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Higher dimensional entangled states demonstrate significant advantages in quantum information
processing tasks. Schmidt number is a quantity on the entanglement dimension of a bipartite
state. Here we build families of k-positive maps from the symmetric information complete positive
operator-valued measurements and mutually unbiased bases, and we also present the Schmidt num-
ber witnesses, correspondingly. At last, based on the witnesses obtained from mutually unbiased
bases, we show the distance between a bipartite state and the set of states with Schmidt number
less than k.

PACS numbers: 03.65.Ud, 03.67.Mn

I. INTRODUCTION

Entanglement is one of the most fundamental features
in quantum mechanics compared to classical physics
[1, 2]. It also plays critical roles in quantum informa-
tion and quantum computation theory, such as quantum
cryptography [3], teleportation [4], and superdense cod-
ing [5].
From the start of quantum information theory, lots

of efforts have been devoted to the problems of distin-
guishing whether a state is separable or entangled [6–16]
and quantifying entanglement of the state [17–21]. A
commonly used method to certify the entanglement of a
state is to build an effective entanglement witness. There
are many ways to construct the entanglement witness
[22, 23]. In 2018, Chruscinski et al. showed a method
to construct entanglement witnesses from mutually un-
biased bases (MUB) [24]. Whereafter, the authors in
[25–27] generalized the method to build entanglement
witnesses with other classes of positive operator-valued
measurements (POVM). One of the most essential en-
tanglement measures is the Schmidt number (SN) [28],
this quantity indicates the lowest dimension of the sys-
tem needed to generate the entanglement. Furthermore,
genuine high dimensional entanglement plays important
roles in many quantum information tasks, such as, quan-
tum communication [29], quantum control [30] and uni-
versal quantum computation [31, 32].
However, like most entanglement measures, it is hard

to obtain the SN of a generic entangled state. Recently,
the method to bound the SN of an entangled state at-
tracted much attention from the relevant researchers [33–
38]. In [33], Bavaresco et al. proposed a method to bound
the dimension of an entangled state. Recently, Liu et
al. presented the results of SN of a given state based
on its covariance matrix [35, 37]. Tavakoli and Morelli
showed the bound of SN of a given state with the help of
MUBs and SIC POVMs [38]. Similar to entanglement, a
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straightford method to certify the dimension of an entan-
gled state is by constructing the k-postive maps [28] or
SN witnesses [28, 34, 39]. However, there are few results
obtained on constructing the SN witnesses with the help
of certain POVMs.
In this manuscript, we will present the methods to con-

struct k-positive maps with the use of symmetric infor-
mation complete (SIC) POVMs and MUBs, which gener-
alizes the methods of [24]. we also give the corresponding
SN witness. Moreover, we compare the k-positive maps
here with those in [28, 40]. At last, we present the lower
bounds of the distance between a bipartite mixed state
and the set of states with Schmidt number less than k
based on the SN witnesses, which is built from MUBs.

II. PRELIMINARY KNOWLEDGE

In the manuscript, the quantum systems we considered
here are finite dimensions. Next we denote D(HAB) as
the set consisting of the states of HAB ,

D(HAB) = {ρAB|ρAB ≥ 0,TrρAB = 1}.
And we denote |ψd〉 =

∑d−1
i=0 |ii〉 as the maximally entan-

gled states of HAB with Dim(HA) = Dim(HB) = d.
In this section, we will first recall the knowledge of the

Schmidt number for a bipartite mixed state, then we will
recall the definition and properties of SICs and MUBs,
correspondingly. At last, we will present the definition
of the distance to the set of states with Schmidt number
less than k, Dk(·).

A. Schmidt Number

Assume |ψ〉AB =
∑

ij cij |ij〉 is a pure state in HAB

with Dim(HA) = dA and Dim(HB) = dB. There always
exists orthonormal bases {|̃i〉A} and {|̃i〉B} in HA and
HB, respectively such that

|ψ〉AB =
k
∑

i=1

√

λi |̃ĩi〉,
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here λi > 0 and
∑

i λ
2
i = 1. Here the nonzero number k is

called the Schmidt number of |ψ〉 [28], i. e., SN(|ψ〉) = k.
The Schmidt number of a mixed state ρAB is defined as
follows [28],

SN(ρ) = min
ρ=

∑
i
pi|ψi〉〈ψi|

max
i
SR(|ψi〉), (1)

where the minimization takes over all the decompositions
of ρAB =

∑

i pi|ψi〉〈ψi|. The Schmidt number is entan-
glement monotone, and it can be seen as a key quantity
on the power of entanglement resources.
Through the definition of Schmidt number, one can

classify the states of HAB as follows. Let

Sk = {ρ|SN(ρ) ≤ k}, (2)

due to the definition of Sk, we have Sk ⊂ Sk+1, and S1

is the set of separable states. Assume ρAB ∈ Sk is a
bipartite state in HAB with Dim(HA) = Dim(HB) = d,
the authors in [28] showed that

Tr(ρ|ψd〉〈ψd|) ≤
k

d
, (3)

Besides, from the definition of Sk, we have Sk is a con-
vex set. Hence, we could construct the Schmidt number
witness Wk to validate a bipartite state ρAB ∈ Sk+1, due
to the Hahn-Banach theorem, if

Tr(Wkρk) ≥0 ∀ρk ∈ Sk,

Tr(Wkρ) <0 ∃ρ ∈ D(HAB),

then we call Wk a SN-(k+1) witness.
Then we recall the following result on the Schmidt

number of a bipartite state obtained in [28],

Lemma 1 Assume ρ is a bipartite state on HAB . ρ has
Schmidt number at least k + 1 if and only if there exists
a k-positive linear map Λk such that

(I ⊗ Λk)(ρ) � 0. (4)

The linear Hermitticity-preserving map Λ is k-positive if
and only if

(I ⊗ Λ)(|ψk〉〈ψk|) ≥ 0, (5)

here |ψk〉 are arbitrary maximally entangled state with
Schmidt number k. Finally, if Λ is k-positive, then Λ†

defined by TrA†Λ(B) = TrΛ†(A†)B for all A and B, is
also k-positive.

In [28, 40], the authors showed a family of positive
maps Λp(X) with the following form

Λp(X) = Tr(X)I− pX, (6)

where X is a linear operator of H. When k ≥ 1
p > k+1,

Λp is k-positive.
B. SICs and MUBs

Assume Hd is a Hilbert space with dimension d, {Ei =
1
d |φi〉〈φi||i = 1, 2, · · · , d2} is a positive operator valued
measure(POVM) of Hd, here |φi〉 are pure states with

|〈φj |φk〉|2 =
1

d+ 1
, ∀j 6= k, (7)

then {Ei}d
2

i=1 is a SIC-POVM. The existence of SIC-
POVMs in every dimension is still an open problem [41],
readers who are interesting to the problem can refer to
[42–44].

Assume ρ is a state of D(Hd), {Ei|i = 1, 2, · · · , d2} is
a SIC-POVM, then

d2
∑

j=1

|Tr(Pjρ)|2 =
Tr ρ2 + 1

d+ d2
, (8)

which is showed in [45].

Next we recall the definition of MUBs. Assume
{|eli〉|i = 1, 2, · · · , d}Ll=1 are L orthonormal bases, and

|〈emj |fm
′

k 〉|2 =
1

d
∀j, k m 6=m′

,

|〈emj |fmk 〉|2 =δjk.

then they are MUBs. For any space with dimension d,
there exists at most d + 1 MUBs. If the upper bound is
reached, the set of MUBs is called a complete set. It is
well known that the complete sets of MUBs are existed
when the dimension of the Hilbert space is a number with
prime power. However, the existence of the complete sets
of MUBs is unknown for arbitrary dimensional systems,
even if the dimension is 6 [41].

Let {Q(α)
i = |e(α)i 〉〈e(α)i ||i = 1, 2, · · · , d}Lα=1 are L

MUBs and ρ is a state in D(Hd), then

L
∑

α=1

d
∑

i=1

|Tr(ρQ(α)
i )|2 ≤ Tr(ρ2) +

L− 1

d
, (9)

the above inequality is obtained in [47].

At last, we present the distance to the set Sk for a
bipartite state, Dk(·). Assume ρAB is a bipartite mixed
state, its distance to the set Sk in terms of the Frobenius
norm is defined as

Dk(ρ) = min
σ∈Sk

‖ρ− σ‖F , (10)

where the minimum takes over all the state in Sk.

III. K-POSITIVE MAPS BASED ON SICS AND

MUBS

Assume Hd is a Hilbert space with dimension d, M =

{Pi = 1
d |φi〉〈φi|}d

2

i=1 is a SIC-POVMs. Next we present
a class of k-positive maps Λ(·) with the help of the SIC-
POVM M. Let O be an orthogonal rotation in Rd

around the axis n∗ = (1,1,··· ,1)√
d

, that is, On∗ = n∗,
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Λ(X) =
Id
d
Tr(X)− h

d2
∑

g,l=1

Ogl Tr[(X − Id
d
Tr(X))Pl]Pg, (11)

here h =
√

d4+d3

(kd−1)(kd+k−2) , Pl and Pk take over all the

elements in a SIC-POVM M.

Theorem 2 The map Λ(·) defined in (11) is k-positive.

Proof. Due to the Lemma 1, when we prove

(I ⊗ Λ)(|ψk〉〈ψk|) ≥ 0, (12)

for all maximally entangled state |ψk〉 with Schmidt num-
ber k, then we finish the proof. Here we utilize the fol-
lowing fact to prove (12): when ρ is a Hermite matrix
with trace 1, if

Tr ρ2 ≤ 1

d− 1
,

then ρ is a state [46].

Assume |ψk〉 = (U ⊗ V )
∑k−1

i=0

√

1
k |ii〉, here U and V

are arbitrary unitary operators of HA and HB , respec-
tively, then

Tr[(I ⊗ Λ)(U ⊗ V )(|ψk〉〈ψk|)(U † ⊗ V †)]2

=Tr
1

k2
[(I ⊗ Λ)(U ⊗ V )(

k−1
∑

i=0

k−1
∑

j=0

|ii〉〈jj|)(U † ⊗ V †)]2

=Tr
1

k2
[

k−1
∑

i,j=0

U |i〉〈j|U † ⊗ Λ(V |i〉〈j|V †)]2

=Tr
1

k2
[

k−1
∑

i,j,m=0

U |i〉〈m|U † ⊗ Λ(V |i〉〈j|V †)Λ(V |j〉〈m|V †)]

=
1

k2
Tr

k−1
∑

i,j=0

Λ(V |i〉〈j|V †)Λ(V |j〉〈i|V †). (13)

Next we compute Λ(|i〉〈j|), when i = j,

Λ(V |i〉〈i|V †) =
Id
d

− h

d2
∑

g,l=1

Ogl Tr[(V |i〉〈i|V † − Id
d
)Pl]Pg,

(14)

when i 6= j,

Λ(V |i〉〈j|V †) = −h
d2
∑

g,l=1

Ogl Tr[(V |i〉〈j|V †)Pl]Pg. (15)

(13) =
1

kd
+
h2

k2

k−1
∑

i=0

d2
∑

g,l,s,t=1

OglOts Tr[(V |i〉〈i|V † − Id
d
)Pl] Tr[(V |i〉〈i|V † − Id

d
)Ps] Tr(PgPt)

−2h

k2

k−1
∑

i=0

Tr

d2
∑

g,l=1

Ogl Tr[(V |i〉〈i|V † − Id
d
)Pl] Tr(Pg) +

h2

k2

∑

i6=j

d2
∑

g,l,s,t=1

OglOstTr[V |i〉〈j|V †Pl] Tr[V |j〉〈i|V †Pt] Tr(PgPs)

=
1

kd
+

h2

d2k2

k−1
∑

i=0

d2
∑

l=1

|Tr[(V |i〉〈i|V † − Id
d
)Pl]|2 +

h2

k2d2

∑

i6=j

d2
∑

l=1

Tr(PlV |i〉〈j|V †)Tr(PlV |j〉〈i|V †)

≤ 1

kd
+

h2(d− 1)

d4(d+ 1)k
+
h2(k − 1)

d4k

=
d4 + d3 + h2kd+ kh2 − 2h2

kd4(d+ 1)

=
1

dk − 1
, (16)

in the last inequality, we apply Lemma 7 in Sec. VII and the following derived in [45]

d2
∑

j=1

|Tr(Pjρ)|2 =
Tr ρ2 + 1

d+ d2
, (17)
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hence we have Ψ(·) is k-positive. ⊓⊔
Based on Lemma 1, we can provide a class of witnesses

on detecting whether a bipartite state is in Sk through
the k-positive map defined in (11),

Wk =
h+ d

d2
Id ⊗ Id − h

∑

gl

OglPl ⊗ Pg, (18)

here h =
√

d4+d3

(kd−1)(kd+k−2) .

Next we present a class of k-positive maps Λ(·) based
on the MUBs. Let {|eαi 〉|α = 1, 2, · · · ,m}Li=1 be the
MUBs, O(α) be L orthogonal rotation in Rd around the
axis n∗ = 1

d(1, 1, · · · , 1), that is, O(α)n∗ = n∗. Based on
the MUBs, we also present a set of k-positive maps,

Θk(X) =
Id
d
Tr(X)− hs

L
∑

α=1

d
∑

g,l=1

O(α)
gl Tr[(X − Id

d
Tr(X))Q

(α)
l ]Q(α)

g , (19)

here hs =
√

1
(dk−1)(Lk−L+d−1) , Q

(α)
l = |eαi 〉〈eαi |,

{|eαi 〉|α = 1, 2, · · · , L}di=1 are L MUBs.

Theorem 3 Θk(·) defined in (19) are k-positive.

Proof. Here we apply similar method of the proof of

Theorem 2. Assume |ψk〉 = (U ⊗ V )
∑k−1
i=0

√

1
k |ii〉, here

U and V are arbitrary unitary operators of HA and HB,
respectively, if Tr[(Ik ⊗Θk)(|ψk〉〈ψk|)]2 ≤ 1

dk−1 , then we

finish the proof [46].

Tr[(I ⊗Θk)(U ⊗ V )(|ψk〉〈ψk|)(U † ⊗ V †)]2

=
1

k2
Tr

k−1
∑

i,j=0

Θk(V |i〉〈j|V †)Θk(V |j〉〈i|V †) (20)

Next we compute Θk(V |i〉〈j|V †), when i = j,

Θk(V |i〉〈i|V †)

=
Id
d

− hs

L
∑

α=1

d
∑

g,l=1

O(α)
gl Tr[(V |i〉〈i|V † − Id

d
)Q

(α)
l ]Q(α)

g ,

(21)

when i 6= j,

Θk(V |i〉〈j|V †)

=− hs

L
∑

α=1

d
∑

g,l=1

O(α)
gl Tr[(V |i〉〈j|V †)Q(α)

l ]Q(α)
g , (22)

then based on (21) and (22), we have

(20) ≤ 1

k2
[
k

d
+ h2s

k
∑

i=1

L
∑

α=1

d
∑

n=1

|Tr(V |i〉〈i|V † − Id
d
)Q(α)

n |2 + h2s
Lk(k − 1)

d
]

≤ 1

k2
[
k

d
+ kh2s(1−

1

d
) + h2s

Lk(k − 1)

d
] =

1

dk − 1
,

In the inequalities, we have used Lemma 8 in Sec. VII the following derived in [47]

L
∑

α=1

d
∑

l=1

|Tr(ρQ(α)
l )|2 ≤ Tr(ρ2) +

L− 1

d
(23)

⊓⊔

Based on Lemma 1, we can provide a class of witnesses
on detecting whether a bipartite state is in Sk through

the k-positive map defined in (19),

Wk =
1 + Lhs

d
Id ⊗ Id − hs

d
∑

g,l=1

L
∑

α=1

O(α)
gl Q

(α)
l ⊗Q(α)

g ,

(24)

here hs =
√

1
(dk−1)(Lk−L+d−1) .
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Remark 4 When k = 1, hs =
1
d−1 ,

Wk =
d+ L− 1

d(d− 1)
Id ⊗ Id −

1

d− 1

d
∑

g,l=1

L
∑

α=1

O(α)
gl Q

(α)
l ⊗Q(α)

g ,

(25)

which is the entanglement witnesses shown in [24].

Remark 5 When L = d + 1, and O = I, the k-positive
map (19) can be written as

Wk =
Id
d
(1 + hc)Tr(X)− hcX, (26)

here hc =
√

1
(dk−1)(kd+k−2) , and

1 + hc

dhc
=

1
hc

+ 1

d
=

√

(dk − 1)(kd+ k − 2) + 1

d
,

as
√

(dk − 1)(kd+ k − 2) ∈ [k, k + 1), we have this
class of k-positive maps constructed from complete sets
of MUBs are belong to the family of (6) in [28].

IV. APPLICATIONS

In this section, we will present the distance between
the state and the set Sk based on the witness obtained
in the last section, the method here is based on [48].
Assume ρ is a bipartite mixed state, Yk is a Schmidt

number k witness of Hd ⊗ Hd, let a = Tr(Yk)
d2 , b =

√

Tr(Y †
k Yk)−

(TrYk)2

d2 , Vk = Yk−aI⊗I

b ,

Dk(ρAB) = min
σ∈Sk

max
‖W‖F=1

Tr(W (ρAB − σAB))

≥|Tr[Vk(ρ− ω)]

=|Tr[Yk
b
(ρ− ω)− a

b
(ρ− ω)]

=|Tr[Yk
b
(ρ− ω)]

≥− 1

b
Tr Ykρ, (27)

in the first inequality, ω is the optimal state in Sk, Vk is
a Hermite operator and ‖Vk‖F = 1. The last inequality
is due to that ω ∈ Sk, Tr Ykω ≥ 0.
Next we apply the witnesses obtained in (24) to show

the distance between a bipartite state and the set Sk
relying on (27).

Theorem 6 Assume ρAB is a bipartite mixed state on
Hd ⊗ Hd, let {|eαi 〉|α = 1, 2, · · · ,m}Li=1 be the MUBs of
the system Hd. Let Wk be defined in (24), then

Dk(ρ) ≥ − 1
√

h2s(Ld− L)
TrWkρ (28)

here hs =
√

1
(dk−1)(Lk−L+d−1) .

Proof. Due to the (27), to obtain the lower bound
of Dk(ρ), we only need to compute the value of b. Let

Zk =
∑d

g,l=1

∑L
α=1 O

(α)
gl Q

(α)
l ⊗Q

(α)
g ,

TrZk

=

d
∑

g,l=1

L
∑

α=1

O(α)
gl TrQ

(α)
l ⊗Q(α)

g ,

=
d

∑

g,l=1

L
∑

α=1

O(α)
gl

=Ld, (29)

TrZ†
kZk

=

d
∑

g,l,m,n=1

L
∑

α,β=1

O(α)
gl O(β)

mn TrQ
(α)
l Q

(β)
n ⊗Q(α)

g Q(β)
m

=Ld+ L2 − L, (30)

then

b =

√

Tr(W †
kWk)−

(TrWk)2

d2

=
√

h2s(Ld− L), (31)

hence

Dk(ρAB) ≥ − 1
√

h2s(Ld− L)
TrWkρ. (32)

⊓⊔

V. CONCLUSION

Here we have presented families of k-positive maps in
arbitrary dimensional systems based on the SIC POVMs
and MUBs. Based on the k-positive maps, we also built
the SN witnesses correspondingly. Then we compared
the k-positive maps built from MUBs and the existing
results. When k = 1, we found that the conclusion
degrades into the map obtained in [24]. When the k-
positive maps built from a complete set of MUBs, they
belong to the family obtained in [28]. At last, we pre-
sented a defition of the distance between a bipartite state
and the set Sk. Moreover, we showed a lower bound of
the distance based on the SN witnesses constructed from
MUBs. Due to the important roles that higher dimen-
sional systems played, our results can provide a reference
for future work on the study of entanglement theory.
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A. Peres, and W. K. Wootters, “Teleporting an unknown
quantum state via dual classical and einstein-podolsky-
rosen channels,” Physical review letters, vol. 70, no. 13,
p. 1895, 1993.

[5] C. H. Bennett and S. J. Wiesner, “Communication
via one-and two-particle operators on einstein-podolsky-
rosen states,” Physical review letters, vol. 69, no. 20, p.
2881, 1992.

[6] M. Lewenstein, B. Kraus, P. Horodecki, and J. Cirac,
“Characterization of separable states and entanglement
witnesses,” Physical Review A, vol. 63, no. 4, p. 044304,
2001.

[7] K. Chen and L.-A. Wu, “A matrix realignment method
for recognizing entanglement,” Quantum Inf. Comput.,
no. 3, p. 193, 2003.

[8] O. Rudolph, “Further results on the cross norm crite-
rion for separability,” Quantum Information Processing,
vol. 4, no. 3, pp. 219–239, 2005.

[9] O. Gühne, M. Mechler, G. Tóth, and P. Adam, “Entan-
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VII. APPENDIX

Lemma 7 Let M = {Mj =
1
d |φj〉〈φj |} be a SIC-POVM

in a d dimensional system H, and {|i〉|i = 1, 2, · · · , d} is
any orthonormal base of H, when i 6= j,

d2
∑

j=1

Tr(Mj |i〉〈j|) =
1

d2

Proof. Here we apply a similar method of the proof
of Proposition 5 in [45]. Let

|Ψ〉 = 1

d3/2

d2
∑

j=1

|φj〉|φ∗j 〉, (33)

|Φk〉 =
√
d+ 1

d3/2

d2
∑

j=1

ωk(j−1)|φj〉|φ∗j 〉, (34)

here k = 1, 2, · · · , d2 − 1, and |φ∗〉 is a vector such that
its components are conjugate to the corresponding com-
ponents of |φ〉. The d2 vectors (33),(34) construct an
orthonormal basis of the space H⊗H, hence,

|i〉〈j| ⊗ I|Ψ〉 =
d2−1
∑

k=1

ak|Φk〉, (35)

then

ak =〈Φk||i〉〈j| ⊗ I|Ψ〉

=

√
d+ 1

d3

d2
∑

i,j=1

ω−q(i−1)〈φi||i〉〈j||φj〉〈φj ||φi〉

=

√
d+ 1

d

d2
∑

i=1

ω−q(i−1)pi, (36)

here pi =
〈φi||i〉〈j||φi〉

d . Next

〈Ψ|(|i〉〈j| ⊗ I)2|Ψ〉 = 1

d
Tr(|i〉〈j|i〉〈j|) = 0, (37)

Through (35),

d2−1
∑

k=1

a∗kak = (d+ 1)

d2
∑

j=1

p2j −
d+ 1

d2
, (38)

that is,

d2
∑

j=1

p2j =
1

d2

⊓⊔

Lemma 8 Let {|eαi 〉|i = 1, 2, · · · ,m}Lα=1 be the MUBs

in a d dimensional system H, and N (α) = {Q(α)
i =

|eαi 〉〈eαi ||i = 1, 2, · · · ,m}Lα=1. Assume {|i〉|i =
1, 2, · · · , d} is any orthonormal base of H, when i 6= j,

L
∑

α

d2
∑

i=1

Tr(Q
(α)
i |i〉〈j|) ≤ L

d

The proof of Lemma 8 is similar to that of Lemma 7,
here we omit it.
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