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Not all entangled states are useful for ancilla-assisted quantum process tomography
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It is well known that one can extract all the information of an unknown quantum channel by means
of quantum process tomography, such as standard quantum-process tomography and ancilla-assisted
quantum process tomography (AAQPT). Furthermore, it has been shown that entanglement is not
necessary for AAQPT, there exist separable states which are also useful for it. Surprisingly, in this
work we find that not all entangled states are useful for AAQPT, there also exist some entangled
states which are useless. The realignment operation used in entanglement detection can be related
to the question whether a bipartite state is useful for AAQPT. We derive the relationship between
them and show the process of extracting the complete information of an unknown channel by the
realignment operation. Based on this relationship, we present examples of a two-qutrit entangled
state and a two-qutrit bound entangled state. Both of these two examples are entangled but they
cannot be used for AAQPT. Last but not least, experimental verification has also been performed
on the IBM platform.

I. INTRODUCTION

Entanglement is widely recognized as one of the most
important resources in quantum information process-
ing. Maximally entangled states have been applied to
various information-processing tasks, including quantum
communication channels [1], quantum cryptography [2],
quantum teleportation [3], and so on. Entanglement de-
tection is one of the open questions in quantum informa-
tion theory. Many entanglement detection criteria have
been proposed, such as the partial transposition crite-
rion [4, 5]. The computable cross-norm or realignment
(CCNR) criterion [6, 7] is a strong criterion which is pow-
erful enough to detect some bound entangled states.

Quantum process tomography is a technique employed
to fully characterize unknown quantum channels [8–
34]. Complete information of a quantum channel $ in
Eq. (1) is to determine a set of operation elements
{Kn} for $, such that for an arbitrary input state σ
one can obtain the corresponding output state $(σ).
The currently known methods for completely obtaining
channel information fall into three categories: standard
quantum-process tomography (SQPT) [9, 10], ancilla-
assisted quantum process tomography (AAQPT) [11–
15] and direct characterization of quantum dynamics
(DCQD) [16–19]. All SQPT methods are based on mul-
tiple comparisons between the output state of the chan-
nel and the appropriate input state to analyze the pro-
cess impact of the identification channel operate. The
AAQPT methods usually establish a corresponding rela-
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FIG. 1: The scheme of ancilla-assisted process tomography.
In order to extract the complete information of quantum chan-
nel $ in system A, an auxiliary system B has been used to
assist. If the input state ̺AB is of faithfulness, the complete
information of channel $ can then be obtained from the out-
put state ̺outAB.

tionship between the channel information and the quan-
tum state with auxiliary systems. This correspondence
allows us to derive the complete information of the chan-
nel, see Fig. 1. The methods of DCQD [20] are different
from SQPT and AAQPT, which do not need to perform
any state tomography.

The way of extracting channel information in Refs.
[12, 13] clearly belongs to AAQPT. They proposed a
novel bipartite quantum states property named faithful-

ness [12], which indicated whether the complete informa-
tion of any quantum channel can be obtained or not. The
sufficient and necessary conditions of a bipartite state
with faithfulness have been given in Refs. [12, 13]. If
the input state is of faithfulness, the corresponding out-
put state carries complete information of the channel,
and thus the input state is useful for AAQPT. In Ref.
[12], the authors showed that there exist separable states
which can also be used for AAQPT. Interestingly, one
may ask the related question, are all entangled states use-
ful for AAQPT? We will focus on this question.
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In this paper, we find that not all entangled states
are useful for AAQPT, there exist some entangled states
which are useless. We first present that the realignment
operator R in the CCNR criterion is related to the ques-
tion whether a bipartite state is faithful or not. The
relationship between the realignment operator and the
faithfulness of a bipartite state is explained. Then we
show the process of extracting the complete information
of an unknown channel by the realignment operation.
Based on this relationship, we present two examples of
entangled states which are entangled but they cannot be
used for AAQPT. Last but not least, experimental ver-
ification has also been performed on the IBM platform
ibmq athens.

II. ENTANGLEMENT IS NOT SUFFICIENT

FOR FULLY CHARACTERIZE QUANTUM

CHANNELS

The output state $(̺), corresponding to an input state
̺, of a linear, trace-preserving and completely positive
map $ [21] can be written in a so-called Kraus form [35],

̺→ $(̺) =
∑

n

Kn̺K
†
n, (1)

where {Kn} are operators on the Hilbert space H of the
quantum system and satisfy the completeness condition
∑

nK
†
nKn = I.

The Choi-Jamio lkowski isomorphism states that every
superoperator $ on H has a one-to-one correspondence
to a state on H⊗H given by [36–38]

S$ := $ ⊗ I(|Φ+〉〈Φ+|), (2)

where |Φ+〉 =
∑

i |ii〉 is the unnormalized maximally en-
tangled state. The inverse relation is

$(̺) = TrB[(I ⊗ ̺T )S$], (3)

where TrB is the partial trace for the second H, and T is
transposition.

From the Choi-Jamio lkowski isomorphism, one can see
that the state S$ in Eq. (2) contains complete informa-
tion of the quantum channel $. One natural question
is that: is maximally entangled state |Φ+〉 necessary?
i.e., can we use another density matrix ̺

AB
on H ⊗ H

such that $ ⊗ I(̺
AB

) contains complete information of
the quantum channel $ as well? As shown in Fig. 1 ,
Ref. [12] proved that $ ⊗ I(̺

AB
) contains complete in-

formation of the quantum channel $ if and only if all
the singular values of Ř(̺

AB
) are nonzero (i.e. Ř(̺

AB
)−1

exists), where

Ř(̺
AB

) := (̺TB

AB
E)TA , (4)

with E =
∑

ij |ij〉〈ji| being the swap operator.
Interestingly, we find that the realignment operation

R in the CCNR criterion is related to Ř. Thus, it has

the similar consequence as Ř in imprinting complete in-
formation of quantum channel on output states.
Theorem 1. The singular values of Ř(̺

AB
) are exactly

the same as the ones of R(̺
AB

). Thus, $ ⊗ I(̺
AB

) con-
tains complete information of the quantum channel $, if
and only if all the singular values of R(̺

AB
) are nonzero

(i.e. R(̺
AB

))−1 exists).
Proof.— Consider a general bipartite finite-

dimensional state, ̺
AB

given by

̺
AB

=
∑

i,j,k,l

̺ij,kl|i〉〈j| ⊗ |k〉〈l|. (5)

According to Eq. (4), Ř(̺
AB

) can be expressed as

Ř(̺
AB

) = (̺TB

AB
E)TA =

∑

i,j,k,l

̺ij,kl|k〉〈i| ⊗ |l〉〈j|. (6)

For the realignment operation, we can obtain R(̺
AB

)
based on the definition of the realignment operation in
Ref. [6] (here, we use a equivalent realignment method
compared with the original one in Ref. [6]),

R(̺
AB

) =
∑

i,j,k,l

̺ij,kl|i〉〈k| ⊗ |j〉〈l|. (7)

We can find the following relationship between Ř(̺
AB

)
and R(̺

AB
),

[Ř(̺
AB

)]TAB = R(̺
AB

), (8)

where TAB stand for a transpose of the A and B part of
the matrix Ř(̺

AB
). Any matrix Ř(̺

AB
) can be expressed

as the form of singular decomposition

Ř(̺
AB

) = UΣV †, (9)

which U and V are unitary matrices, Σ is a diagonal
matrix with singular values of Ř(̺

AB
). Thus, R(̺

AB
)

can be expressed as

R(̺
AB

) = [Ř(̺
AB

)]TAB = [UΣV †]TAB

= V ∗ΣTUT = V ∗ΣUT . (10)

Therefore, Ř(̺
AB

) and R(̺
AB

) have exactly the same
singular values. $⊗I(̺

AB
) contains complete information

of the quantum channel $, if and only if all the singular
values of R(̺

AB
) are nonzero (i.e. R(̺

AB
))−1 exists). �

Based on Theorem 1, we can easily prove the following
theorem by using the realignment operation.
Theorem 2. Not all entangled states are useful for

ancilla-assisted quantum process tomography. There ex-
ist entangled states which cannot be used for extracting
complete information of quantum channels.
Proof.— To prove this theorem, we will show that there

exist entangled states ̺e such that R(̺e) have at least
one singular value being zero.
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For the first example, consider the following two-qutrit
state σE ,

σE = p
(|00〉 + |11〉)(〈00| + 〈11|)

2

+(1 − p)
(|00〉 + |22〉)(〈00| + 〈22|)

2
, (11)

which is entangled when 0 ≤ p ≤ 1. One can easily
obtain

R(σE) = diag

{

1

2
,
p

2
,

1 − p

2
,
p

2
,
p

2
, 0,

1 − p

2
, 0,

1 − p

2

}

,

(12)
then R(σE) has at least two zero singular values. Thus,
the entangled state σE cannot be used for extracting com-
plete information of quantum channels on qutrit states,
since for all values of p ∈ [0, 1] the value R(σE)−1 does
not exist.

Another example of entangled state, we review a 3×3
bound entangled state [39],

ρ =
1

8a+ 1



























a 0 0 0 a 0 0 0 a
0 a 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 a 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 a 0 0 0 0 0
a 0 0 0 a 0 0 0 a
0 0 0 0 0 a 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 b 0 c
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 a 0
a 0 0 0 a 0 c 0 b



























, (13)

where 0 < a < 1, b = (1+a)/2, and c =
√

1 − a2/2. After
the realignment operation, one can find that the R(ρ) has
one singular value of zero, thus R(ρ)−1 does not exist.
According to the previous derivation, this state ρ cannot
obtain the complete information of the channel although
the state is an entangled state.

Therefore, not all entangled states are useful for
AAQPT. There exist entangled states which cannot be
used for extracting complete information of quantum
channels. �

In Ref. [12], it has been shown that entanglement is not
necessary for extracting complete information of quan-
tum channels. Surprisingly, entanglement is not sufficient
either as proved in Theorem 2. Thus, one can conclude
that entanglement is neither necessary nor sufficient for
extracting complete information of quantum channels.

III. EXTRACTING COMPLETE

INFORMATION OF QUANTUM CHANNELS

FROM R(̺
AB

)

In the above section, Theorem 1 only proved that one
can obtain the complete information of quantum chan-
nels from R(̺

AB
) if and only if [R(̺

AB
)]−1 exists, but

the method for extracting complete information of quan-
tum channels from R(̺

AB
) is not given. In this section,

we give a general method for extracting complete infor-
mation of quantum channels from R(̺

AB
). The method

is derived as follows.
For any input state σ, we have the corresponding out-

put state $(σ),

$(σ) =
∑

n

KnσK
†
n. (14)

As introduced in Ref. [12], we define |σ〉 as follows,

|σ〉 := σ ⊗ I
∑

i

|ii〉 = I ⊗ σT
∑

i

|ii〉. (15)

In the same way, we can also define 〈σ| as follows,

〈σ| :=
∑

i

〈ii|σ ⊗ I. (16)

Now we can express the realignment operator R as [40,
41]

R(σ1 ⊗ σ2) = |σ1〉〈σ∗
2 |. (17)

Thus, according to Eq. (15), |$(σ)〉 can be expressed as

|$(σ)〉 =
∑

n

KnσK
†
n ⊗ I

∑

i

|ii〉

=
∑

n

Knσ ⊗ (K†
n)T

∑

i

|ii〉

= (
∑

n

Kn ⊗K∗
n)(σ ⊗ I)

∑

i

|ii〉

=
∑

n

Kn ⊗K∗
n|σ〉, (18)

where the second equation holds since K†
n ⊗ I

∑

i |ii〉 =
I ⊗ (K†

n)T
∑

i |ii〉.
For an arbitrary finite-dimensional bipartite state ̺

AB
,

we can expand it under local orthonormal operator bases
[13, 40, 42],

̺
AB

=
∑

k

λkG
A
k ⊗GB

k , (19)

which {GA
k } and {GB

k } satisfy the following orthogonal
conditions,

Tr(GA
k G

A
k′ ) = Tr(GB

k G
B
k′) = δkk′ . (20)

After the realignment operation, it can be expressed as

R(̺
AB

) =
∑

k

λk|GA
k 〉〈(GB

k )∗|. (21)

Based on Eq. (19), $ ⊗ I(̺
AB

) can be represented as

$ ⊗ I(̺
AB

) =
∑

k

λk$(GA
k ) ⊗GB

k . (22)
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Therefore, R($ ⊗ I(̺
AB

)) can be written as

R
(

$ ⊗ I(̺
AB

)
)

=
∑

k

λk|$(GA
k )〉〈(GB

k )∗|

=
∑

k

λk(
∑

n

Kn ⊗K∗
n)|GA

k 〉〈(GB
k )∗|

= MR(̺
AB

), (23)

where we have defined

M :=
∑

n

Kn ⊗K∗
n, (24)

and used [12]

|$(GA
k )〉 = |

∑

n

KnG
A
kK

†
n〉 =

∑

n

Kn ⊗K∗
n|GA

k 〉, (25)

andM has complete information of the quantum channel.
Therefore, if and only if all singular values of R(̺

AB
)

are nonzero
(

i.e. R(̺
AB

)−1 exists
)

, one can obtain M
which contains complete information of the channel, and
it can be expressed as

M = R
(

$ ⊗ I(̺
AB

)
)

R(̺
AB

)−1. (26)

When the arbitrary input state is σ and the correspond-
ing output state is $(σ), they have the following relation-
ship based on Eq. (18),

|$(σ)〉 = M |σ〉 = R
(

$ ⊗ I(̺
AB

)
)

R
(

̺
AB

)−1|σ〉. (27)

By solving M , we can get the matrix information of $(σ)
after transformation.

Because of |σ〉 = σ ⊗ I
∑

i |ii〉, we can get σ reversely,

σ = TrB
(

|σ〉
∑

i

〈ii|
)

. (28)

Similarly, for |$(σ)〉 = M |σ〉, we can also get $(σ),

$(σ) = TrB
(

|$(σ)〉
∑

i

〈ii|
)

= TrB
(

M |σ〉
∑

i

〈ii|
)

. (29)

Thus, for an arbitrary input state σ, we first get M and
|σ〉, then based on Eq. (29) we can obtain the output
state $(σ).

IV. QUANTUM CIRCUITS SIMULATION

In this section, we will design a quantum circuit, and
compare the experimental result of the channel informa-
tion obtained by the realignment operator R with the
theoretical result of this channel. We realize this quan-
tum circuit on IBM quantum processor ibmq athens. It
is a five-qubit quantum system, we only use three qubits
of them.

The quantum circuit is shown in Fig. 2. We denote
̺q0q1 and ̺outq0q1 as input and output states, respectively.

The input state ̺q0q1 is a two-qubit state composed of q0
and q1. The initial states of q0 and q1 are |0〉. The quan-
tum channel $ has been realized by an auxiliary qubit q2,
which can be expressed as follows,

$(σ) =
2

∑

n=1

KnσK
†
n, (30)

where K1 = I/
√

2 and K2 = σx/
√

2. Based on Eq. (24),
one can get the theoretical value of M which contains
complete information of the channel $,

M =

2
∑

n=1

Kn ⊗K∗
n =

I√
2
⊗ I∗√

2
+
σx√

2
⊗ σ∗

x√
2
. (31)

From Fig. 2, one can calculate the theoretical results of
density matrices for the input state ̺q0q1 and the output
state ̺outq0q1 . It is worth noticing that |ψin〉 = U cnot

q0q1 |+〉 ⊗
|0〉 = 1√

2
(|00〉 + |11〉) and

̺q0q1 = |ψin〉〈ψin|. (32)

For the input state after the H Gate and the CNOT
Gate, we have some I operations. Here, I Gates have
no theoretical influence on the input state ̺q0q1 . But
for practical quantum computation, it will have some in-
terference to cause some errors in the input state. As
mentioned in the previous introduction of the quantum
circuit, we reduce the purity of the input state to verify
whether R operation still has a good effect of channel in-
formation extraction when the purity of the input state
is not high.

From Fig. 2, the output state ̺outq0q1 can be calculated
as

̺outq0q1 = Trq2 |ψout〉〈ψout|

=
1

2
|ψin〉〈ψin| +

1

2
σx ⊗ I|ψin〉〈ψin|σx ⊗ I,(33)

where |ψout〉 = U cnot
q2q0 |ψin〉 ⊗ |+〉 = 1/

√
2|ψin〉 ⊗ |0〉 +

1/
√

2σx ⊗ I|ψin〉 ⊗ |1〉.
Our quantum circuit has been executed on IBM quan-

tum processor ibmq athens for 10, 240 times, which were
divided into 10 batches. For each batch, the density ma-
trices of the experimental input and output states have
been obtained based on quantum state tomography, and
the error bars of the following fidelities depicted thrice of
the standard deviation of those 10 batches. Thus, we ob-
tained the practical channel information M through Eq.
(26) by using the practical density matrices of ̺q0q1 and
̺outq0q1 . In addition, we can calculate the fidelity of the in-
put state between the theoretical value and the practical
value. The fidelity is defined as follows [9],

F (̺, ˜̺) := Tr
√

̺1/2 ˜̺̺ 1/2. (34)

From Eq. (32), one can figure out that

F̺in
= 0.974 ± 0.011. (35)
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q2

q1

q0

|0〉

|0〉

|0〉 H

H

I I

I I

̺
q0q1

$

out

̺
q0q1

FIG. 2: The initial state of q0 , q1 and q2 is |0〉. H is the Hadamard Gate (H-Gate) and I stands for the identity gate, which
has no theoretical influence on the input state ̺q0q1 , but practically, it will have some interference to cause some errors in the
input state. The quantum channel $ has been realized by an auxiliary qubit q2. By the CNOT gate Ucnot

q2q0
, we can realize the

channel (30) after tracing the qubit q2.

The fidelity of output state between the theoretical value
and the practical value can also be obtained,

F̺out
= 0.954 ± 0.027. (36)

In order to compare the theoretical value of M in Eq.
(31) and the practical value of M through Eq. (26), we
use |0〉, |1〉, |+〉, |−〉, |L〉 and |R〉 as input states, where

| + /−〉 = (|0〉 ± |1〉)/
√

2 and |L/R〉 = (|0〉 ± i|1〉)/
√

2.
We calculate the fidelities between the output states from
the theoretical value M and the practical value M ,

Fout|0〉 = 0.999 ± 0.004; Fout|1〉 = 0.997 ± 0.007;

Fout|+〉
= 0.968 ± 0.050; Fout|−〉

= 0.974 ± 0.050;

Fout|L〉
= 0.998 ± 0.002; Fout|R〉

= 0.998 ± 0.005.

Although the actual measured value deviates from the
theoretical value due to systematic or measurement er-
rors when R is used to obtain information for the channel,
its fidelity is still good to a certain extent. And the error
is understandable.

V. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

We discuss some other possible roles of the operator Ř
in the Ref. [12]. It is well known that the realignment
operation R is often used as the criterion of entanglement
of quantum states. If a state is separable then the sum
of all singular values of R(̺AB) is less than 1, and it is
entangled when the sum of the singular values is greater
than 1 [6, 7, 43]. From Theorem 1, since the singular
values of quantum states are same when they are acted
on by Ř and R, we conclude that Ř can also be used as
a criterion for entanglement of quantum states.

Moreover, we have presented an example of 3×3 bound
entangled state, which is not faithful. Is it possible to
prove that all the bound entangled states are unfaithful?
If it is true, we can see that the set of bound entangled
states is the subset of all unfaithful states. This is an
interesting open question for our further research.

In Ref. [13], the authors present another necessary
and sufficient condition for faithful states: A state σ of
AB may be used to perform AAQPT if and only if the
Schmidt number of σ is d2A, where dA is the dimension
of the state space of system A. We can see that R(σ)
is equivalent to the Schmidt decomposition of σ and the
Schmidt number of σ is equal to the number of the num-
ber of nonzero singular values of R(σ). Therefore, our
condition (R(σ)−1 exists) is equivalent to the condition
shown in Ref. [13] as well.

In conclusion, it is found in Ref. [12] that the input
state ̺AB is faithful if Ř(̺AB) is invertible, i.e., none of
the singular values of Ř(̺AB) are zero. In this paper, we
find that R(̺AB) and Ř(̺AB) have equal consequence on
the solution of the singular value. By using R(̺AB), we
can also get the complete channel information just like
Ř(̺AB). Furthermore, through this property, we use two
entangled state to prove that not all entangled states are
useful for AAQPT.
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Projected Least-Squares Quantum Process Tomography,
arXiv:2107.01060 (2021).

[26] Y.-C. Liu, J. Shang, X.-D. Yu, and X. Zhang, Efficient
verification of quantum processes, Phys. Rev. A 101,
042315 (2020).

[27] A. Gaikwad, D. Rehal, A. Singh, Arvind, and K. Dorai,
Experimental demonstration of selective quantum pro-
cess tomography on an NMR quantum information pro-
cessor, Phys. Rev. A 97, 022311 (2018).

[28] L. P. Thinh, P. Faist, J. Helsen, D. Elkouss, and S.
Wehner, Practical and reliable error bars for quantum
process tomography, Phys. Rev. A 99, 052311 (2019).

[29] A. Shukla, M. Sisodia, and A. Pathak, Complete charac-
terization of the directly implementable quantum gates
used in the IBM quantum processors, Phys. Lett. A 384,
126387 (2020).

[30] M. Sbroscia, I. Gianani, L. Mancino, E. Roccia, Z.
Huang, L. Maccone, C. Macchiavello, and M. Barbieri,
Experimental ancilla-assisted phase estimation in a noisy
channel, Phys. Rev. A 97, 032305 (2018).

[31] M. Caiaffa and M. Piani, Channel discrimination power
of bipartite quantum states, Phys. Rev. A 97, 032334
(2018).

[32] K. Wang, X. Wang, X. Zhan, Z. Bian, J. Li, B. C.
Sanders, and P. Xue, Entanglement-enhanced quantum
metrology in a noisy environment, Phys. Rev. A 97,
042112 (2018).

[33] Y.-X. Zhang, X. Zhu, S. Wu, and Z.-B. Chen, Direct
quantum process tomography with coupling-deformed
pointer observables, Annals of Physics 378, 13 (2017).

[34] M. Ghalaii, M. Afsary, S. Alipour, and A. T. Rezakhani,
Quantum imaging as an ancilla-assisted process tomog-
raphy, Phys. Rev. A 94, 042102 (2016).

[35] K. Kraus, States, Effects, and Operations (SpringerVer-
lag, Berlin, 1983).

[36] A. Jamio lkowski, Linear transformations which preserve
trace and positive semidefiniteness of operators, Reports
on Mathematical Physics, 3, 275-278 (1972).

[37] M. -D. Choi, Completely positive linear maps on complex
matrices, Lin. Alg. Phys. 10, 285 (1975).

[38] P. Arrighi and C. Patricot, On quantum operations as
quantum states, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 311, 26 (2004).

[39] P. Horodecki, Separability criterion and inseparable
mixed states with positive partial transposition, Phys.
Lett. A 232, 333 (1997).

[40] C.-J. Zhang,. Y.-S. Zhang, S. Zhang, and G.-C. Guo, En-
tanglement detection beyond the computable cross-norm
or realignment criterion, Phys. Rev. A 77, 060301(R)
(2008).

[41] C.J. Zhang, S.X. Yu, Q. Chen, and C.H. Oh, Detect-
ing and Estimating Continuous-Variable Entanglement
by Local Orthogonal Observables, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111,
190501 (2013).

[42] M. A. Nielsen, C. M. Dawson, J. L. Dodd, A. Gilchrist, D.
Mortimer, T. J. Osborne, M. J. Bremner, A. W. Harrow,
and A. Hines, Quantum dynamics as a physical resource,
Phys. Rev. A 67, 052301 (2003).

[43] M. Horodecki, P. Horodecki, and R. Horodecki, Sepa-
rability of Mixed Quantum States: Linear Contractions
and Permutation Criteria, Open Syst. Inf. Dyn. 13, 103

http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.01060


7

(2006).


