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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]. Tt 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
MUBSs 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 &
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(Hap) as
the set consisting of the states of Hap,

D(Hap) =A{paslpap > 0,Trpap = 1}.

And we denote |¢g) = Zf;ol |iz) as the maximally entan-
gled states of Hap with Dim(H4) = Dim(Hg) = 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, Dy(+).

A. Schmidt Number

Assume |P)ap = > _,;; ci5lij) is a pure state in Hap
with Dim(H4) = d4 and Dim(Hp) = dp. There always
exists orthonormal bases {|i)a} and {|i)g} in Ha and
‘Hp, respectively such that

k
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here \; > 0 and >, \? = 1. Here the nonzero number k is
called the Schmidt number of [¢) [28], i. e., SN (|¢)) = k
The Schmidt number of a mixed state pap is defined as
follows [28],

SN = s oo
where the minimization takes over all the decompositions
of pap = >, pilthi)(1;]. 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 H 4p as follows. Let

Sk ={p|SN(p) < k}, (2)

due to the definition of S, we have Sy C Sk4+1, and S
is the set of separable states. Assume pap € S is a

maxSR(6), (1)

bipartite state in Hap with Dim(H4) = Dim(Hp) = d
the authors in [28] showed that
k
Tr(pla)(Yal) < ot (3)

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

Tr(Wipr) 20 Vpi € Sk,
Tr(Wkp) <0 3p € D(Han),
then we call Wy, 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 p is a bipartite state on Hap. p has
Schmidt number at least k + 1 if and only if there exists
a k-positive linear map Ay such that

(I ®Ar)(p) 2 0. (4)

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

(I @ A)([vr) (W]) = 0, (5)

here |iy) are arbitrary mazimally entangled state with
Schmidt number k. Finally, if A is k-positive, then AT
defined by Tr ATA(B) = Tr AT(A")B for all A and B, is

also k-positive.

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

A, (X) = Te(X)I - pX, (6)

where X is a linear operator of . When k > 1—17 > k41,
A, is k-positive.
B. SICs and MUBs

Assume H,4 is a Hilbert space with dimension d, {E; =
L1os)(pilli = 1,2,---,d*} is a positive operator valued
measure(POVM) of H4, here |¢;) are pure states with

(G102 = ——\ Wi £E, (7)

d+1’

then {E} ", 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 p is a state of D(Hy), {Ei|i = 1,2,--- ,d*} is
a SIC-POVM, then

d2
Trp? + 1
Y I (B = L, Q
j=1
which is showed in [45].

Next we recall the definition of MUBs. Assume

{leyJi =1,2,--- ,d}£ | are L orthonormal bases, and
m 1 . !
[(e5" | /" 2 =7 ik m#Fm,
e 1FEM* =01

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\) = el (el|li = 1,2, d}E_, are L
MUBs and p is a state in D(H4), then
L d
o L-1
22 Im PP ST (p) + ==, (9)

the above inequality is obtained in [47].

At last, we present the distance to the set Sy for a
bipartite state, Dg(+). Assume pap is a bipartite mixed
state, its distance to the set Sy in terms of the Frobenius
norm is defined as

Dy(p) = . 1
k(p) = ;rensnl\p ollr, (10)

where the minimum takes over all the state in Sy.

III. K-POSITIVE MAPS BASED ON SICS AND
MUBS

Assume H, is a Hilbert space with dimension d, M =
{P, = é|¢z‘><¢i|}§i1 is a SIC-POVMs. Next we present
a class of k-positive maps A(-) with the help of the SIC-

POVM M. Let O be an orthogonal rotation in R?

; _ @11 ; -
around the axis n, = N that is, On, = n.,



here h = W/WTdik—z)’ P, and P, take over all the

elements in a SIC-POVM M.

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

Proof. Due to the Lemma 1, when we prove

(I @ A)(|Yr)(¥r]) >0

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

(12)

then p is a state [46].

Assume |¢;) = (U@ V Z \/7|zz here U and V

are arbitrary unitary operators of H4 and Hp, respec-
tively, then

T(I & A)(U @ V)(|e) () (U @ V]2
k—1k—1
=T [(To AU V)Y Y i) (U @ VP
=0 0

=0 j=

B2 k-1 d? I,
(13) =— + 72 ;g l; IOquts |Z><Z|VJr - E)Pl]
ZTT Z Oqle V| |V1L - _)Pl] Tr(Pq
=0 g,l=1
1 B2 k-1 d*
d%QZZm (Vi) (| v —
1=0 (=1
1 h%d-1)  h*(k-1)
S T T
_d*+ d® + hPkd + kh? — 2h?
- kd*(d + 1)
1
Cdk -1’

in the last inequality, we apply Lemma 7 in Sec. VII and

—h Z O TH[(X — =2 Tr(X))Pl]Pg,
g,l=1

PP + k2 2 ZZTr PVI]i)

i#£j =1

(11)

k—1
=T 5 (3 U GIUT @ AWV GV
1,7=0
k—1
:Tr%[ > Ul m|Ut @ AV [ GIVHAV]) (m V)]
7,7,m=0
k—1
= T S0 AWV GIVDAW V. (13)
1,7=0
Next we compute A(|i)(j|), when i = j,
AV G|V ]Id —h S Oy Te[(V|i) iV 4y p1p
(V] (E|vT) = q;l o Tr[(VIa) (VT = ) RIE,
(14)
when i # 7,
d2
AV GIVT) = =h > Og Tr[(V]i) GV PIP,. (15)
g,l=1
VIV~ )P TH(P, P)
d2
= Z > 0O Te[VIi) (§IVI P Te[V ) (il VTP Tr(P, Py)
i#£] q,l s,t=1

YGIVH) Te(PV[5)6[VT)

(16)
the following derived in [45]
d2
Trp? 41
2 _
Z|TY(PJ'P)| T Aty a2 (17)

j=1



hence we have U(-) is k-positive. O

Based on Lemma 1, we can provide a class of witnesses
on detecting whether a bipartite state is in S through
the k-positive map defined in (11),

h+d
Wk 2 Hd@ﬂd_hzoqlpl(gquu (18)
gl
I L d
Op(X) = L Te(X) —he D Y
a=1g,l=
— ()  _ « «

here hs = \/(dkfl)(LlifIA’d*l)’ Ql - |ei ><e7, |7

{lea=1,2,--- ,L}f:1 are L MUBs.

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

Proof. Here we apply similar method of the proof of

Theorem 2. Assume |¢y) = (UQV Z \/7|u here

U and V are arbitrary unitary operators of ’H, A and Hp,
respectively, if Tr[(1 ® O)(|vk) (¥])]? < 724, then we

finish the proof [46].

Tr[(I ® ©x)(U @ V) (| (W) (UT @ VT)]?

_ ditd?
here h = (kd—l)(}’c_d+k—2)'

Next we present a class of k-positive maps A(-) based
on the MUBs. Let {|e®)|a = 1,2,---,m}E, be the
MUBs, O®) be L orthogonal rotation in R? around the
axis n, = é(l, 1,---,1), that is, O®n, = n,. Based on
the MUBSs, we also present a set of k-positive maps,

(X~ 2T (X))QIV QY. (19)

Next we compute O (Vi) (j|VT), when i = j,
( |'><'|VT)
— hs Z Z ol

a=1g,l=1

La\ (o o
AR,

(21)

i) |V -

when i # 7,

Gk(V|i><j|VT)

—hsgz O T((VIGIVHRQIIQW,  (22)

k—1
1 N Ny =1
== > OrVInGIVHes(VIEvT  (20)
4,j=0 then based on (21) and (22), we have
1.k Iy Lk(k—1)
20) <—|[= h2 Tr( Qw2 p22r -
1.k 1 Lk(k—1) 1
<—[= +khE(1 - =) + A2 =
In the inequalities, we have used Lemma 8 in Sec. VII the following derived in [47]
L d
N L—1
DD I TH(pQi)P < Tr(p?) + = (23)

a=1[]=1

O

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

the k-positive map defined in (19),

d L

Lol—h Y S0 & QY

g,l=1a=1

1+ Lhy
d

Wy =

(24)

here hy = \/(dk_1)(Lli—L+d—l)'



Remark 4 When k =1, hy = ﬁ,

Cd+L-1

1
Wy="T"—
d(d—1) —1 4=

(25)
which is the entanglement witnesses shown in [24].

Remark 5 When L = d+ 1, and O = 1, the k-positive

map (19) can be written as

i
Wy = 5(1 + he) Te(X) — heX, (26)

here hc = 1/Wid+k—2)’ and

1+he o+l dk—1D)kdtk—2)+1

dh. d 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 S; based on the witness obtained
in the last section, the method here is based on [48].

Assume p is a bipartite mixed state, Yy is a Schmidt

number k witness of Hg ® Hq, let a = “f}!’“), b =

\/TY(YJYk) - O Vi =

Y, —al®I
b )

Di(pap) =min max Tr(W(pap —oap))

€Sk [Wr=1

>| (Vi — )]

=T (p )~ 5o~ )

I T (p — )]

> LT Vi, (27)

in the first inequality, w is the optimal state in Sy, Vj is
a Hermite operator and [|Vi|[r = 1. The last inequality
is due to that w € Si, TrYzw > 0.

Next we apply the witnesses obtained in (24) to show
the distance between a bipartite state and the set Sy
relying on (27).

Theorem 6 Assume pap is a bipartite mized state on
Ha @ Ha, let {|ed)|a =1,2,--- ,m}E, be the MUBs of
the system Hgq. Let Wy, be defined in (24), then

1

Dy(p) = _7h§(Ld =

Tr Wip (28)

here hs = \/(dk71)(LlifL+d71)'

d L
Li®li—=— > > 0" & QY
a=1

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

d L « « (e
Zk =3 1212 a=1 Oéz )Qz '@ QyY,

L -
=5 Y oW me e,

=Ld, (29)

d L
= X X opon e 0 Qe

g.l.m,n=1a,f=1

=Ld+L1*—L, (30)
then
Tr W3, )2
b :\/Tr(W,IWk) - %
=/ hi(Ld— L), (31)
hence
1
D > Tr Wip. 32
k(paB) > D) (94 (32)
O

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 Si. 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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VII. APPENDIX

Lemma 7 Let M = {M; = %|¢;)(¢;|} be a SIC-POVM
in a d dimensional system H, and {|i)|i =1,2,--- ,d} is
any orthonormal base of H, when i # j,

d2
> T (M) (l) = =
j=1

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

d2
) =7 D2 102165), (3)
j=1

|@x) = szkﬂ%¢w> (34)

here k =1,2,---,d*> — 1, and |¢*) is a vector such that
its components are conjugate to the corresponding com-
ponents of |¢). The d? vectors (33),(34) construct an
orthonormal basis of the space H ® H, hence,

d?—1
i) ©TT) = 3 ax|@y), (35)
k=1
then
ar, =(@x][i)(j] © 1)
2
VAFT S o
e DR DI ES
i,j=1
(36)
here p; = 7<¢iui>d<j”¢i>. Next

(Tl(li) (| @ 1)*|¥) = éTr(|i><j|i><j|) =0, (37
Through (35),

2
i d+1

Zakak— d+1)z 2 R (38)

that is,

d2
dri=5%
=1
O

Lemma 8 Let {|e®)|i = 1,2,--- ,m}E_, be the MUBs

in a d dimensional system H, and N(® = {QEO‘) =
g eglli = 1,2, m}gy.  Assume {[i)li =
1,2,---,d} is any orthonormal base of H, when i # j,

L d?

ZZﬁd“|>

&Ih

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