanglement breaking linear maps to under-

stand the entanglement breaking property of completely positive maps on taking composition.

In this article, we do a systematic study of k-entanglement breaking maps. We prove many

equivalent conditions for a k-positive linear map to be k-entanglement breaking, thereby study

the mapping cone structure of k-entanglement breaking maps. We discuss examples of k-

entanglement breaking maps and some of their significance. As an application of our study, we

characterize the completely positive maps that reduce Schmidt number on taking composition

with another completely positive map.
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1. Introduction

Completely positive maps that are PPT or entanglement breaking are of great impor-

tance in Quantum Information theory. The problem of deciding whether a given linear map

is entanglement breaking or not is computationally a hard one. Entanglement breaking

maps are known to be PPT-maps, but the converse is not true in general. It is a well-known

conjecture ([RJK+12]) that the square of a PPT channel is entanglement breaking. To un-

derstand the entanglement property of maps on taking composition, in [CMW19], the notion
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of k-entanglement breaking maps is introduced, where k ∈ N. In this article, we study k-

entanglement breaking maps in more detail. We generalize several known results about

entanglement breaking maps into the setup of k-entanglement breaking maps. We hope

that our study will help understanding entanglement breaking maps better and hence be of

substantial interest, especially in quantum physics.

We organize this article into seven sections. In Section 2, we recall some notations,

basic definitions and known-results useful for later sections. In Section 3, we establish

various characterizations of k-entanglement breaking maps. Making use of these, we prove

(Theorem 3.12) that the set EBk and EBCPk of all k-entanglement breaking linear maps

and k-entanglement breaking completely positive maps, respectively, form mapping cones.

Further, we show that (Theorem 3.20) both the cones serve as examples of non-symmetric,

untypical mapping cones.

Section 4 discuss examples of k-entanglement breaking maps and some of their sig-

nificance in determining separability (Theorem 4.15) and entanglement (Corollary 4.16).

Though there is no close relation between PPT-maps and k-entanglement breaking linear

maps (Proposition 3.15 and Example 4.14), Theorem 4.12 provides a sufficient condition

for a trace preserving positive map (in particular, PPT-map) to becomes a k-entanglement

breaking map.

As an application, in Section 5, we exhibit the Schmidt number reducing property of 2-

entanglement breaking completely positive maps. Motivated from work done in [RJP18], we

ask the following question, which is closely related to PPT-square conjecture: Suppose Φ is

a non-entanglement breaking completely positive map on Md. Under what sufficient condi-

tions on Φ does there exist N ∈ N such that ΦN is entanglement breaking? In such cases,

1 = SN(ΦN ) < SN(Φ). This inequality motivates us to search for those completely positive

maps, which reduce the Schmidt number after composing a finite number of times. In The-

orem 5.2, we show that precisely those completely positive maps that are 2-entanglement

breaking reduce the Schmidt number on composing with another completely positive map.

Further, if Φ is a k-entanglement breaking completely positive map, Corollary 5.9 provides

an upper bound for N .

In Section 6, we discuss a majorization result for k-entanglement breaking maps. Section

7 discuss one open problem. In Appendix we prove the separability of a particular class of

positive matrices, which we use in Section 4. As the proof involves few technical lemmas,

we write it as a separate section.

2. Notation and preliminaries

Throughout this article, we fix d, d1, d2, d3 ∈ N. Unless mentioned otherwise, {ei}d
i=1 ⊆ Cd

always denotes the standard orthonormal basis. We letMd1×d2 denote the space of all d1 ×d2

complex matrices and I = Id ∈ Md = Md×d be the diagonal matrix with diagonals equals

1. By writing A = [aij ] ∈ Md1×d2 , we mean A is a d1 × d2 complex matrix with (i, j)th entry
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equals aij for all 1 ≤ i ≤ d1, 1 ≤ j ≤ d2. Further, we let T = Td : Md → Md denote the

transpose map, tr : Md → C the trace map, and id = idd : Md → Md the identity map. The

cone of all positive (semidefinite) matrices inMd is denoted byM
+
d . IfA ∈ M

+
d , then we write

A ≥ 0. Given x ∈ C
d1 , y ∈ C

d2 , define the mapping |x〉〈y| : Cd2 → C
d1 by |x〉〈y|(z) := x〈y, z〉

for all z ∈ Cd2 . Note that |x〉〈x| ≥ 0.

We let Ωd =
∑d

i=1 ei ⊗ ei ∈ C
d ⊗ C

d. Given a unit vector ξ ∈ C
d1 ⊗ C

d2 there always exist

orthonormal sets {ui}d
i=1 ⊆ Cd1 and {vi}d

i=1 ⊆ Cd2 , and scalars {λi}d
i=1 ⊆ [0, 1] with

∑
i λ

2
i = 1

such that

ξ =

d∑

i=1

λi(ui ⊗ vi), (2.1)

where d = min{d1, d2}. A decomposition of the form (2.1) is called a Schmidt decomposition

([Sch06]) of the vector ξ. The number of non-zero coefficients in any two Schmidt decom-

position of ξ is the same, and this unique number is called the Schmidt rank of ξ and is

denoted by SR(ξ).

Definition 2.1. Let X ∈ (Md1 ⊗ Md2 )+. If there exist Ai ∈ M
+
d1

and Bi ∈ M
+
d2
, 1 ≤ i ≤ n,

such that X =
∑n

i=1 Ai ⊗Bi, then X is said to be separable, otherwise called entangled.

Though sufficient and necessary conditions for separability are known ([HHH96]), deter-

mining whether a given positive matrix is separable or not is very hard. Often one uses the

Schmidt number techniques to handle this situation. The Schmidt number ([TeHo00]) of a

positive matrix X ∈ (Md1 ⊗ Md2 )+ is defined as

SN(X) := min
{

max
{
SR(ξi) : X =

n∑

i=1

|ξi〉〈ξi|
}

: ξi ∈ C
d1 ⊗ C

d2 , n ≥ 1
}
.

Clearly SN(|ξ〉〈ξ|) = SR(ξ) for all ξ ∈ Cd1 ⊗ Cd2 , and SN(
∑n

i=1 Xi) ≤ maxi{SN(Xi)}, where
Xi ∈ (Md1 ⊗ Md2)+, 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Note that X is separable if and only if SN(X) = 1. From the

definition of Schmidt number, SN(X) ≤ min{d1, d2}.
A linear map Φ : Md1 → Md2 is said to be positive if Φ(M+

d1
) ⊆ M

+
d2
. Given k ≥ 1, Φ is

said to be k-positive if idk ⊗Φ : Mk ⊗ Md1 → Mk ⊗ Md2 is a positive map. If both Φ and T ◦Φ

(equivalently Φ ◦ T) are k-positive, then Φ is called a k-PPT map. If Φ is k-positive for every

k ≥ 1, then Φ is called a completely positive (CP-)map. Every CP-map Φ : Md1 → Md2 can be

written as

Φ =
n∑

i=1

AdVi
(2.2)

for some V1, V2, · · · , Vn ∈ Md1×d2 , where AdV (X) := V ∗XV for all X ∈ Md1 and V ∈ Md1×d2 .

A decomposition of Φ given in (2.2) is called a Choi-Kraus decomposition ([Kra71, Cho75])

of Φ, and Vi’s are called Choi-Kraus operators. A linear map Φ : Md1 → Md2 is said to be

completely co-positive (co-CP) if T ◦Φ (equivalently Φ ◦ T) is a CP-map. A linear map Φ that

is both CP and co-CP is called a PPT-map.
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Given A = [aij ] ∈ Md1 and B = [bij ] ∈ Md2 , we let A ⊗ B = [aijB] and thereby identify

Md1 ⊗ Md2 = Md1 (Md2). To every linear map Φ : Md1 → Md2 associate the matrix

CΦ := (idd1 ⊗Φ)(

d1∑

i,j=1

Eij ⊗ Eij) = [Φ(Eij)] ∈ Md1 ⊗ Md2 = Md1 (Md2),

where Eij = |ei〉〈ej | ∈ Md1 , 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d1, are the standard matrix units. The map Φ 7→ CΦ

is an isomorphism (called Choi-Jamiolkowski isomorphism [Cho75, Jam72]) from the space

{Φ : Md1 → Md2 linear map} onto the space Md1 ⊗ Md2 = Md1 (Md2). Further, Φ is a CP-map

if and only if Φ is d1-positive if and only if CΦ ∈ (Md1 ⊗ Md2 )+; and Φ is PPT if and only if CΦ

is a positive matrix with positive partial transpose (i.e., (idd1 ⊗ T)(CΦ) ≥ 0).

Suppose Φ : Md1 → Md2 is a CP-map. Then the Schmidt number of Φ is denoted and

defined ([ChKo06, Hua06]) as SN(Φ) := SN(CΦ). It is known ([ChKo06]) that

SN(Φ) = min

{
max

{
rank(Vi) : Φ =

n∑

i=1

AdVi

}
: Vi ∈ Md1×d2 , n ≥ 1

}
.

Given a linear map Φ : Md1 → Md2 , we let Φ∗ denotes the dual of Φ w.r.t the Hilbert Schmidt

inner product 〈X,Y 〉 := tr(X∗Y ). From Choi-Kraus decomposition, it follows that

• SN(Φ) = SN(Φ∗),

• SN(Φ ◦ Ψ) ≤ min
{
SN(Φ), SN(Ψ)

}
,

• SN(Φ + Ψ) ≤ max
{
SN(Φ), SN(Ψ)

}
,

where Φ,Ψ are CP-maps.

Definition 2.2. A linear map Φ : Md1 → Md2 is said to be an entanglement breaking (EB) if

(idk ⊗Φ)(X) is separable for all X ∈ (Mk ⊗ Md1 )+ and k ≥ 1.

Note that an EB-map is necessarily a CP-map; in fact, they are PPT-maps. Various char-

acterizations of EB-maps are known in the literature.

Theorem 2.3 ([Hol98, HSR03]). Let Φ : Md1 → Md2 be a CP-map. Then the following

conditions are equivalent:

(i) Φ is entanglement breaking.

(ii) Γ ◦ Φ is CP for all positive maps Γ : Md2 → Mn, n ≥ 1.

(iii) Γ ◦ Φ is CP for all positive maps Γ : Md2 → Md1 .

(iv) Φ ◦ Γ is CP for all positive maps Γ : Mn → Md1 , n ≥ 1.

(v) Φ ◦ Γ is CP for all positive maps Γ : Md2 → Md1 .

(vi) CΦ ∈ (Md1 ⊗ Md2 )+ is separable.

(vii) Φ admits a set of rank one Choi-Kraus operators.

(viii) (Holevo form:) There exist Fi ∈ M
+
d1

and Ri ∈ M
+
d2

such that Φ(X) =
∑m

i=1 tr(XFi)Ri

for all X ∈ Md1 .

One may also consider CP-maps that have Choi-Kraus operators of rank less than or equal

to some k > 1. A CP-map Φ : Md1 → Md2 is said to be k-partially entanglement breaking (k-

PEB) if it has Choi-Kraus operators of rank less than or equal to k (equivalently SN(Φ) ≤ k).
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Refer [ChKo06] for details. EB-maps and k-PEB maps are also known as superpositive maps

and k-superpositive maps, respectively, in the literature (See [And04, SSZ09]).

Definition 2.4 ([Sto86, Sko11]). Let P(d1, d2) denotes the cone of all positive linear maps

from Md1 into Md2 . A mapping cone is a closed convex cone C ⊆ P(d1, d2) such that

Φ ◦ Θ ◦ Ψ ∈ C

for all Θ ∈ C, and CP-maps Ψ : Md1 → Md1 and Φ : Md2 → Md2 . The dual cone of a mapping

cone C is defined by

C
◦ := {Γ ∈ P(d1, d2) : tr(CΓCΘ) ≥ 0 for all Θ ∈ C}.

A mapping cone is said to be invariant if Γ2◦Θ◦Γ1 ∈ C for all Θ ∈ C and Γi ∈ P(di, di), i = 1, 2.

If C is a mapping cone, then the dual cone C◦ is also a mapping cone. Further, if C is

invariant, then so is C◦. The following are some well-known examples of mapping cones of

P(d1, d2):

Pk(d1, d2) := {k-positive maps from Md1 into Md2 },

CP(d1, d2) := {CP-maps from Md1 into Md2},
PEBk(d1, d2) := {k-PEB maps from Md1 into Md2},

EB(d1, d2) := {EB-maps from Md1 into Md2 },

where k > 1. (If d1 = d2 = d, then we write Pk(d), CP(d),PEBk(d), EB(d), respectively.) It is

known that (C◦)◦ = C for every mapping cone C, and

P(d1, d2)◦ = EB(d1, d2) (hence EB(d1, d2)◦ = P(d1, d2)) (2.3)

Pk(d1, d2)◦ = PEBk(d1, d2) (hence PEBk(d1, d2)◦ = Pk(d1, d2)) (2.4)

CP(d1, d2)◦ = CP(d1, d2). (2.5)

The following much more generalized result is known. See [Sto09, SSZ09, Sto11, Sko11]

for details.

Theorem 2.5. Let C ⊆ P(d1, d2) be a mapping cone and Γ ∈ P(d1, d2). Then the following

conditions are equivalent:

(i) Γ ∈ C◦.

(ii) Γ ◦ Θ∗ ∈ CP(d2) for all Θ ∈ C.

(iii) Θ∗ ◦ Γ ∈ CP(d1) for all Θ ∈ C.

Further, if d1 = d2 = d and C is ∗-invariant, then the above conditions are equivalent to:

(iv) Γ ◦ Θ ∈ CP(d) for all Θ ∈ C.

(v) Θ ◦ Γ ∈ CP(d) for all Θ ∈ C.
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3. Mapping cone of k-entanglement breaking maps

Definition 3.1 ([CMW19]). Let k ∈ N. A linear map Φ : Md1 → Md2 is said to be k-

entanglement breaking (k-EB) if Φ is k-positive map and (idk ⊗Φ)(X) is separable for every

X ∈ (Mk ⊗ Md1)+.

Note that a linear map Φ : Md1 → Md2 is entanglement breaking if and only if Φ is k-

entanglement breaking for every k ≥ 1. Further, from Theorem 2.3(vi), this is equivalent to

saying that Φ is d1-entanglement breaking.

Remark 3.2. Let Φ : Md1 → Md2 be a k-EB map.

(i) If m < k, then Φ is m-EB also. For, let X ∈ (Mm ⊗Md1)+ = (Mm(Md1 ))+. Then there

exist Ai ∈ M
+
k and Bi ∈ M

+
d2

such that
[

(idm ⊗Φ)(X) 0

0 0k−m

]
= (idk ⊗Φ)(

[
X 0

0 0k−m

]
) =

∑
Ai ⊗Bi.

Writing Ai =

[
A

(i)
11 A

(i)
12

A
(i)
21 A

(i)
22

]
∈ M

+
k , where A

(i)
11 ∈ M+

m and A
(i)
22 ∈ M

+
k−m, from above we

get

(idm ⊗Φ)(X) =
∑

A
(i)
11 ⊗Bi ∈ M

+
m ⊗ M

+
d2
,

so that (idm ⊗Φ)(X) is separable.

(ii) Let m ≥ 1. Then, from the definition, it follows that both Γ2 ◦ Φ and Φ ◦ Γ1 are k-EB

maps for all Γ2 ∈ P(d2,m) and Γ1 ∈ Pk(m, d1).

In this section, our main aim is to prove an analog of Theorem 2.3 in the context of k-

EB maps. First, we prove some technical lemmas. Though it did not explicitly state, the

following lemma was observed in [CMW19].

Lemma 3.3. Let X ∈ (Mm ⊗ Md1)+. Then for j = 1, 2, · · · , SN(X) there exist family of

isometries Vji
: Cj → Cm and vectors ψji

∈ Cj ⊗ Cd1 such that

X =
∑

i,j

(Vji
⊗ Id1 )|ψji

〉〈ψji
|(Vji

⊗ Id1 )∗.

Proof. Let r := SN(X). Then there exist zi ∈ Cm ⊗ Cd1 with SR(zi) ≤ r such that

X =
∑

i

|zi〉〈zi| =

r∑

j=1

∑

SR(zi)=j

|zi〉〈zi|. (3.1)

Note that whenever SR(zi) = j, from [CMW19, Lemma 1.2], there exist isometry Vji
: Cj →

Cm and a vector ψji
∈ Cj ⊗ Cd1 such that zi = (Vji

⊗ Id1 )ψji
. Thus

X =

r∑

j=1

∑

i

(Vji
⊗ Id1 )|ψji

〉〈ψji
|(Vji

⊗ Id1)∗.

In (3.1), if there is no zi with SR(zi) = j, then the corresponding term is taken to be zero,

and take ψji
= 0. �
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The following result is known in the quantum information theory (c.f [TeHo00, RaAl07,

SSZ09, Sko11]), but we could not find out in the following form (except (i) ⇔ (v)), hence

providing proof.

Lemma 3.4. Let Φ : Md1 → Md2 be a positive map and k ≥ 1. Then the following conditions

are equivalent:

(i) Φ is k-positive.

(ii) (idm ⊗Φ)(X) ∈ (Mm ⊗ Md2)+ for all X ∈ (Mm ⊗ Md1 )+ with SN(X) ≤ k and m ≥ 1.

(iii) (idd2 ⊗Φ)(X) ∈ (Md2 ⊗ Md2)+ for all X ∈ (Md2 ⊗ Md1)+ with SN(X) ≤ k.

(iv) Φ ◦ Ψ is CP for every k-PEB map Ψ : Mm → Md1 and m ≥ 1.

(v) Φ ◦ Ψ is CP for every k-PEB map Ψ : Md2 → Md1 .

Proof. The implications (ii) ⇒ (i), (ii) ⇒ (iii), (iv) ⇒ (v) are trivial, and (v) ⇒ (i) follows

from [Sko11, Theorem 3]. Now we prove the remaining implications.

(i) ⇒ (ii) Let X ∈ (Mm ⊗ Md1)+. If m ≤ k, then (idm ⊗Φ)(X) ∈ (Mm ⊗ Md2)+ as Φ is

m-positive. Now suppose m > k and r := SN(X) ≤ k. Then , from Lemma 3.3, there exist

isometries Vji
: Cj → C

m and a vectors ψji
∈ C

j ⊗ C
d1 , where j ≤ r such that

(idm ⊗Φ)(X) = (idm ⊗Φ)
( ∑

i,j

(Vji
⊗ Id1 )|ψji

〉〈ψji
|(Vji

⊗ Id1)∗
)
.

=
∑

i,j

(Vji
⊗ Id2 )

(
(idj ⊗Φ)(|ψji

〉〈ψji
|)

)
(Vji

⊗ Id2 )∗. (3.2)

Since Φ is k-positive we have (idj ⊗Φ)(|ψji
〉〈ψji

|) is positive for all i and j ≤ r. From the

above equation we conclude that (idm ⊗Φ)X is positive.

(ii) ⇒ (iv) Let Ψ ∈ PEBk(m, d1), where m ≥ 1. Then CΨ ∈ (Mm ⊗ Md1)+ and SN(CΨ) =

SN(Ψ) ≤ k, hence by assumption CΦ◦Ψ = (idm ⊗Φ)(CΨ) ∈ (Mm ⊗ Md2 )+. Thus Φ ◦ Ψ is a

CP-map.

(iv) ⇒ (ii) Let m ≥ 1 and X ∈ (Mm ⊗Md1 )+ be such that SN(X) ≤ k. Choose Ψ ∈ CP(m, d1)

such that CΨ = X . Since SN(Ψ) = SN(X) ≤ k, by assumption, Φ ◦ Ψ is a CP-map, so that

(idm ⊗Φ)(X) = CΨ◦Ψ is positive.

(iii) ⇔ (v) Proof is the same as that of (ii) ⇔ (iv). �

Theorem 3.5. Let Φ : Md1 → Md2 be a k-positive map, where k > 1. Then the following

conditions are equivalent:

(i) Φ is k-entanglement breaking.

(ii) Φ ◦ Ψ is entanglement breaking for all CP-maps Ψ : Mk → Md1 .

(iii) Φ ◦ Ψ is entanglement breaking for all CP-maps Ψ : Mm → Md1 and 1 ≤ m ≤ k.

(iv) Φ ◦ Ψ is entanglement breaking for all k-PEB maps Ψ : Md1 → Md1 .
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(v) Φ ◦ Ψ is entanglement breaking for all k-PEB maps Ψ : Mm → Md1 and m ≥ 1.

(vi) Φ ◦ AdP is entanglement breaking for all projections P ∈ Md1 with rank(P ) =

min{k, d1}.
(vii) SN

(
(idm ⊗Φ)(X)

)
= 1 for all X ∈ (Mm ⊗ Md1 )+ with SN(X) ≤ k and m ≥ 1.

(viii) SN
(
(idd1 ⊗Φ)(X)

)
= 1 for all X ∈ (Md1 ⊗ Md1 )+ with SN(X) ≤ k.

(ix) Γ ◦ Φ is k-positive for all positive maps Γ : Md2 → Mm and m ≥ 1.

(x) Γ ◦ Φ is k-positive for all positive maps Γ : Md2 → Md1 .

(xi) tr(CΦCΓ◦Ψ) ≥ 0 for all k-PEB maps Ψ : Md1 → Md1 and positive maps Γ : Md1 → Md2 .

Proof. The implications (iii) ⇒ (ii), (v) ⇒ (iv), (vii) ⇒ (viii), (iv) ⇒ (vi) and (ix) ⇒ (x) are

trivial. Now we prove the remaining implications as follows:

(i) ⇒ (ii) Let Ψ ∈ CP(k, d1). Since CΨ ∈ (Mk ⊗ Md1 )+ and Φ is k-EB CΦ◦Ψ = (idk ⊗Φ)(CΨ) is

separable, so that Φ ◦ Ψ is an EB-map.

(ii) ⇒ (i) Let X ∈ (Mk ⊗ Md1)+ and Ψ ∈ CP(k, d1) be such that CΨ = X . By assump-

tion Φ ◦ Ψ is an EB-map, hence (idk ⊗Φ)(X) = CΦ◦Ψ is separable. Since X ∈ (Mk ⊗ Md1)+ is

arbitrary this implies that Φ is a k-EB map.

(i) ⇒ (iii). Since Φ is m-EB for 1 ≤ m ≤ k, from the equivalence of (i) and (ii), we have

Φ ◦ Ψ is EB for all Ψ ∈ CP(m, d1).

(i) ⇒ (vii) Let X ∈ (Mm ⊗ Md1)+ with r := SN(X) ≤ k. Then, by Lemma 3.4, (idm ⊗Φ)(X)

is positive. Further, by Lemma 3.3, there exist isometries Vji
: Cj → Cm and vectors

ψji
∈ Cj ⊗ Cd1 , 1 ≤ j ≤ r such that

SN
(
(idm ⊗Φ)(X)

)
= SN

( ∑

i,j

(Vji
⊗ Id2 )

(
(idj ⊗Φ)(|ψji

〉〈ψji
|)

)
(Vji

⊗ Id2 )∗
)

≤ max
i,j

{SN((Vji
⊗ Id2 )

(
(idj ⊗Φ)(|ψji

〉〈ψji
|)

)
(Vji

⊗ Id2)∗)}

≤ max
i,j

{SN
(
(idj ⊗Φ)|ψji

〉〈ψji
|
)
}

= 1.

The last equality follows as Φ is j-entanglement breaking for all 1 ≤ j ≤ k.

(vii) ⇒ (v) Let Ψ ∈ PEBk(m, d1), where m ≥ 1. Since CΨ ∈ (Mm ⊗ Md1 )+ and SN(CΨ) ≤ k,

by Lemma 3.4, CΦ◦Ψ = (idm ⊗Φ)(CΨ) ∈ (Mm ⊗ Md2 )+. Further, from the assumption

SN(CΦ◦Ψ) = SN
(
(idm ⊗Φ)CΨ

)
= 1.

Thus, Φ ◦ Ψ is an EB-map.

(iv) ⇒ (i) We prove this in two case.
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Case (1): Suppose k ≥ d1. Then Ψ = idd1 is a k-PEB map, hence by assumption Φ = Φ ◦ Ψ is

an EB-map. In particular, Φ is a k-EB map.

Case (2): Suppose k < d1. Let X ∈ (Mk ⊗ Md1 )+. Without loss of generality assume that X

is of rank one; hence there exists V ∈ Mk×d1 such that X = CAdV
. Let ι : Ck → C

d1 be the

inclusion map. Note that SN(Adι◦V ) = rank(ι ◦ V ) ≤ k. Thus, Adι◦V ∈ PEBk(d1), hence by

assumption CΦ◦Adι◦V
is separable. Therefore,

(idk ⊗Φ)(X) = CΦ◦AdV
= (ι⊗ Id2 )∗CΦ◦Adι◦V

(ι⊗ Id2 )

is separable. Since X ∈ (Mk ⊗ Md1 )+ is arbitrary we conclude that Φ is k-EB.

(viii) ⇒ (iv) Let Ψ ∈ PEBk(d1). Since SN(CΨ) ≤ k, by assumption CΦ◦Ψ = (idd1 ⊗Φ)(CΨ) is

separable. Hence Φ ◦ Ψ is EB.

(i) ⇒ (ix) Let Γ ∈ P(d2,m), where m ≥ 1 and X ∈ (Mk ⊗ Md1 )+. By assumption (idk ⊗Φ)(X)

is separable, hence there exist Ai ∈ M
+
k and Bi ∈ M

+
d2

such that (idk ⊗Φ)(X) =
∑

iAi ⊗ Bi.

Then, (idk ⊗Γ ◦ Φ)(X) =
∑

iAi ⊗ Γ(Bi) ≥ 0. We conclude that Γ ◦ Φ is k-positive.

(x) ⇒ (iv) Let Ψ ∈ PEB(d1). If Γ ∈ P(d2, d1), then by assumption Γ ◦ Φ ∈ Pk(d1), and

hence from (2.4) and Theorem 2.5, Γ ◦ Φ ◦ Ψ is CP. Since Γ is arbitrary, by Theorem 2.3, Φ ◦ Ψ

is EB.

(vi) ⇒ (iv) If k ≥ d1, then by assumption Φ = Φ ◦ AdId1
is EB so that Φ ◦ Ψ is also EB

for every Ψ ∈ PEBk(m, d1) and m ≥ 1. Now suppose k < d1. We show that Φ ◦ AdV is EB

for all V ∈ Md1 with rank(V ) ≤ k. By singular value decomposition there exists unitaries

U,U ′ ∈ Md1 and a diagonal matrix D ∈ Mr such that V = U∗
[

D 0

0 0

]
U ′, where r = rank(V ).

Then V = XP , where X = U∗
[

D 0

0 0

]
U ′ and P = U ′∗

[
Ik 0

0 0

]
U ′, which is a projection of rank k.

By assumption Φ ◦AdP is EB, and hence Φ ◦AdV = Φ ◦AdP ◦AdX is also EB. Since V ∈ Md1

is arbitrary we have Φ ◦ Ψ is EB for all Ψ ∈ PEBk(d1).

(x) ⇒ (xi) Let Γ ∈ P(d1, d2) and Ψ ∈ PEBk(d1). By assumption, Γ∗ ◦ Φ is k-positive. Hence

from (2.4), we have 0 ≤ tr(CΓ∗◦ΦCΨ) = tr(CΦCΓ◦Ψ).

(xi) ⇒ (x) Let Γ ∈ P(d2, d1). Then by assumption tr(CΓ◦ΦCΨ) = tr(CΦCΓ∗◦Ψ) ≥ 0 for all

Ψ ∈ PEBk(d1). Now from (2.4) it follows that Γ ◦ Φ is k-positive. �

Note 3.6. From (iv) it follows that if Φ is k-EB, then Φ ◦ AdP is entanglement breaking for

all projections P ∈ Md1 with rank less than or equal to k. The converse is also true because

of (vi). This equivalence was observed in [ChCh20, Lemma 6.1].
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From Theorem 2.3, we have Φ : Md1 → Md2 is an EB-map if and only if the Choi matrix

CΦ =
∑

i,j Eij ⊗ Φ(Eij) is separable, where {Eij}d1

i,j=1 is the standard matrix units in Md1 .

Next we prove an analogue of this result in the context of k-EB maps. Suppose {Fij}d
i,j=1 is

a complete set of matrix units in Md1 (i.e., there exists an orthonormal basis {fi}d
i=1 for Cd

such that Fij = |fi〉〈fj |) and U ∈ Md1 is a unitary such that UFijU
∗ = Eij , for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d1.

Then, by [Sto13, Lemma 4.1.2], the Choi matrix CF
Φ w.r.t {Fij}i,j is given by

CF
Φ :=

d1∑

i,j=1

Fij ⊗ Φ(Fij) = AdU⊗Id2
CΦ◦AdU

. (3.3)

Definition 3.7. Suppose Φ : Md1 → Md2 is a linear map and {Fij}d1

i,j=1 is a complete set of

matrix units in Md1 . Given 1 ≤ k ≤ d1 and i1, i2, · · · , ik ∈ {1, 2, · · · , d1} the matrix

CF
Φ(i1,··· ,ik) :=

k∑

p,q=1

E(k)
pq ⊗ Φ(Fipiq

) =




Φ(Fi1i1 ) Φ(Fi1i2 ) · · · Φ(Fi1ik
)

...
... · · ·

...

Φ(Fiki1 ) Φ(Fiki2 ) · · · Φ(Fikik
)




inMk ⊗Md2 = Mk(Md2 ) is called a principal (k×k)-block submatrix of CF
Φ , where E

(k)
ij ∈ Mk

is the standard matrix units. The principal (k× k)-block submatrix CE
Φ(i1,··· ,ik) of CΦ w.r.t the

standard matrix units {Eij}i,j ⊆ Md1 is denoted simply by CΦ(i1,··· ,ik).

Let {e(k)
i }k

i=1 be the standard orthonormal basis for Ck and {fi}d1

i=1 be an orthonormal

basis for Cd1 such that Fij = |fi〉〈fj |. Then

CF
Φ(i1,··· ,ik) = (idk ⊗Φ)(

k∑

p,q=1

E(k)
pq ⊗ Fipiq

) = (idk ⊗Φ)(|
k∑

p=1

e(k)
p ⊗ fip

〉〈
k∑

q=1

e(k)
q ⊗ fiq

|).

Note that |∑k
p=1 e

(k)
p ⊗ fip

〉〈∑k
q=1 e

(k)
q ⊗ fiq

| ∈ (Mk ⊗ Md1 )+. Hence, CF
Φ(i1,··· ,ik) is positive

(resp. separable) if Φ is k-positive (resp. k-EB).

Theorem 3.8. Let Φ : Md1 → Md2 be a k-positive map, where 1 ≤ k ≤ d1. Then the following

conditions are equivalent:

(i) Φ is k-EB.

(ii) Given a complete set of matrix units {Fij}d1

i,j=1 ⊆ Md1 , every principal (k × k)-block

submatrix CF
Φ(i1,··· ,ik) of the Choi matrix CF

Φ is separable.

(iii) Given a complete set of matrix units {Fij}d1

i,j=1 ⊆ Md1 , the principal (k × k)-block

submatrix CF
Φ(1,2,··· ,k) of the Choi matrix CF

Φ is separable.

Proof. We need to prove (iii) ⇒ (i) only. So let P ∈ Md1 be a projection of rank k and

Φ̃ = Φ ◦AdP . Suppose {fi}d1

i=1 ⊆ Cd1 is an orthonormal basis such that P =
∑k

i=1 |fi〉〈fi|. Let
Fij = |fi〉〈fj | and U ∈ Md1 be a unitary such that UFijU

∗ = Eij ∈ Md1 for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d1.

Since {Fij}ij is a complete set of matrix units, from (3.3), we have

C
Φ̃◦AdU

= AdU∗⊗Id2
CF

Φ̃
= AdU∗⊗Id2

( d1∑

i,j=1

Fij ⊗ Φ̃(Fij)
)

= AdU∗⊗Id2

( k∑

i,j=1

Fij ⊗ Φ(Fij)
)
.
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Now let W ∈ Md1×k be such thatW (e
(k)
i ) = fi for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k. Then

C
Φ̃◦AdU

= AdU∗⊗Id2
(W ⊗ Id2)

( k∑

i,j=1

E
(k)
ij ⊗ Φ(Fij)

)
(W ⊗ Id2 )∗

= (UW ⊗ Id2 )CF
Φ(1,··· ,k)(UW ⊗ Id2 )∗.

Since CF
Φ(1,··· ,k) is separable we conclude that C

Φ̃◦AdU
is separable. Hence Φ ◦ AdP = Φ̃ ◦

AdU ◦AdU∗ is an EB-map. Further, since P is arbitrary, by Theorem 3.5, Φ is k-EB. �

Remark 3.9. If Φ : Md1 → Md2 is a k-EB map, where k ≥ 1, then T ◦Φ ◦ T is also a k-EB map.

For, let Ψ ∈ CP(k, d1). Since T ◦Ψ ◦ T ∈ CP(k, d1), by Theorem 3.5, Φ ◦ (T ◦Ψ ◦ T) is EB. Hence

T ◦Φ ◦ T ◦Ψ = T ◦(Φ ◦ T ◦Ψ ◦ T) ◦ T

is also an EB-map. Since Ψ is arbitrary, by Theorem 3.5, T ◦Φ ◦ T is k-EB.

Theorem 3.10. Let Φ : Md1 → Md2 be a k-positive map, where k ≥ 1. Then the following

conditions are equivalent:

(i) Φ is k-entanglement breaking.

(ii) (Φ ⊗ idk)(X) is separable for all X ∈ (Md1 ⊗ Mk)+.

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii) Let X ∈ (Md1 ⊗ Mk)+, and without loss of generality assume that X =

|ψ〉〈ψ| for some ψ ∈ Cd1 ⊗ Ck. By [CMW19, Lemma 1.3], there exists V ∈ Mk×d1 such that

ψ = (Id1 ⊗ V )(Ωd1). Further, applying [CMW19, Lemma 1.1] to the k-positive map Φ, we get

(Φ ⊗ idk)(X) = (Φ ⊗ idk)
(
(Id1 ⊗ V )(|Ωd1〉〈Ωd1 |)(Id1 ⊗ V )∗)

= (Φ ⊗ idk)(idd1 ⊗AdV ∗)(|Ωd1 〉〈Ωd1 |)

= (idd2 ⊗AdV ∗)(Φ ⊗ idd1 )(|Ωd1〉〈Ωd1 |)
= (idd2 ⊗AdV ∗)(idd2 ⊗ T ◦Φ∗ ◦ T)(|Ωd2〉〈Ωd2 |)

=
(
idd2 ⊗(T ◦Φ ◦ T ◦AdV )∗)

(|Ωd2 〉〈Ωd2 |).

Since T ◦Φ ◦ T is k-EB, T ◦Φ ◦ T ◦AdV : Mk → Md2 is EB. It follows from the above equation

that (Φ ⊗ idk)(X) is separable.

(ii) ⇒ (i) Let V ∈ Mk×d1 . Then X = (idd1 ⊗AdV ∗)(|Ωd1 〉〈Ωd1 |) ∈ (Md1 ⊗ Mk)+, and the

Choi-matrix of AdV ∗ ◦ T ◦Φ∗ ◦ T : Md2 → Mk is given by

(idd2 ⊗AdV ∗ ◦ T ◦Φ∗ ◦ T)(|Ωd2 〉〈Ωd2 |) = (Φ ⊗ idk)(idd1 ⊗AdV ∗)(|Ωd1〉〈Ωd1 |) = (Φ ⊗ idk)(X),

which is separable by assumption. Thus AdV ∗ ◦ T ◦Φ∗ ◦ T (and hence T ◦Φ ◦ T ◦AdV ) is EB.

Since V is arbitrary, by Theorem 3.5, T ◦Φ ◦ T is k-EB. Now, from Remark 3.9, we conclude

that Φ is k-EB. �

Note 3.11. Though the tensor product of CP-maps is a CP-map, it is not true in general that

the tensor product of positive maps is a positive map. However, if Φ : Md1 → Md2 is a k-EB

map and Γ : Mk → Md3 is any positive map, then from the definition of k-EB maps and
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Theorem 3.10, it follows that

(Φ ⊗ Γ)(X) = (idd2 ⊗Γ)(Φ ⊗ idk)(X) and (Γ ⊗ Φ)(Y ) = (Γ ⊗ idd2 )(idk ⊗Φ)(Y )

are separable for all X ∈ (Md1 ⊗ Mk)+ and Y ∈ (Mk ⊗ Md1)+. In particular, Φ ⊗ Γ and Γ ⊗ Φ

are positive maps.

Theorem 3.12. Let EBk(d1, d2) and EBCPk(d1, d2) be the set of all k-entanglement breaking

linear maps and k-entanglement breaking CP-maps from Md1 into Md2 , respectively. Then

both EBk(d1, d2) and EBCPk(d1, d2) are mapping cones.

Proof. Suppose {Θn}∞
n=1 is a sequence in EBk(d1, d2) such that Θn → Θ ∈ P(d1, d2). Given

any Ψ ∈ CP(k, d1), by Theorem 3.5, Θn ◦ Ψ is EB for every n ≥ 1, and hence so is Θ ◦
Ψ = limn Θn ◦ Ψ. Thus Θ ∈ EBk(d1, d2), and concludes that EBk(d1, d2) is closed. Further,

from Remark 3.2, it follows that EBk(d1, d2) is a mapping cone. Now, since CPk(d1, d2) is a

mapping cone the intersection

EBk(d1, d2)
⋂

CPk(d1, d2) = EBCPk(d1, d2)

is also a mapping cone. �

The smallest closed convex cone containing a set S will be denoted by conv(S).

Theorem 3.13. Let k ≥ 1. Then1

EBk(d1, d2)◦ = conv{Γ ◦ Ψ : Γ ∈ P(d1, d2),Ψ ∈ PEBk(d1)} (3.4)

= conv{Γ ◦ Ψ : Γ ∈ P(k, d2),Ψ ∈ CP(d1, k)}. (3.5)

Proof. Let S = {Γ ◦ Ψ : Γ ∈ P(d1, d2),Ψ ∈ PEBk(d1)}. By Theorem 3.5(xi), we have S ⊆
EBk(d1, d2)◦, and hence conv(S) ⊆ EBk(d1, d2)◦. Now to prove the reverse inclusion, it is

enough to prove that (conv(S))◦ ⊆ (EBk(d1, d2))◦◦ = EBk(d1, d2). So let Φ ∈ (conv(S))◦. Then

tr(CΦ◦ΨCΓ) = tr(CΦCΓ◦Ψ∗) ≥ 0

for all Γ ∈ P(d1, d2) and Ψ ∈ PEBk(d1), hence Φ ◦ Ψ ∈ EB(d1, d2). Since Ψ is arbitrary, by

Theorem 3.5(iv), Φ ∈ EBk(d1, d2). This completes the proof of (3.4). Now to prove (3.5), let

Ck(d1, d2) := conv{Γ ◦ Ψ : Γ ∈ P(k, d2),Ψ ∈ CP(d1, k)}.

To show that Ck(d1, d2) ⊆ EBk(d1, d2)◦ note that

tr(CΓ◦ΨCΦ) = tr
(
CΓ(idk ⊗Φ)(CΨ∗ )

)
≥ 0

for all Φ ∈ EBk(d1, d2),Γ ∈ P(k, d2) and Ψ ∈ CP(d1, k). To show the reverse inequality it

is enough to show that Ck(d1, d2)◦ ⊆ EBk(d1, d2). To see this, consider Φ ∈ Ck(d1, d2)◦. By

definition, we know that

tr(CΦ◦ΨCΓ) = tr(CΦCΓ◦Ψ∗) ≥ 0

1The identity (3.5) was proved by Alexander Müller-Hermes and communicated to us privately after we upload the

preprint in arXiv. This proof leads us to prove the identity (3.4).
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for all Γ ∈ P(k, d2) and Ψ ∈ CP(k, d1). We conclude that Φ ◦ Ψ ∈ EB(k, d2) for every Ψ ∈
CP(k, d1), which is equivalent to Φ ∈ EBk(d1, d2). �

Remark 3.14. Now, using [Sto18, Corollary 4], we can compute the dual of EBCPk as

EBCP◦
k = (EBk ∩ CP)◦ = EB◦

k ∨ CP◦. Here, C1 ∨ C2 denotes the smallest closed convex

cone containing the union of two mapping cones C1 and C2. Note that C1 ∨ C2 = C1 + C2,

where C1 + C2 := {Θ1 + Θ2 : Θi ∈ Ci, i = 1, 2}.

From Theorem 2.5 and Theorem 3.5(v), it follows that PEBk(d1, d2) ⊆ EBk(d1, d2)◦ Thus

we have the following:

C◦◦ = C : P(d1, d2) ⊇ Pk(d1, d2) ⊇ EBk(d1, d2) ⊇ EB(d1, d2)xy
xy

xy
xy

C◦ : EB(d1, d2) ⊆ PEBk(d1, d2) ⊆ (EBk(d1, d2))◦ ⊆ P(d1, d2).

We denote the set of all PPT-maps fromMd1 intoMd2 by PPT (d1, d2). From Holevo form, it

follows that every EB-map is a PPT-map. But the converse is not true in general. In [Hor97],

Horodecki proved that there exists Ψ ∈ PPT (2, 4) which is not EB (equivalently, not 2-EB).

Now, given d > 4 let W =
[
I4 04×(d−4)

]
∈ M4×d. Then the map Ψ′ := AdW ◦ Ψ : M2 → Md

is PPT but not EB since AdW ∗ ◦ Ψ′ = Ψ is not EB. Thus, for every d ≥ 4 there is a PPT-map

Ψ′ : M2 → Md that is not EB.

Proposition 3.15. Let d ≥ 4. Then there exists a PPT map Φ : Md → Md which is not 2-EB.

Moreover, we can choose Φ such that SN(Φ) = SN(Φ ◦ T) = 2.

Proof. Choose Ψ ∈ PPT (2, d) that is not EB. Let V =

[
I2

0(d−2)×2

]
∈ Md×2. Then the map

Φ := Ψ ◦AdV defined on Md is PPT, and both SN(Φ) and SN(Φ ◦T) = SN(T ◦Φ) are less than

or equal to SN(AdV ) = 2. Since Φ ◦ AdV ∗ = Ψ is not an EB-map, by Theorem 3.5, Φ is not

2-EB. Observe that Φ and Φ◦T has Schmidt number strictly greater than one as they are not

EB. This completes the proof. �

From the above discussion, we saw that for all d ≥ 4 there exists a Ψ ∈ PPT (d, 2) which

is not EB. The following proposition, which is a generalization of [HHH96, Theorem 3], says

that such a map will always be 3-EB.

Proposition 3.16. Let d ≥ 1.

(i) If Φ : Md → M2 is a PPT-map, then Φ is 3-EB.

(ii) If Φ : Md → M3 is a PPT-map, then Φ is 2-EB.

Proof. (i) Let Ψ ∈ CP(3, d). Then Φ ◦ Ψ ∈ PPT (3, 2), and hence by [HHH96, Theorem 3], it

is EB. Since Ψ is arbitrary, from Theorem 3.5, it follows that Φ is 3-EB.

(ii) Follows from the fact that Φ ◦ Ψ ∈ PPT (2, 3), and hence EB for every Ψ ∈ CP(2, d). �
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A mapping cone C ⊆ P(d) := P(d, d) is said to be symmetric ([Sto11]) if Θ∗, T ◦Θ ◦ T ∈ C

for all Θ ∈ C. If C is a symmetric mapping cone, then C◦ is also symmetric. The mapping

cones P(d),Pk(d), CP(d),PEBk(d), EB(d), where k > 1, are known to be symmetric. The

following theorem says that, in general, the mapping cone EBk(d) (and hence EBCPk(d)) is

not symmetric for d ≥ 4.

Theorem 3.17. Let d ≥ 4.

(i) There exists a 3-EB map Φ : Md → M2 such that Φ∗ is not 2-EB (and hence not 3-EB).

(ii) There exists a 3-EB map Φ : Md → Md such that Φ∗ is not 2-EB (and hence not 3-EB).

Proof. (i) Let Φ : Md → M2 be a linear map such that Φ∗ is PPT-map but not EB. Since Φ is

PPT, by Proposition 3.16, Φ is 3-EB. But Φ∗ : M2 → Md is not 2-EB (equivalently not EB).

(ii) Let Φ′ ∈ EB3(d, 2) be such that Φ′∗ is not 2-EB. Take Φ = ι ◦ Φ′, where ι : M2 → Md is the

inclusion map. Observe that Φ ∈ EB3(d). Now, if Φ∗ is 2-EB, then Φ∗ ◦ ι = Φ′∗ ◦ ι∗ ◦ ι = Φ′∗ is

also 2-EB, which is not possible. Hence Φ∗ is not 2-EB. �

Remark 3.18. From Remark 3.2 it follows that EBk(d1, d2) is a left-invariant mapping cone

in the sense that it is invariant under composition by positive maps from the left side. How-

ever, EBk(d1, d2) is not right-invariant in general. If EBk(d1, d2) is right-invariant, then from

Theorem 3.5 (ix) it follows that the adjoint of a k-EB map is always k-EB which is not true in

general, as seen in the above theorem.

Remark 3.19. We know that every d1-EB map Φ : Md1 → Md2 is EB. However, from the above

Theorem, we observe that a d2-EB map Φ : Md1 → Md2 is not necessarily an entanglement

breaking map.

Let C,C1,C2 be mapping cones of P(d1, d2). If C is any of P ,Pk, CP,PEBk, EB, then

C ◦ T := {Φ ◦ T : Φ ∈ C}

is a mapping cone. A mapping cone arises from P ,Pk, CP,PEBk, EB, via the operations

C 7→ C ◦ T, (C1,C2) 7→ C1 ∩ C2, or (C1,C2) 7→ C1 ∨ C2 is called typical, otherwise called

untypical ([Sko11]). In [JSS13], the authors discussed examples and properties of untypical

mapping cones on Md, emphasizing the case d = 2. Observe that typical mapping cones are

symmetric. By Theorem 3.17, EBk(d) and EBCPk(d), k = 2, 3 are not symmetric for d ≥ 4,

hence not typical. Actually much more is true, as the following theorem shows.

Theorem 3.20. Let d ≥ 4 and 1 < k < d. Then the mapping cones EBk(d) and EBCPk(d)

are not typical.

Proof. By Proposition 3.15, there exists a map Φ ∈ PEB2(d) ∩
(
PEB2(d) ◦ T

)
which is not

2-EB, hence Φ /∈ EBk(d) and Φ /∈ EBCPk(d). Now, from [JSS13, Lemma 12], it follows that

EBk(d) and EBCPk(d) are not typical. �

Recall that a positive map is said to be decomposable if it can be written as a sum of a CP-

map and a co-CP-map. Characterization of CP-maps and PPT-maps in terms of decomposable
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maps is known in the literature. See [PiMo07, Theorem], [Sto18, Proposition 8]. Next, we

establish a similar characterization for entanglement breaking maps.

Theorem 3.21. Let Φ : Md1 → Md2 be a k-entanglement breaking map, where d1, k > 1.

Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) Φ is entanglement breaking.

(ii) idn ⊗Γ ◦ Φ is decomposable for all positive maps Γ : Md2 → Mm, where m,n ≥ 1.

(iii) idk ⊗Γ ◦ Φ is decomposable for all positive maps Γ : Md2 → Md1 .

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii) Let m ≥ 1 and Γ ∈ P(d2,m). Since Φ is entanglement breaking Γ ◦ Φ is CP,

and hence idn ⊗Γ ◦ Φ is decomposable − it is CP itself for all n ≥ 1.

(ii) ⇒ (iii) Clear.

(iii) ⇒ (i) Suppose Φ is not an EB-map. Then there exists a Γ ∈ P(d2, d1) such that Γ ◦ Φ is

not CP. Since Φ is k-EB, by Theorem 3.5, Γ ◦ Φ ∈ Pk(d1). Since Γ ◦ Φ /∈ CP(d1), by [PiMo07,

Theorem], we have idk ⊗Γ ◦ Φ is not decomposable, which is a contradiction. This completes

the proof. �

4. Examples

In this section, we discuss some examples of k-EB maps. Recall that the Schur product

of two matrices A = [aij ], B = [bij ] ∈ Md is denoted and defined by A ◦ B := [aijbij ] ∈ Md.

Define the map SA : Md → Md by SA(X) = A ◦ X for all X ∈ Md. It is well known (c.f.

[Pau02]) that SA is CP if and only if SA is positive if and only if A is positive. Further, SA

is PPT if and only if SA is EB if and only if A is positive diagonal. See [RJP18, KMP18] for

details.

Proposition 4.1. Let A ∈ M
+
d . Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) SA is 2-EB.

(ii) SA is k-EB, where 2 < k < d.

(iii) SA is EB.

Proof. Clearly (iii) ⇒ (ii) ⇒ (i). Now, to prove (i) ⇒ (iii), assume that SA is 2-EB. To

show that SA is EB, it is enough to prove that A is a diagonal matrix. Given 1 ≤ i < j ≤ d

let Vij ∈ M2×d be the matrix with (1, i) and (2, j) entry equals one and zero elsewhere. By

Theorem 3.5, SA ◦AdVij
is EB, and hence

(id⊗ T)CSA◦AdVij
=

[
aiiEii aijEji

ajiEij ajjEjj

]
∈ (M2 ⊗ Md)+,

where Ekl ∈ Md are the matrix units. But this is possible only if

[
0 aij

aji 0

]
∈ M

+
2 , and which

implies that aij = 0 = aji. Thus A is a diagonal matrix, and conclude that SA is EB. �

Proposition 4.2. Given V ∈ Md1×d2 the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) AdV is 2-EB.
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(ii) AdV is k-EB, where 2 < k < d.

(iii) AdV is EB.

Proof. To prove the non-trivial direction (i) ⇒ (iii), assume that AdV is 2-EB. We show that

rank(V ) = 1 so that AdV is EB. If possible assume that k =rank(V ) > 1. Let W ∈ M2×d1 be

such that rank(WV ) > 1. Then AdW V : M2 → Md2 is not EB. But, Theorem 3.5(ii) implies

that AdV ◦AdW = AdW V is EB, which is a contradiction. Hence rank(V ) = 1. This completes

the proof. �

In the following, we consider linear maps satisfying some equivariance property, which is

significant in the study of k-positivity of linear maps defined on matrix spaces ([COS18]) and

entanglement detection ([BCS20]). A linear map Φ : Md1 → Md2 is said to be equivariant, if

for every unitary U ∈ Md1 there exists a (not necessarily unitary) matrix V (U) ∈ Md2 such

that Φ ◦AdU = AdV (U) ◦ Φ.

Proposition 4.3 ([COS18]). Let Φ : Md1 → Md2 be an equivariant map and 1 ≤ k ≤ d1.

Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) Φ is k-positive.

(ii) The principle (k × k)-block submatrix CΦ(1,2,··· ,k) is positive.

(iii) Φ ◦AdP is CP, where P =
[
Ik 0k×d1−k

]
∈ Mk×d1 .

The characterization (iii) is not there in [COS18]. But through the same lines of proof of

the following theorem, which is an analogue of the above result for k-EB maps, we can get

a simple alternative proof of Proposition 4.3. We leave the details to the reader.

Theorem 4.4. Let Φ : Md1 → Md2 be an equivariant k-positive map, where 1 ≤ k ≤ d1.

Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) Φ is k-EB.

(ii) The principal (k × k)-block submatrix CΦ(1,2,··· ,k) ∈ (Mk ⊗ Md2 )+ is separable.

(iii) Φ ◦AdP is entanglement breaking, where P =
[
Ik 0k×d1−k

]
∈ Mk×d1 .

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii) Follows from Theorem 3.8.

(ii) ⇒ (iii) Let E
(d1)
ij ∈ Md1 and E

(k)
ij ∈ Mk be the standard matrix units. Consider the Choi

matrix

CΦ◦AdP
=

k∑

i,j=1

E
(k)
ij ⊗ Φ(P ∗E(k)

ij P ) =

k∑

i,j=1

E
(k)
ij ⊗ Φ(E

(d1)
ij ) = CΦ(1,2,··· ,k),

which is separable by assumption, and hence Φ ◦AdP is EB.

(iii) ⇒ (i) Let Q ∈ Mk×d1 . By singular value decomposition, there exist unitary matrices

W ∈ Mk, U ∈ Md1 and a rectangular matrix Σ =
[
D 0k×(d1−k)

]
∈ Mk×d1 , where D ∈ Mk is

a diagonal matrix, such that Q = WΣU . Set W̃ = WD ∈ Mk. Then W̃PU = WΣU = Q. Now

since Φ is equivariant, corresponding to the unitary U ∈ Md1 there exists V (U) ∈ Md2 such
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that Φ ◦AdU = AdV (U) ◦ Φ. Hence

Φ ◦AdQ = Φ ◦AdU ◦AdP ◦Ad
W̃

= AdV (U) ◦ Φ ◦AdP ◦Ad
W̃
.

By assumption Φ ◦AdP is EB, and hence from the above equation, it follows that Φ ◦ AdQ is

also EB. Since Q ∈ Mk×d1 is arbitrary, by Theorem 3.5, Φ is k-EB. �

Remark 4.5. In the above theorem, (i) ⇒ (ii) ⇒ (iii) holds for every Φ ∈ Pk(d1, d2).

Next, we consider a particular example of an equivariant map, namely the Holevo-Werner

map ([WeHo02]). Given λ ∈ R the Holevo-Werner map Wλ : Md → Md is given by

Wλ(X) = tr(X)I − λXT.

It is well-known ([CMW19, WeHo02]) that

Wλ is CP ⇐⇒ λ ∈ [−1, 1]

Wλ is PPT ⇐⇒ Wλ is EB ⇐⇒ λ ∈ [−1, 1/d]

Wλ is 2-EB ⇐⇒ λ ∈ [−1, 1/2].

In the following, we discuss when do they become k-EB for k > 2. First, we prove the

following technical lemma.

Lemma 4.6. Let Φi : Md → Mdi
, i = 1, 2 and Φ : Md → Md1+d2 be linear maps such that

Φ(X) =

[
Φ1(X) 0

0 Φ2(X)

]

for all X ∈ Md. Then Φ is k-EB if and only if Φi’s are k-EB.

Proof. Assume that Φ is k-EB. Let Ψ ∈ CP(k, d). Then Φ ◦ Ψ is EB, and hence AdV ∗

i
◦ Φ ◦ Ψ is

also EB, where

V1 =
[
Id1 0d1×d2

]
∈ Md1×(d1+d2) and V2 =

[
0d2×d1 Id2

]
∈ Md2×(d1+d2).

But AdV ∗

i
◦ Φ ◦ Ψ = Φi ◦ Ψ, i = 1, 2. Since Ψ is arbitrary we conclude that Φi’s are k-EB.

Conversely, assume that both Φ1 and Φ2 are k-EB, and let Ψ ∈ CP(k, d). Then Φi ◦ Ψ’s are

EB-maps, and hence there exist F
(i)
j ∈ M

+
k and R

(i)
j ∈ M

+
di
such that

Φi ◦ Ψ(X) =

ri∑

j=1

tr
(
XF

(i)
j

)
R

(i)
j

for all X ∈ Mk and i = 1, 2. Then

Φ ◦ Ψ(X) =

r1∑

j=1

tr
(
XF

(1)
j

)
[
R

(1)
j

0d2

]
+

r2∑

j=1

tr
(
XF

(2)
j

)
[
0d1

R
(2)
j

]
,

for all X ∈ Mk so that Φ ◦ Ψ is EB. Since Ψ is arbitrary Φ is k-EB. �

Theorem 4.7. Given 1 ≤ k ≤ d the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) Wλ is a k-entanglement breaking CP-map.
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(ii) Wλ is a k-PPT map.

(iii) λ ∈ [−1, 1/k].

.

Proof. (i) ⇔ (iii) We know that Wλ is CP if and only if λ ∈ [−1, 1]. Also since Wλ is equivari-

ant, by Theorem 4.4, Wλ is k-EB if and only if Wλ ◦ AdP is EB, where P =
[
Ik 0k×(d−k)

]
∈

Mk×d. But

Wλ ◦AdP (X) =

[
tr(X)Ik − λXT 0

0 tr(X)Id−k

]
(4.1)

for all X ∈ Mk. Since the map Mk ∋ X 7→ tr(X)Id−k ∈ Md−k is always EB, by Lemma 4.6,

Wλ ◦ AdP is EB if and only if the Holevo-Werner map Mk ∋ X 7→ tr(X)Ik − λXT ∈ Mk is EB,

and which is true if and only if λ ∈ [−1, 1
k

].

(ii) ⇔ (iii) Since Wλ is equivariant, by Proposition 4.3, Wλ is k-PPT if and only if Wλ ◦ AdP

is PPT, where P =
[
Ik 0k×(d−k)

]
∈ Mk×d. But, equation (4.1) implies that Wλ ◦AdP is PPT

if and only if the Holevo-Werner map Mk ∋ X 7→ tr(X)Ik − λXT ∈ Mk is PPT if and only if

λ ∈ [−1, 1
k

]. �

Note 4.8. Equivalence of (i) and (iii) in the above theorem was observed in [ChCh20] also.

Example 4.9 ([ChCh20]). The Holevo-Werner map W 1
k

: Md → Md is a k-entanglement

breaking CP-map for 1 < k < d. The composition W 1
k

◦ T = T ◦W 1
k
is k-entanglement

breaking but not (k + 1)-positive, hence it is not (k + 1)-entanglement breaking.

Corollary 4.10. Let Γ : Md → Md be a positive map and k ≥ 1. If Γ ∈ (EBk(d))◦, then the

following holds:

(i) −(Id ⊗ Γ(Id)) ≤ CΓ ≤ k(Id ⊗ Γ(Id)).

(ii) −(Id ⊗ Γ(Id)) ≤ CΓ◦T ≤ k(Id ⊗ Γ(Id)).

(iii) − tr(Γ(Id)) ≤ tr(CΓCidd
) ≤ k tr(Γ(Id)).

(iv) − tr(Γ(Id)) ≤ tr(CΓCT) ≤ k tr(Γ(Id)).

Proof. By Theorem 2.5, Γ ◦ Θ∗ is CP for all Θ ∈ EBk(d). Since Wλ and T ◦Wλ = Wλ ◦ T are

self-adjoint k-EB maps for all λ ∈ [−1, 1
k
], we have Γ ◦ Wλ and Γ ◦ (Wλ ◦ T) are CP-maps.

Therefore,

CΓ◦Wλ
= (Id ⊗ Γ(Id)) − λCΓ◦T ≥ 0 and CΓ◦Wλ◦T = (Id ⊗ Γ(Id)) − λCΓ ≥ 0.

Taking λ = −1, 1
k
in the above inequalities we get (i) and (ii). Now, from (i),

−
〈
Ωd, (Id ⊗ Γ(Id))Ωd

〉
≤

〈
Ωd, CΓΩd

〉
≤ k

〈
Ωd, (Id ⊗ Γ(Id))Ωd

〉

=⇒ − tr
(
(Id ⊗ Γ(Id))|Ωd〉〈Ωd|

)
≤ tr(CΓ|Ωd〉〈Ωd|) ≤ k tr

(
(Id ⊗ Γ(Id))|Ωd〉〈Ωd|

)

=⇒ − tr(Γ(Id)) ≤ tr(CΓCid) ≤ k tr(Γ(Id)).

Similarly, (iv) follows from (ii). �
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Theorem 4.11. Let 1 < k ≤ d and Γ : Md → Md be a positive map. If λ ∈ [− 1
k‖Γ‖ ,

1
‖Γ‖ ], then

Wλ,Γ : Md → Md given by

Wλ,Γ(X) := tr(X)Id + λΓ(X) (4.2)

is a k-entanglement breaking map.

Proof. Let λ ∈ [− 1
k‖Γ‖ ,

1
‖Γ‖ ]. Since α := −λ ‖Γ‖ ∈ [−1, 1

k
] Remark 3.2(ii) and Theorem 4.7

implies that Γ ◦ T ◦Wα is a k-EB map. Let Φ ∈ EB(d) be the map given by Φ(X) := tr(X)R,

where R = ‖Γ‖ Id − Γ(Id) ∈ M
+
d . Now it follows that

Wλ,Γ =
1

‖Γ‖
(
Φ + Γ ◦ T ◦Wα

)

is a k-EB map. �

The following is a generalization of [CMW19, Theorem 3.3].

Theorem 4.12. Let 1 < k ≤ d and Γ : Md → Md be a trace preserving positive map such

that

‖tr(X)Id − Γ(X)‖∞ ≤ 1

k
‖X‖∞

for all X ∈ Md. Then Γ is a k-entanglement breaking map.

Proof. Let Γ̃ := W−1,Γ : Md → Md, which is a positive map. Note that
∥∥Γ̃

∥∥ ≤ 1
k
, hence by

Theorem 4.11, W−1,Γ̃
is k-EB. But W−1,Γ̃

= Γ. �

In the rest of this section, we consider a particular case of the maps defined by (4.2).

Given λ ∈ R define Φλ,d : Md → Md by

Φλ,d(X) := tr(X)I + λ(X +XT) (4.3)

for all X ∈ Md. Clearly Φλ,d = Φλ,d ◦ T, hence Φλ,d is CP if and only if Φλ,d is PPT. Note that

Φλ,d is unital if and only if d+ 2λ = 1 if and only if Φλ,d is trace preserving.

Theorem 4.13. Let λ ∈ R, 1 < k ≤ d. Then the following statements holds.

(i) Φλ,d is positive if and only if λ ∈ [− 1
2 ,∞).

(ii) Φλ,d is EB if and only if Φλ,d is CP if and only if λ ∈ [− 1
d+1 , 1].

(iii) Φλ,d is k-EB implies Φλ,k is EB (and hence λ ∈ [− 1
k+1 , 1]). Conversely if λ ∈ [ −1

2k
, 1],

then Φλ,d is k-EB.

Proof. (i) Assume Φλ,d is positive. Then Φλ,d(E11) ≥ 0, which implies that λ ≥ − 1
2 . Con-

versely assume that λ ≥ − 1
2 . Then given a unit vector u ∈ Cd we have

〈
x,Φλ,d(|u〉〈u|)x

〉
= 〈x, x〉 + λ

(
|〈x, u〉|2 + |〈x, u〉|2

)
≥ ‖x‖2 − 1

2

(
|〈x, u〉|2 + |〈x, u〉|2

)
≥ 0

for all x ∈ Cd. Thus Φλ,d(|u〉〈u|) ≥ 0. From spectral theorem it follows that Φλ,d is positive.

(ii) Clearly, Φλ,d is EB implies it is CP. Now assume that Φ is a CP-map. Note that

CΦλ,d
= (Id ⊗ Id) + λ(|Ωd〉〈Ωd| + (id⊗ T)|Ωd〉〈Ωd|).
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Then 0 ≤ 〈Ωd, CΦλ,d
Ωd〉 = d(1 + (d + 1)λ), hence 1 + (d+ 1)λ ≥ 0, i.e., λ ≥ − 1

d+1 . Also, since

the principal submatrix

[
I + 2λE11 λ(E12 + E21)

λ(E21 + E12) I + 2λE22

]
of CΦλ,d

is positive we have λ2 ≤ 1, hence

λ ≤ 1. Conversely, assume that λ ∈ [− 1
d+1 , 1]. Then, by Corollary A.7, the Choi matrix CΦλ,d

is separable. Therefore, Φλ,d is EB.

(iii) Assume that Φλ,d is k-EB. Let P =
[
Ik 0k×(d−k)

]
∈ Mk×d. Then, by Theorem 3.5,

Φλ,d ◦AdP is EB, and hence AdP ∗ ◦ Φλ,d ◦AdP = Φλ,k is also EB. So, from (ii), it follows that

λ ∈ [ −1
k+1 , 1]. Conversely, assume that λ ∈ [ −1

2k
, 1]. If λ ∈ [0, 1], then from (ii), we have Φλ,d is

EB and hence k-EB. Now if λ ∈ [ −1
2k
, 0], then consider the positive map Γ(X) = X + XT on

Md. As ‖Γ‖ = 2, by Theorem 4.11, Φλ,d = Wλ,Γ is k-EB. �

In the above theorem, we believe that Φλ,d is k-EB if and only if Φλ,k is EB if and only if

λ ∈ [− 1
k+1 , 1]. But, we could not prove our claim.

Example 4.14. Given k < d+1
2 , choose λ ∈ [ −1

2k
, −1

d+1 ). Then the map Φλ,d : Md → Md is k-EB

but not CP.

Let tr1, tr2 be the partial trace maps on Md1 ⊗ Md2 , i.e., tr1(A ⊗B) := tr(A)B and tr2(A ⊗
B) := tr(B)A for all A ∈ Md1 and B ∈ Md2 . It is well-known that if X ∈ (Md1 ⊗ Md2 )+

is separable then tri(X), (idd1 ⊗ T)X, (T⊗ idd2)X ≥ 0. If rank(X) = max{d1, d2}, then X ∈
(Md1 ⊗ Md2)+ is separable iff (id⊗ T)X ≥ 0. If X ∈ (Md1 ⊗ Md2 )+ and d1d2 ≤ 6, then X is

separable if and only if (T⊗ id)X ≥ 0. See [Per96, HHH96, HLV00] for details. We shall next

obtain a necessary condition for separability. Note that, from the above known results, it

holds trivially for λ ≥ 0.

Theorem 4.15. Let X ∈ (Md ⊗ Md)+ be separable. Then

λX + λ(T⊗ idd)X + (Id ⊗ tr1(X)) ≥ 0

λX + λ(idd ⊗ T)X + (tr2(X) ⊗ Id) ≥ 0

for all λ ∈ [− 1
2 ,∞).

Proof. Suppose X =
∑
Ai ⊗ Bi for some Ai, Bi ∈ M

+
d . Since Γ(X) = tr(X)I + λ(X + XT) is

a positive map for all λ ∈ [− 1
2 ,∞), we get

0 ≤ (Γ ⊗ idd)X

=
∑ (

tr(Ai)Id + λ(Ai +AT
i )

)
⊗Bi

= (Id ⊗
∑

tr(Ai)Bi) + λ(
∑

Ai ⊗Bi) + λ
∑

(AT
i ⊗Bi)

= (Id ⊗ tr1(X)) + λX + λ(T⊗ idd)X.

Similarly by considering (idd ⊗Γ)(X) we can get the second inequality. �

Corollary 4.16. Let Φ : Md → Md be an entanglement breaking CP-map. Then

(Id ⊗ Φ(Id)) + λ(CΦ + CΦ◦T) ≥ 0
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(tr2(CΦ) ⊗ Id) + λ(CΦ + CT ◦Φ) ≥ 0

for all λ ∈ [− 1
2 ,∞).

Proof. Follows from the above Theorem as CΦ is separable. �

5. Schmidt number reducing CP-maps

Suppose Φ ∈ CP(d1, d2). Then from the definition of Schmidt number, it follows that

SN(Φ ◦ Ψ) ≤ SN(Ψ)

for all Ψ ∈ CP(m, d1), or equivalently,

SN
(
idm ⊗Φ)(X)

)
≤ SN(X)

for all X ∈ (Mm ⊗ Md1)+, where m ≥ 1. We want to know as to when strict inequality

occurs in the above inequalities? Note that if Ψ is an EB-map or SN(X) = 1, then the above

inequalities become equality.

Lemma 5.1 ([CMW19, Lemma 2.1]). Given a k-positive map Φ : Md1 → Md2 the following

conditions are equivalent:

(i) Φ is n-entanglement breaking for n ≤ min{k, d2}.
(ii) SN((idm ⊗Φ)(X)) ≤ max{m − n + 1, 1}, for all X ∈ (Mm ⊗ Md1)+ and for all m ≤

min{k, d2}.

Theorem 5.2. Let d1, d2 > 1 and Φ : Md1 → Md2 be a CP-map. Then the following conditions

are equivalent:

(i) Φ is 2-entanglement breaking.

(ii) SN(Φ ◦ Ψ) < SN(Ψ) for all non-entanglement breaking CP-maps Ψ : Mm → Md1 and

2 ≤ m ≤ d2.

(iii) SN(Φ ◦ Ψ) < SN(Ψ) for all non-entanglement breaking d2-PEB maps Ψ : Mm → Md1

and m ≥ 2.

(iv) SN(Φ ◦ Ψ) < SN(Ψ) for all non-entanglement breaking CP-maps Ψ : M2 → Md1 .

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii) Let 2 ≤ m ≤ d2 and Ψ ∈ CP(m, d1) be a non-entanglement breaking

map. To show that SN(Φ ◦ Ψ) < SN(Ψ). We prove by induction on m. When m = 2, the

required inequality follows from Theorem 3.5(ii). Now assume that the result is true for

m − 1, i.e., SN(Φ ◦ Ψ) < SN(Ψ) for all non-entanglement breaking Ψ ∈ CP(l, d1), where

2 ≤ l ≤ m − 1 ≤ d2. Let Ψ ∈ CP(m, d1) be non-entanglement breaking and r = SN(Ψ). If

r = m, then by Lemma 5.1 we have

SN(Φ ◦ Ψ) = SN((idm ⊗Φ)CΨ) ≤ m− 1 < SN(Ψ).

Now assume that 1 < r < m. Then, by Lemma 3.3, for all 1 ≤ j ≤ r there exist vectors

ψji
∈ Cj ⊗ Cd1 such that

SN(Φ ◦ Ψ) = SN((idm ⊗Φ)(CΨ)) ≤ max
ij

{SN((idj ⊗Φ)(|ψji
〉〈ψji

|))} = max
ij

{SN(Φ ◦ Ψji
)},
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where Ψji
∈ CP(j, d1) is such that CΨji

= |ψji
〉〈ψji

|. If Ψji
is EB, then SN(Φ ◦ Ψji

) = 1 < r =

SN(Ψ). If Ψji
is not an EB-map, from induction hypothesis, SN(Φ ◦ Ψji

) < SN(Ψji
) ≤ j ≤

SN(Ψ). So, from the above equation, we get SN(Φ ◦ Ψ) < SN(Ψ).

(ii) ⇒ (iii) Supposem ≥ 2 and Ψ ∈ CP(m, d1) is non-entanglement breaking. Ifm ≤ d2, then

there is nothing to prove. So assume that m > d2 and let r := SN(Ψ) ≤ d2. By Lemma 3.3,

for all 1 ≤ j ≤ r there exist Ψji
∈ CP(j, d1) and isometries Vji

: Cj → C
m such that

CΨ =
∑

i,j

(Vji
⊗ Id1 )CΨji

(Vji
⊗ Id1)∗.

Observe that not all Ψ′
ji
s are EB as Ψ is not an EB-map. Since j ≤ d2, by assumption

SN(Φ ◦ Ψ) ≤ max
i,j

SN(Φ ◦ Ψji
) < max

i,j
SN(Ψji

) ≤ j ≤ SN(Ψ).

(iii) ⇒ (iv) This follows as SN(Ψ) = 2 ≤ d2 for all non-entanglement breaking Ψ ∈ CP(2, d1).

(iv) ⇒ (i) To prove that Φ is 2-EB it is enough to show that Φ◦Ψ is EB for every Ψ ∈ CP(2, d1).

If Ψ is EB, then we are done. Otherwise, by assumption SN(Φ ◦ Ψ) < SN(Ψ) ≤ 2. Thus,

Φ ◦ Ψ has Schmidt number one, and hence it is EB. �

One would also ask, given a non-entanglement breaking Ψ ∈ CP(d2, d1), does there exist

a map Φ ∈ CP(d1, d2) such that SN(Φ ◦ Ψ) = SN(Ψ)? If yes, then such a map Φ cannot be

2-EB.

Remark 5.3. Suppose Ψ ∈ CP(d2, d1) is a non-entanglement breaking map and d1 ≤ d2. Let

Φ = AdV , where V ∈ Md1×d2 is any co-isometry (i.e., V V ∗ = idd1). Then

SN(Ψ) = SN(AdV ∗ ◦AdV ◦ Ψ) ≤ SN(Φ ◦ Ψ) ≤ SN(Ψ).

Thus, there exists Φ ∈ CP(d1, d2) such that SN(Φ ◦ Ψ) = SN(Ψ). But if d1 > d2 this is not

the case. For example, consider a 3-entanglement breaking CP-map Ψ0 : Md → M2 as given

by Theorem 3.17, where d ≥ 4. Since Ψ∗
0 is not 3-EB there exists Ψ1 ∈ CP(3, 2) such that

Ψ = Ψ∗
0 ◦ Ψ1 ∈ CP(3, d) is not EB. Now, if possible assume that there exists Φ ∈ CP(d, 3)

such that SN(Φ ◦ Ψ) = SN(Ψ). Since Ψ0 is 3-EB we have Ψ0 ◦ Φ∗ and hence Ψ∗
1 ◦ Ψ0 ◦ Φ∗ are

EB-maps. Therefore, 1 = SN(Φ ◦ Ψ) = SN(Ψ), which is a contradiction. Thus there is no

Φ ∈ CP(d, 3) such that SN(Φ ◦ Ψ) = SN(Ψ).

Note 5.4. Recall that the PPT-square conjecture states that the square of a PPT-map is EB;

equivalently, the composition of two PPT-maps is EB. It is known ([CMW19, CYT19]) that if

Φ1,Φ2 ∈ PPT (3, 3), then Φ1 ◦ Φ2 ∈ EB(3). We can prove this fact as follows also. If Φ2 is

EB, then there is nothing to prove. So assume Φ2 is not EB. Since Φ1 is PPT, by Theorem

3.16, Φ1 is 2-EB. Hence, by Lemma 5.1 and Theorem 5.2, SN(Φ1 ◦ Φ2) < SN(Φ2) ≤ 2. Thus

SN(Φ1 ◦ Φ2) = 1.

Remark 5.5. Let Φ : Md1 → Md2 be a PPT-map and m ≥ 1.

(i) If d2 = 2 or 3, then Φ ◦ Ψ ∈ EB(m, d2) for all Ψ ∈ PEB2(m, d1).

(ii) If d1 = 2 or 3, then Ψ ◦ Φ ∈ EB(d1,m) for all Ψ ∈ PEB2(d2,m).
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To see (i), observe that by Proposition 3.16 Φ is 2-EB. So if Ψ ∈ PEB2(m, d1) is not EB, then

SN(Φ ◦ Ψ) < SN(Ψ) = 2. Thus Φ ◦ Ψ is EB. Similarly by considering Φ∗ we can get (ii).

Note 5.6. Given any Γ ∈ P(d1, d2) and k > 1 the map idk ⊗Γ is not 2-EB. For, suppose

A ∈ (M2 ⊗ Mk)+ is entangled and B ∈ M
+
d1
. Then (id2 ⊗ idk ⊗Γ)(A ⊗ B) = A ⊗ Γ(B) is not

separable in M2 ⊗ (Mk ⊗ Md1). For, if A ⊗ Γ(B) is separable and tr(d1) : Mk ⊗ Md1 → Mk is

the partial trace map, then

tr(Γ(B))A = (id2 ⊗ tr(d1))(A⊗ Γ(B)) ∈ M
+
2 ⊗ M

+
k ,

which is not possible as A is entangled.

Theorem 5.7. Let 2 ≤ m,n ≤ d and Φ,Ψ : Md → Md be n-entanglement breaking CP-map

and m-entanglement breaking CP-map, respectively. Then Φ ◦ Ψ is (n+m− 1)-entanglement

breaking CP-map.

Proof. Case (1): Suppose d ≤ n + m − 1. Let X ∈ (Md ⊗ Md)+. Clearly, Y = (idd ⊗Ψ)(X) ∈
(Md ⊗Md)+. Now since Ψ ism-EB, by Lemma 5.1, SN(Y ) ≤ max{d−m+ 1, 1} = n. Further,

since Φ is n-EB, by Theorem 3.5(viii),

SN
(
(idd ⊗Φ ◦ Ψ)(X)

)
= SN

(
(idd ⊗Φ)(Y )

)
= 1.

Thus (idd ⊗Φ◦Ψ)(X) is separable for allX ∈ (Md⊗Md)+. Hence Φ◦Ψ is EB, and in particular,

(n+m− 1)-entanglement breaking.

Case (2): Suppose n+m− 1 < d. Let Γ ∈ CP(n+m− 1, d). We shall show that Φ ◦ Ψ ◦ Γ is EB

so that, by Theorem 3.5(ii), Φ ◦ Ψ is (n+m− 1)-entanglement breaking. Since Ψ is m-EB, by

Lemma 5.1, SN(Ψ ◦ Γ) = SN((idn+m−1 ⊗Ψ)CΓ) ≤ n. Thus Ψ ◦ Γ ∈ PEBn(n+m− 1, d). Since

Φ is n-EB, by Theorem 3.5(v), Φ ◦ Ψ ◦ Γ is EB. This completes the proof. �

The following improvised version of [CMW19, Theorem 2.1] is an immediate consequence

of the above theorem.

Corollary 5.8. Let 2 ≤ ni ≤ d and k ∈ N. If Φi : Md → Md are ni-entanglement breaking

CP-maps for 1 ≤ i ≤ k, then the composition Φ1 ◦ Φ2 ◦ · · · ◦ Φk is (n − k + 1)-entanglement

breaking CP-map, where n =
∑

i ni.

Corollary 5.9. Let 2 ≤ k ≤ d and Φ : Md → Md be a k-entanglement breaking CP-map.

Then Φm is entanglement breaking, where m = min{SN(Φ), ⌈ d−1
k−1 ⌉}.

Proof. Let k1 = SN(Φ). Since Φ is 2-EB, by Theorem 5.2, SN(Φk1) = 1. Meanwhile, if k2 is

such that kk2 − k2 + 1 = d, then Corollary 5.8 implies that SN(Φk2 ) = 1. Now we conclude

that SN(Φm) = 1, where m = min{SN(Φ), ⌈ d−1
k−1 ⌉}. �

6. Majorization

Given x = (x1, x2, · · · , xd)T ∈ Rd, we denote by x↓ = (x↓
1, x

↓
2, · · · , x↓

d)T ∈ Rd the vector with

the same components, but sorted in descending order. Thus, x↓
1 ≥ x↓

2 ≥ · · · ≥ x↓
d. Given
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x, y ∈ Rd, we say that x is weakly majorized by y (and write x ≺w y), if

k∑

i=1

x↓
i ≤

k∑

i=1

y↓
i for all 1 ≤ k ≤ d.

If x ≺w y and
∑d

i=1 xi =
∑d

i=1 yi, then we say that x ismajorized by y, and write x ≺ y. If the

dimensions of x and y are different, we define x ≺ y and x ≺w y similarly by appending extra

zeros to the smaller vector to equalize their dimensions. If A,B are two positive matrices,

then we say A is (weakly) majorized by B if σ(A) is (weakly) majorized by σ(B), where

σ(X) ∈ Rd denotes the vector of all eigenvalues of X ∈ M
+
d arranged in the decreasing

order.

A matrix D = [dij ] ∈ Md is said to be doubly sub-stochastic if dij ≥ 0 for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d

and

d∑

i=1

dij ≤ 1 ∀ 1 ≤ j ≤ d and

d∑

j=1

dij ≤ 1 ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ d.

In the above, if
∑d

i=1 dij =
∑d

j=1 dij = 1, then D is called doubly stochastic. It is well-

known that x ≺ y (resp. x ≺w y) if and only if x = Dy for some doubly stochastic (resp.

sub-stochastic) matrix D ∈ Md.

It is known ([NiKe01, Hir03]) that X is majorized by both tr1(X) and tr2(X) whenever

X ∈ (Md ⊗ Md)+ is separable. Equivalently, if Φ : Md → Md is an EB-map, then CΦ is

majorized by both tr1(CΦ) and tr2(CΦ). We prove an analogue of this result for k-EB maps,

and the proof is almost same as that in [Hir03].

GivenX ∈ (Md ⊗Md)+ = B(Cd ⊗ Cd)+ decompose Cd = ker(tr2(X))⊥ ⊕
ker(tr2(X)). Then

with respect to the decomposition

C
d ⊗ C

d =
(
ker(tr2(X))⊥ ⊗ C

d
) ⊕ (

ker(tr2(X)) ⊗ C
d
)

we can write

X =

[
X1 0

0 0

]
, (6.1)

where X1 acts on ker(tr2(X))⊥ ⊗ Cd. See [Hir03, Lemma 2] for details.

The following is a generalization of [Hir03, Theorem 1].

Theorem 6.1. Let X ∈ (Md ⊗ Md)+ and k ≥ 1.

(i) If (idd ⊗W− 1
k

,T)(X) ∈ (Md ⊗ Md)+, then X is weakly majorized by k tr2(X).

(ii) If (W− 1
k

,T ⊗ idd)(X) ∈ (Md ⊗ Md)+, then X is weakly majorized by k tr1(X).

(Here W− 1
k

,T is given by (4.2).)

Proof. Because of (6.1), without loss of generality, we can assume tr2(X) is invertible and

diagonal, say tr2(X) =
∑d

i=1 αiEii, where αi ∈ (0,∞). Since

(tr2(X) ⊗ Id) − X

k
= (idd ⊗W− 1

k
,T)(X) ≥ 0,
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by [Hir03, Lemma 1], there exists a C ∈ Md ⊗ Md with ‖C‖ ≤ 1 such that

X
1
2 =

√
k(tr2(X)

1
2 ⊗ Id)C. (6.2)

Suppose σ(X) = (λ11, λ12, · · · , λ1d, · · · , λd1, · · · , λdd)T ∈ Rd2

. Let U ∈ Md ⊗ Md be a unitary

such that

U∗X
1
2U = diag

(√
λ11,

√
λ12, · · · ,

√
λ1d, · · · ,

√
λd1, · · · ,

√
λdd

)
. (6.3)

Let R = CU . Then from (6.2), (6.3) we get

X = k(tr2(X)
1
2 ⊗ Id)CC∗(tr2(X)

1
2 ⊗ Id) (6.4)

diag(
√
λ11,

√
λ12, · · ·

√
λdd) =

√
kU∗(tr2(X)

1
2 ⊗ Id)R (6.5)

diag(λ11, λ12, · · · , λdd) = kR∗(tr2(X) ⊗ Id)R. (6.6)

From (6.4), for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d, we have

〈ei ⊗ ej, Xei ⊗ ej〉 = k
〈
ei ⊗ ej, (tr2(X)

1
2 ⊗ Id)CC∗(tr2(X)

1
2 ⊗ Id)(ei ⊗ ej)

〉

= k
〈
(tr2(X)

1
2 ⊗ Id)(ei ⊗ ej), CC∗(tr2(X)

1
2 ⊗ Id)(ei ⊗ ej)

〉

= k
〈√
αiei ⊗ ej, CC

∗(
√
αiei ⊗ ej)

〉

= kαi

〈
ei ⊗ ej, CC

∗(ei ⊗ ej)
〉

= kαi

〈
ei ⊗ ej , C

( ∑

p,q

〈
ep ⊗ eq, C

∗(ei ⊗ ej)
〉
ep ⊗ eq

)〉

= kαi

d∑

p,q=1

∣∣〈ei ⊗ ej , C(ep ⊗ eq)
〉∣∣2

(6.7)

Similarly, from (6.6), we get

λij = k

d∑

p,q=1

αp

∣∣〈ep ⊗ eq, R(ei ⊗ ej)
〉∣∣2

(6.8)

Now, from the definition of tr2(X) and (6.7), we have

αp = 〈ep, tr2(X)ep〉 =

d∑

l=1

〈
ep ⊗ el, X(ep ⊗ el)

〉
= kαp

d∑

l,m,n=1

∣∣〈ep ⊗ el, C(em ⊗ en)
〉∣∣2

,

i.e.,
1

k
=

d∑

l,m,n=1

∣∣〈ep ⊗ el, C(em ⊗ en)
〉∣∣2

for all 1 ≤ p ≤ d. Let S = [Sij ] ∈ Md where

Sij =

d∑

q=1

∣∣〈ej ⊗ eq, R(e1 ⊗ ei)
〉∣∣2 ∀ 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d.

Clearly Sij ≥ 0. Further,

d∑

i=1

Sij =

d∑

i,q=1

∣∣〈ej ⊗ eq, R(e1 ⊗ ei)
〉∣∣2 ≤

d∑

q,m,n=1

|〈ej ⊗ eq, R(em ⊗ en)〉|2 =
1

k
< 1
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for all 1 ≤ j ≤ d. Also since ‖R‖ ≤ 1

d∑

j=1

Sij =

d∑

j,q=1

|〈ej ⊗ eq, R(e1 ⊗ ei)〉|2 =
〈
e1 ⊗ ei, R

∗R(e1 ⊗ ei)
〉

≤ 1

for all 1 ≤ i ≤ d. Thus S is a doubly sub-stochastic matrix. Now from (6.8),



λ11

λ12

...

λ1d




= S




kα1

kα2

...

kαd



,

and hence (λ11, · · · , λ1d)T ≺w (kα1, kα2, · · · , kαd)T i.e.,

n∑

j=1

λ1j ≤
n∑

i=1

kαi ∀ 1 ≤ n ≤ d. (6.9)

Note that

d∑

i,j=1

λij = tr(X) = tr(tr2(X)) =
d∑

i=1

αi ≤
d∑

i=1

kαi. (6.10)

Take αi = 0 for all d < i ≤ d2 and (β1, β2, · · · , βd2)T = (λ11, λ12, · · · , λ1d, · · · , λd1, · · · , λdd)T.

Then for all for all d < n ≤ d2 we have

n∑

i=1

βi ≤
d∑

i,j=1

λij =

d∑

i=1

αi =

n∑

i=1

αi. (6.11)

Now from (6.9), (6.10) and (6.11) we conclude that σ(X) ≺w σ(k tr2(X)). Similarly we can

prove that σ(X) ≺w σ(k tr1(X)). �

Theorem 6.2. Let Φ : Md → Md be a k-EB map, where 1 ≤ k ≤ d. Then CΦ is weakly

majorized by both (d− k + 1) tr1(CΦ) and (d− k + 1) tr2(CΦ).

Proof. Let r = d−k+1. By Theorem 4.11,W− 1
r

,T onMd is (d−k+1)-entanglement breaking

CP-map, and hence, by Lemma 5.1, W− 1
r

,T is k-PEB map. From Theorem 3.5(xi) it follows

that k-PEB maps are in the dual of k- EB maps. Hence, by Theorem 2.5, W− 1
r

,T ◦ Φ =

(Φ∗ ◦ W− 1
r

,T)
∗ is CP. Thus we have (Id ⊗ W− 1

r
,T)(CΦ) ≥ 0. Hence by the above theorem

we get 1
d−k+1CΦ is weakly majorized by tr2(CΦ). Similarly CΦ is is weakly majorized by

(d− k + 1) tr2(CΦ) also. �

7. Discussion

It is known ([YLT16]) that if d1d2 ≤ 6, then every 2-positive map Γ : Md1 → Md2 is de-

composable. But when 4 ≤ max{d1, d2} ≤ 9 ([CYT17, page 18]) or d1, d2 ≥ 10 ([HLLM18,

BhOs20]), then there exists 2-positive map which is not decomposable.

Open Problem 1. Is every 2-EB map Φ : Md1 → Md2 decomposable?
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Theorem 7.1. Suppose the Problem-1 has an affirmative answer. If Φ : Md → Md is a

2-entanglement breaking PPT-map, then Φ2 is entanglement breaking.

Proof. Suppose Φ2 is not an EB-map. Then there exists a Γ ∈ P(d) such that Γ ◦ Φ2 is not

CP. Note that Γ ◦ Φ is 2-EB and hence decomposable. So there exist Φ1,Φ2 ∈ CP(d) such that

Γ ◦ Φ = Φ1 + Φ2 ◦ T. Hence

Γ ◦ Φ2 = (Φ1 + Φ2 ◦ T) ◦ Φ = Φ1 ◦ Φ + Φ2 ◦ (T ◦Φ)

is CP, which is a contradiction. �

Example 7.2. If λ ∈ [−1, 1
2 ], then the Holevo-Werner map Wλ (and hence T ◦Wλ) is 2-EB.

Note that Wλ (resp. T ◦Wλ) is a CP-map (resp. co-CP), and hence decomposable.

Example 7.3. Let λ ∈ [ −1
4 , 1]. Then the map Φλ,d : Md → Md given by (4.3) is 2-EB. If

λ ∈ [ −1
4 ,

1
2 ], then Φλ,d = 1

2

(
W−2λ + W−2λ ◦ T

)
, hence we conclude that Φλ,d is decomposable.

Now if λ ∈ [ 1
2 , 1], then Φλ,d is EB, and in particular decomposable.
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Appendix A.

Let a, b, c ∈ C and define Φ : Md → Md by Φ(X) = a tr(X)I + bX + cXT. We want to know

for what values of a, b, c ∈ C the map Φ is EB; equivalently when the corresponding Choi

matrix

a(Id ⊗ Id) + b|Ωd〉〈Ωd| + c∆d ∈ Md ⊗ Md

is separable? Here ∆d = (idd ⊗ T)|Ωd〉〈Ωd| =
∑d

i,j=1 Eij ⊗Eji. We answer this through similar

lines as Stormer ([Sto13]) proved the entanglement property of the map tr(·)Γ(I) + Γ(·),
where Γ ∈ P(d). Through out we let G denotes the compact group

G = {AdU⊗U : U ∈ Md real orthogonal} ⊆ Md ⊗ Md = Md(Md),

where d > 1. Let µ denotes the normalized Haar measure on G and let

Fix(G) = {A ∈ Md ⊗ Md : AdU⊗U (A) = A for all real orthogonal matrices U ∈ Md}.
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Clearly Id ⊗ Id ∈ Fix(G). Observe that, for every x = (x1, · · · , xd)T, y = (y1, · · · , yd)T ∈ Cd

∆d(x⊗ y) =
∑

ij

xjei ⊗ yiej = (
∑

i

yiei) ⊗ (
∑

j

xjej) = y ⊗ x.

Consequently, AdU⊗U (∆d)(x ⊗ y) = y ⊗ x = ∆d(x ⊗ y) for every real orthogonal matrices

U ∈ Md. In other words, ∆d ∈ Fix(G). Note that

AdU⊗U (|Ωd〉〈Ωd|) = AdU⊗U

(
(idd ⊗ T)∆d

)

= (idd ⊗ T)
(
AdU⊗U (∆d)

)

= (idd ⊗ T)(∆d)

= |Ωd〉〈Ωd|,

for every real orthogonal matrices U ∈ Md. Thus |Ωd〉〈Ωd| ∈ Fix(G).

Lemma A.1. Let d = 2. Then Fix(G) = {α(I2 ⊗ I2) + β|Ω2〉〈Ω2| + γ∆2 : α, β, γ ∈ C}.

Proof. Let A = [aij ] ∈ Fix(G) ⊆ M2(M2). Consider U =

[
1 0

0 −1

]
∈ M2. Then AdU⊗U (A) = A

implies that

A =




a11 0 0 a14

0 a22 a23 0

0 a32 a33 0

a41 0 0 a44



.

Similarly considering U =

[
0 1

1 0

]
we conclude that

A =




a11 0 0 a14

0 a22 a23 0

0 a23 a22 0

a14 0 0 a11




=




a0

a22

a22

a0




+ a14




1 0 0 1

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

1 0 0 1




+ a23




1 0 0 0

0 0 1 0

0 1 0 0

0 0 0 1




= (a0 − a22)(E11 ⊗ E11 + E22 ⊗ E22) + a22(I2 ⊗ I2) + a14(|Ω2〉〈Ω2|) + a23∆2,

where a0 = a11 − (a23 + a14). Since A, I2 ⊗ I2,∆2, |Ω2〉〈Ω2| are in Fix(G), from above we get

B = (a0 − a22)(E11 ⊗ E11 + E22 ⊗ E22) ∈ Fix(G). Take U = 1√
2

[
1 1

−1 1

]
. Then AdU⊗U (B) = B

implies that a0 − a22 = 0. Therefore, A = a22(I2 ⊗ I2) + a14(|Ω2〉〈Ω2|) + a23∆2. �

Lemma A.2. Let d > 2. Given m 6= n let

P{m,n} =
∑

i,j∈{m,n}
|ei ⊗ ej〉〈ei ⊗ ej |

be the projection of Cd ⊗ Cd onto span{ei ⊗ ej : i, j ∈ {m,n}} ∼= C2 ⊗ C2. Then for every

A ∈ Fix(G) there exist unique αmn, βmn, γmn ∈ C such that

P{m,n}AP
∗
{m,n} = αmn(I2 ⊗ I2) + βmn|Ω2〉〈Ω2| + γmn∆2.
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Proof. Let U ∈ M2 be a real orthogonal matrix. Then U induce a linear map on W =

span{em, en}. Decompose Cd = W ⊕ W⊥ and write A =

[
Amn,11 Amn,12

Amn,21 Amn,22

]
∈ Md(Md), where

Amn,11 ∈ M2 ⊗ M2. Consider the real orthogonal matrix Ũ =

[
U 0

0 I
W⊥

]
∈ Md. Then

Ad
Ũ⊗Ũ

(A) = A =⇒ AdU (Amn,11) = Amn,11.

Since U ∈ M2 is arbitrary, from Lemma A.1, we get

Amn,11 = αmn(I2 ⊗ I2) + βmn|Ω2〉〈Ω2| + γmn∆2

where αmn, βmn, γmn ∈ C. But, Amn,11 = P{m,n}AP
∗
{m,n}, where

P{m,n} =
∑

i,j∈{m,n}
|ei ⊗ ej〉〈ei ⊗ ej |,

the projection of Cd ⊗ Cd onto span{ei ⊗ ej : i, j ∈ {m,n}}. Uniqueness of αmn, βmn, γmn

follows from the linear independence of I2 ⊗ I2, |Ω2〉〈Ω2|,∆2. �

Proposition A.3. Let d > 2. Then Fix(G) = {α(Id ⊗ Id) + β|Ωd〉〈Ωd| + γ∆d : α, β, γ ∈ C}.

Proof. Let A ∈ Fix(G). Assume that A =
∑

m,n,p,q a(m,p),(n,q)Emp⊗Enq
. Thus,

〈
em ⊗ en, A(ep ⊗ eq)

〉
= a(m,p),(n,q)

〈
em ⊗ en, (idd ⊗ T)A(ep ⊗ eq)

〉
=

〈
em ⊗ eq, A(ep ⊗ en)

〉
,

for all 1 ≤ m,n, , p, q ≤ d. Now let m,n, p, q ∈ {1, 2, · · · , d}.
Case (1): m 6= n or p 6= q.

Subcase (i): {m,n} 6= {p, q}. Suppose m,n, p, q are distinct. Given r ∈ {m,n, p, q} define the

real orthogonal matrix

Ur =
( ∑

i=1,··· ,d
i6=r

|ei〉〈ei|
)

− |er〉〈er| ∈ Md. (A.1)

Note that U(er) = −er and U(ei) = ei for all i 6= r. Since AdUr ⊗Ur
(A) = A, we get

〈
em ⊗ en, A(ep ⊗ eq)

〉
=

〈
Urem ⊗ Uren, A(Urep ⊗ Ureq)

〉
= −

〈
em ⊗ en, A(ep ⊗ eq)

〉
.

Hence a(m,p),(n,q) = 0. Now suppose m = p or m = q or n = p or n = q. With out loss of

generality assume that m = p. Since {m,n} 6= {p, q} we have n 6= q. Fix r ∈ {n, q} and define

the real orthogonal matrix Ur ∈ Md by (A.1). Then also

〈
em ⊗ en, A(ep ⊗ eq)

〉
=

〈
Urem ⊗ Uren, A(Urep ⊗ Ureq)

〉
= −

〈
em ⊗ en, A(ep ⊗ eq)

〉

so that a(m,p),(n,q) = 0.

Subcase (ii): {m,n} = {p, q}. From Lemma A.2, there exists scalars αmn, βmn, γmn ∈ C such

that

P{m,n}AP
∗
{m,n} = αmn(I2 ⊗ I2) + βmn|Ω2〉〈Ω2| + γmn∆2.
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Therefore,

a(m,p),(n,q) =
〈
em ⊗ en, A(ep ⊗ eq)

〉

=
〈
P ∗

{m,n}em ⊗ en, AP
∗
{m,n}(ep ⊗ eq)

〉

=
〈
em ⊗ en, P{m,n}AP

∗
{m,n}(ep ⊗ eq)

〉

=
〈
em ⊗ en,

(
αmn(I2 ⊗ I2) + βmn|Ω2〉〈Ω2| + γmn∆2

)
(ep ⊗ eq)

〉

=




αmn if p = m 6= n = q

γmn if q = m 6= n = p.

Case (2): m = n and p = q. If m = n = p = q, then choose any r 6= m. Then, by Lemma A.2,

a(m,p),(n,q) =
〈
em ⊗ em, A(em ⊗ em)

〉

=
〈
em ⊗ em, PrmAP

∗
rm(em ⊗ em)

〉

= αrm

〈
em ⊗ em, em ⊗ em

〉
+ βrm

〈
em ⊗ em, |Ω2〉〈Ω2|(em ⊗ em)

〉

+ γrm

〈
em ⊗ em,∆2(em ⊗ em)

〉

= αrm + βrm + γrm.

Thus a(m,m),(m,m) = αrm + βrm + γrm for any r 6= m. Now suppose m = n 6= p = q. Note that

n 6= p and m 6= q but {m, q} = {n, p}. Hence

a(m,p),(n,q) =
〈
em ⊗ en, A(ep ⊗ eq)

〉

=
〈
em ⊗ eq, (idd ⊗ T)(A)(ep ⊗ en)

〉

=
〈
em ⊗ eq, Pmq(id⊗ T)(A)P ∗

mq(ep ⊗ en)
〉

=
〈
em ⊗ eq, (id⊗ T)Pmq(A)P ∗

mq(ep ⊗ en)
〉

= αmq

〈
em ⊗ eq, ep ⊗ en

〉
+ βmq

〈
em ⊗ eq,∆2(ep ⊗ en)

〉

+ γmq{em ⊗ eq, |Ω2〉〈Ω2|(ep ⊗ en)}

= βmq.

Thus

a(m,p),(n,q) =





αrm + βrm + γrm if m = n = p = q (where r 6= m)

αmn if p = m 6= n = q

βmq if m = n 6= p = q

γmn if q = m 6= n = p

0 otherwise.

(A.2)

Now given any m 6= n and p 6= q consider a real orthogonal matrix U ∈ Md such that

U(em) = ep, U(en) = eq and U2 = Id. Clearly, then U(ep) = em and U(eq) = en. Further,

AdU⊗U (A) = A =⇒ P{m,n}AdU⊗U (A)P ∗
{m,n} = P{m,n}AP

∗
{m,n}
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=⇒ αpq = αmn, βpq = βmn, γpq = γmn.

Hence, there exists α, β, γ ∈ C such that (A.2) becomes

a(m,p),(n,q) =





α+ β + γ if m = n = p = q (where r 6= m)

α if p = m 6= n = q

β if m = n 6= p = q

γ if q = m 6= n = p

0 otherwise.

(A.3)

Thus A = α(Id ⊗ Id) + β(|Ωd〉〈Ωd|) + γ∆d. �

Definition A.4. Define P : Md ⊗ Md → Md ⊗ Md by

P (A) =

∫

G

AdU⊗U (A)dµ(U).

Observation A.5. We make the following observations:

(i) P is a unital positive projection with

range(P ) = Fix(G) = {α(Id ⊗ Id) + β|Ωd〉〈Ωd| + γ∆d : α, β, γ ∈ C}, (A.4)

Further, tr(P (A)) = tr(A) for all A ∈ Md ⊗ Md.

(ii) Let C ⊆ P(d) be a mapping cone and let Φ ∈ C. Let Ψ : Md → Md be the linear map

such that CΨ = P (CΦ). Then for any Γ ∈ C◦ we have

tr(CΨCΓ) = tr(P (CΦ)CΓ)

= tr

(( ∫

G

AdU⊗U (CΦ)dµ(U)
)
CΓ

)

=

∫

G

tr
(
CAdU ◦Φ◦AdU∗CΓ

)
dµ(U)

≥ 0,

where the last inequality follows because AdU ◦ Φ ◦ AdU∗ ∈ C. Thus Ψ ∈ C◦◦ = C.

Since P is a positive projection we conclude that

P ({CΦ : Φ ∈ C}) = {CΨ : Ψ ∈ C}
⋂

range(P ).

In particular, considering C = EB(d), we have

P
(
(Md ⊗ Md)+

sep

)
= (Md ⊗ Md)+

sep

⋂
range(P ), (A.5)

where (Md ⊗ Md)+
sep denotes the set of separable positive matrices.

(iii) Let X,Y ∈ M
+
d . Since AdU⊗U (∆d) = ∆d for every real orthogonal U ∈ Md we have

tr
(
P (X ⊗ Y )∆d

)
=

∫

G

tr
(
AdU⊗U (X ⊗ Y )∆d

)
dµ(U)
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=

∫

G

tr
(
(X ⊗ Y )AdU∗⊗U∗ (∆d)

)
dµ(U)

=

∫

G

tr
(
(X ⊗ Y )∆d

)
dµ(U)

= tr
(
(X ⊗ Y )∆d

)
.

Similarly, tr
(
P (X ⊗ Y )|Ωd〉〈Ωd|

)
= tr

(
(X ⊗ Y )|Ωd〉〈Ωd|

)
. Thus

tr
(
P (Z)∆d

)
= tr(Z∆d) (A.6)

tr
(
P (Z)|Ωd〉〈Ωd|

)
= tr(Z|Ωd〉〈Ωd|) (A.7)

for all Z ∈ (Md ⊗ Md)+
sep.

(iv) From (A.4) and (A.5), we have a(Id ⊗ Id) + b|Ωd〉〈Ωd| + c∆d is separable if and only if

a(Id ⊗ Id) + b|Ωd〉〈Ωd| + c∆d = P (Z)

for some Z ∈ (Md ⊗ Md)+
sep. Now since ∆2

d = Id ⊗ Id,∆d|Ωd〉〈Ωd| = |Ωd〉〈Ωd| =

|Ωd〉〈Ωd|∆d and |Ωd〉〈Ωd|2 = d|Ωd〉〈Ωd|, from (A.6) and (A.7), we get

ad+ bd+ cd2 = tr(Z∆d) (A.8)

ad+ bd2 + cd = tr(Z|Ωd〉〈Ωd|). (A.9)

Further, tr(P (Z)) = tr(Z) implies that

ad2 + bd+ cd = tr(Z). (A.10)

Solving (A.8), (A.9) and (A.10) for a, b, c we get

a =
1

d3 + d2 − 2d

(
(d+ 1) tr(Z) − tr(Z∆d) − tr(Z|Ωd〉〈Ωd|)

)
(A.11)

b =
1

d3 + d2 − 2d

(
(d+ 1) tr(Z|Ωd〉〈Ωd|) − tr(Z∆d) − tr(Z) (A.12)

c =
1

d3 + d2 − 2d

(
(d+ 1) tr(Z∆d) − tr(Z|Ωd〉〈Ωd|) − tr(Z). (A.13)

Theorem A.6. Let x, y ∈ Cd. Then

P
(
|x〉〈x| ⊗ |y〉〈y|

)
= a(Id ⊗ Id) + b(∆d + |Ωd〉〈Ωd|)

is separable, where a, b ∈ R are given by

a =
1

d3 + d2 − 2d

(
(d+ 1) ‖x‖2 ‖y‖2 − |〈x, y〉|2 − |〈x, y〉|2

)

b =
1

d3 + d2 − 2d

(
(d+ 1) |〈x, y〉|2 − |〈x, y〉|2 − ‖x‖2 ‖y‖2 )

c =
1

d3 + d2 − 2d

(
(d+ 1) |〈x, y〉|2 − |〈x, y〉|2 − ‖x‖2 ‖y‖2 )

.

(Note that a ≥ 0.)
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Proof. Let x, y ∈ Cd and set X = |x〉〈x| and Y = |y〉〈y|. Then, from (A.5), P (X ⊗ Y ) is

separable and there exist a, b, c ∈ C such that

P (X ⊗ Y ) = a(Id ⊗ Id) + b∆d + c|Ωd〉〈Ωd|.

From (A.11), (A.13) and (A.12) we get a, b, c as required. �

Corollary A.7. If λ ∈ [ −1
d+1 , 1], then (Id ⊗ Id) + λ(|Ωd〉〈Ωd| + ∆d) ∈ Md ⊗ Md is separable.

Proof. Let x1 = r1e1, y1 = r1e2, x2 = y2 = r2e1, where r1 =
(

d3+d2−2d
d+1

) 1
4

and r2 =
(

d3+d2−2d
d−1

) 1
4

.

From the above theorem,

P (|x1〉〈x1| ⊗ |y1〉〈y1|) = (Id ⊗ Id) − 1

d+ 1
(|Ωd〉〈Ωd| + ∆d) and

P (|x2〉〈x2| ⊗ |y2〉〈y2|) = (Id ⊗ Id) + (|Ωd〉〈Ωd| + ∆d)

are separable. Now let λ ∈ [ −1
d+1 , 1]. Then λ = t( −1

d+1) + (1 − t) for some t ∈ [0, 1], and hence

tP (|x1〉〈x1| ⊗ |y1〉〈y1|) + (1 − t)P (|x2〉〈x2| ⊗ |y2〉〈y2|) = (Id ⊗ Id) + λ(|Ω〉〈Ωd| + ∆d)

is separable. �
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