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Abstract

We propose in this work a practical approach, by virtue of correlation matrices of the
generic observables, to study the long lasting tough issue of quantum separability. Some
general separability conditions are set up through constructing a measurement-induced
Bloch space. In essence, these conditions are established due to the self constraint in the
space of quantum states. The new approach can not only reproduce many of the prevailing
entanglement criteria, but also lead to even stronger results and manifest superiority for
some bound entangled states. Moreover, as a by product, the new criteria are found directly
transformable to the entanglement witness operators.

Introduction

Quantum entanglement captures the most enigmatic and deepest insights into quantum theory,
and has deep connections with other branches of physics [1]. In quantum information theory,
how to distinguish an entangled state from a separable state is a fundamental and significant
problem, say the so-called separability problem [2, 3]. It is well-known that the separability
problem tends to be a NP-hard issue with the increase of dimension, even for the bipartite

system [4], to develop a practical and experimental friendly separability criterion is pivotal
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in the establishment of a complete entanglement theory [2, 3]. In past decades, numerous
methods have been put forward to attack it, including positive map theory and entanglement
witness [5—7], the computable cross norm or realignment (CCNR) criterion [3, 4, 8], correlation
matrix method [5, 11-13], local uncertainty relation (LUR) criteria [15-20], covariance matrix
[21, 22], quantum Fisher information (QFI) method [23—-25], moment method [26-29], etc.

In this Letter, we develop a framework to derive separability criterion for finite-dimensional
systems in terms of the correlation matrix. To realize it, a measurement-induced, generalized
Bloch space for the arbitrary observables is introduced, and by which a generic separability
criterion is formulated. The key point here is that the correlation matrix of the separable state
is limited by the size of the generalized Bloch space. The powerfulness of this approach can
be realized by noticing that in which the de Vicente’s correlation matrix criterion [11], CCNR
criterion [3, 4], the correlation matrix criterion based on symmetric informationally complete
positive operator-valued measures (SIC-POVM) [5] etc. can all be reproduced transparently,
and even stronger criterion may be obtained. Moreover, the new scenario also provides a concise
method to construct an entanglement witness operator via generic observables. Examples are

provided to show the availability of bound entangled state detection.

Bloch representation of observables and density matrix

The notations to be employed in the discussion go as follows. The observable is denoted by a
capital letter, such as A, and a boldface capital letter A implies a measurement vector containing
certain observables, i.e. A = (Aj, Ag, - --). The density matrix p of a d-level quantum system

is formulated in Bloch representation, to wit [30-35]
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Here, 7 are d> — 1 generators of su(d) Li algebra. Due to the orthogonality relation of the

generators Tr[m,m,] = 26,,, we have r, = Tr[pm,]. The set of the Bloch vectors 7 constitutes

s
the so-called Bloch space. The positive semidefiniteness of density matrix constrains the size
of Bloch space, i.e. |7] < \/m Similarly, the Bloch representation of an observable
A, reads
A, :%]1 Va7
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where ¢, = Tr[A,] and a,,, = (d@,,), = Tr[A,m,]|/2. And then, a measurement vector A can be

parameterized as a real matrix M in Bloch representation
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Note, here @, are column vectors.

Correlation matrix of separable state and measurement-induced
Bloch space

Quantum entanglement exhibits inherent non-classical correlation in many-body systems, even
far apart from each other, which was initially recognized by Einstein, Podolsky and Rosen [36]
and Schrodinger [37]. Based on correlation function [38] Bell inequality provides a practical
way for the first time to test the entanglement. In the family of Bell inequality, the Clauser-

Horne-Shimony-Holt (CHSH) inequality [39]
(A B) — (A B)+ (A @B)+(A'@B)| <2 (4)

might be the most prominent one, which tends to be experiment-operational friendly. Here,

A(A’) and B(B’) are pairs of dichotomic observables with eigenvalues of =1 measured by the
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parties A and B, respectively. The violation of CHSH inequality and the predictions of quan-
tum theory were first confirmed experimentally by [40-42], then later more convincingly by
some loophole-free tests [43—46]. The violation of CHSH inequality implies the entanglement
and exclusion of local hidden variable scenario for the description of the correlation system.
However, in reverse, Bell inequalities fail to recognize all the entangled states [47]. Hence, to
explore and exploit the nature of entanglement, it is essential to find even stronger criteria for
the determination of separable state.

To this end, we define the following correlation matrix entry for arbitrary measurement

vectors A and B
Cw=(A,®B,) . (5)

Generally speaking, a state is separable iff it is a convex combination of product states, i.e.
Psep = 2 4ipi ® pP, where {p{'} and {pP} are two pure subsystems. And, hence the corre-

sponding correlation matrix for a separable state can write

<[41>i
C = Z% <A2>z (<B1>i ,(Ba),; - ) ; (6)

where (A4,), = Tr[pA,] and (B,), = Tr[pPB,]. Eq. (6) inspires us to define a measurement-

induced Bloch vector(MIBV) & for measurements A, of which

a, =Tr[pA,) =7-d, (7)

with A, = @, - 7 denoting the traceless part of observable A,. And, various MIBV & span the
corresponding measurement-induced Bloch space, signified as B(A), which has been applied
to the study of certainty and uncertainty relations [1]. The correlation matrix of a separable

state can be reformulated by MIBVs, like

C =" q(f/da+ )i /ds + 5)" . ©)
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Here, A and 1P are column vectors consisting of traces of measurement vectors A and B,
respectively; @; and f; are MIBVs of measurements A and B; T denotes the transpose of a

given matrix.

The separability criteria
A family of sufficient conditions for entanglement of measurements A and B goes as follows,
with proof given in the Supplement:

Theorem 1. Let C be a correlation matrix for arbitrary measurement vectors A and B with

> i t;‘d’u =5 i tf l;# = 0, if the corresponding state p is separable, then

IC|ltr < Kakp - )

Otherwise, p will be an entangled state. Here, || X ||;, = Tr [ XtX ] is the trace norm of matrix

X; kg = \/(fA)Q/dQA + d&‘j Amax (24) With Apax(X) being the maximal eigenvalue of matrix

X and (Q4),,, = 24, - d,, and similarly for k.

Next, we illustrate how Theorem 1 works. For a bipartite system, we have the following

Bloch representation

1 A B
PZ;E X AL, @ 11 (10)
8%
1 1 . 1
= 114+ —a - 741+ —1b-78 += AR wE 11
T el d A el o 1eb 7 +4M§V7L7m®7ry (11)

Here, TIy = /21 {1} = 7¢ 22:—11 are generators of su(dy) Lie algebra for X = A, B,
the coefficient matrix x,, = Tr[p(II} @ II})]; a, = Tr[pr! @ 1); b, = Tr[pl @ 77]; To =
Tr[pr/ @m,)]; and xo0 = ﬁ since Tr[p| = 1. The correlation matrix can then be reexpressed

as



with M 4 and Mp being the Bloch representations of measurement vectors A and B defined in
Eq. (3). Equipped with this, one may notice that the traceless part of the measurement A can
be viewed as the vertex of a polygon or polyhedron in (d?> — 1)-dimensional space, which is
enlightening for further processing of Theorem 1.

Consider the simplest situation tf} = 0,and @ = 0, a, = (0,---,0,1,0,---,0)T, p =
2,---,d?%, where all components of d@, equal to 0, except the uth equals to 1. It is easy to find
Amax(£24) = 2 (similarly for B) and the separability condition

A(dg —1)(dp — 1
||C||tr = HTHtr S \/ ( 4 dAZ(BB ) . (13)

Here, 7 = Tr[p(m, ® m,)]. Note, Eq.(13) simply reproduces the de Vicente’s correlation matrix
criterion [11].

Moreover, if we let t{' = v/2dha,tf = v/2dha,t} = t& = 0, # 1, and take {d,} and
{Z;H} the same as in above, we obtain

2(dy — 1+ h? 2(dg — 1+ h?
||C||tr < ( A A) ( B B) 7 (14)
dp dg

which is exactly the Sarbicki ef al.’s criterion [6]. Whereas, if A, and similarly for B, has the

same trace and its traceless part corresponds to a regular simplex, viz.

ta ta . ta
My = <vsz V2 @dA) , (15)
a as e a/di

where {d@,} constitutes a regular (d% — 1)-simplex, i.e. {EL’M

S5 S d%6u,—1
Gy - G, = 1?13:——1} for p,v =
1,---,d%, a family of separability criteria can be readily obtained (the proof of separability

criteria and construction of regular simplex vertex coordinates are given in Supplements):

Observation 1. Given measurement vectors A and B, let their trace parts satisfy t/’:‘ = ta, tf =

tg and traceless parts correspond respectively to a regular simplex. The correlation matrix of



separable state p then satisfy

2d 2d
||cutrs\/ta+ A \/t2 JREZE 16)

ds+1V B dg+1"

otherwise, p is entangled. Here, parameters t 4 and tg are arbitrary real numbers.

The Observation 1 represents a family of separability conditions for different ¢4 and ¢p,

many of existing criteria appear to be its particular cases. When ¢x takes , / d%;fl and , /%

(X = A, B), it gives out the well-known CCNR [4, 50] and entanglement criterion via SIC-

POVM (ESIC) criteria [5], respectively. To exhibit more, following we compare Observation 1
with some symbolic criteria under certain quantum states, the Horodecki’s bound entangled
states with white noise py(s, p), unextendible product bases (UPB) bound entangled states with
white noise pypp(p) and chessboard states pcg. The exact forms of these quantum states are
shown in the Supplemental Material.

In Fig. 1 we show and compare Observation 1, CCNR and ESIC criteria under three typical
classes of bound entangled states, where larger ¢ witnesses higher robustness against white
noise and hence at which larger portion of entangled state may be detected. Fig. 1(a) exhibits
Horodecki’s bound entangled states with white noise and Fig. 1(b) explains the detection results
for UPB state with white noise (peru solid line) and 50000 randomly generated chessboard state
(blue dashed line). Note, as shown in the figure, Observation 1 reproduces the CCNR and ESIC
criteria as two special cases when t = V3 /2and t = V3, respectively.

Encouraged by the results in Fig.1, one may naturally ask whether larger ¢ means a more
powerful criterion, or, specifically, whether the ESIC criterion is stronger than the CCNR or not,
which was conjectured to be true in Ref. [5]. Unfortunately, Eq. (35) can not tell, since the left
hand side (lhs) of it contains as well parameters ¢4 and t5. Nevertheless, we find this question
can be readily addressed under the local filtering transformation (LFT), which preserves the

separability of a given state, i.e. p > p = (Fa ® Fp)p(Fa ® Fp)T/Tr[(F4 ® Fg)p(Fa4® Fp)T]
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(a) Horodecki’s bound entangled states with white noise (b) UPB and chessboard states

Figure 1: Entanglement detection criteria. (a) Horodecki’s 3 x 3 bound entangled states with
white noise pp(s,p). (b) UPB bound entangled states with white noise pypg(p) and 50000
randomly generated chessboard states pcp. Here, we simply take t4 = tp = t. The larger
t detects the more entangled states as shown in (a) and (b), in which t = V3 /2 and t = V3
correspond to CCNR and ESIC criteria, respectively. Diagrams indicate explicitly that the
criterion given in Observation 1 outperform CCNR and ESIC criteria under the three typical

classes of bound entangled states.

with Fy,p the arbitrary invertible matrices [51]. LFT transforms the full local rank state into a

normal form with maximally mixed subsystems [51, 52]

1 T~ A B
1QL+2) Tum o . (17)

I’I‘7V

P = dads

By dint of quantum states formulated in form of Eq. (17) the bipartite separability problem

[52] will be solved. Concretely, we have the following theorem (see Supplemental Material for
proof):

; Az By
Theorem 2. Let measurement vectors A and B satisfy ) Wty = > by by = 0. If a quantum



state p is separable, one may find the following relation
Te | VATBTT| < karp -

where A =737 a,d, and B=73", g“gg

|1 |£7]
dadp "’

(18)

As aresult of LFT, Theorem 2 formulates a family of even stronger separability criteria than
Theorem 1. If {@,} constitutes a regular (d% — 1)-simplex, then we readily have 3_  d,d, =
dy

Wﬂ and the following Observation:

Observation 2. Given measurement vectors A and B, let their trace parts satisfy tﬁ =1y, tf =
tp, and traceless parts correspond respectively to a regular simplex. If a quantum state p is

separable, then in its normal form p

1T lex < K(tasts) - (19)
Here,
V(&% —1)(dy, — 1) \/ o . 2da \/ , . 2dg
ta.ltp) = t t — |t at . 20
K(ta,tp) dady A+dA+1 B+dB+1 [tats| (20)

Now that the lhs of Eq. (19) is independent of parameters ¢ 4, g, one can then strictly com-

pare it with other criteria for different ¢ 4 and ¢ 5. Notice that the minimal value of k(t 4, t5), i.e.

ming, 1,3 K6(ta, tg) = 24/(da — 1)(dp — 1)/dadp, corresponds to the strongest constraint on
separability, which reproduces the Proposition 6 of Ref. [21] when d4 = dp. Furthermore, the

CCNR and ESIC criteria will reexhibit respectively while we take x(t4,t5) = 2 — 2/\/dadp

and 4 —2+/(da + 1)(dp + 1)/d adp, which also implies that in normal form the ESIC criterion

is stronger than CCNR and they coincide as d4 = dp.

Relations to entanglement witness

An entanglement witness is a Hermitian operator which has nonnegative expectation values for

all separable states and negative one for some entangled states [7, 53]. Entanglement witness
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provides an experimental friendly tool to analyse entanglement [3]. To this end, we reformulate
the Theorem 1 in terms of entanglement witness. Given a correlation matrix C for measurement

vectors A, B, we readily find

T

IClle =) (A, @B,) . 1)

pn=1
Here, A, = >, P,A,, B, = >, Q.,,B, and P,(Q achieve a singular value decomposition
of C,ie. C = PXQ", where P, (Q are orthogonal matrices, ¥ = diag{o, - ,0,,0,---,0}
with singular values oy, and rank(C) = r [54]. Thus, one may immediately get an inequality of

correlation function similar to CHSH inequality Eq. (4) for separable state

T

> (A4, @B)) <k, (22)

pn=1
where Kk = kakp. Obviously, Eq. (22) can be reformulated as the following entanglement
witness
W=rlel-) A ®B,. (23)
pn=1
This means that based upon the extended Bloch space, entanglement witness will be simply

generated for generic observables.

Further extensions

Through the construction of a measurement-induced Bloch space, we have established a general
condition for separability which arises from the constraint of the length of the MIBVs. However,
not only the moduli of MIBVs but also their directions suffice a constraint. As an illustration,
we consider the measurement vector A = B = 7, in which case the measurement-induced
Bloch space reduces to the familiar Bloch space. Then the angel § between any two Bloch

vectors of pure states satisfies —ﬁ < cosf < 1[35,55]. Given a d x d bipartite state, if it is
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separable,ie. T =), piT;3; with 7; and 5; being the Bloch vectors, we find the criterion

2(d—1)

7 (24)

2
o <MT] <

exists, otherwise the entanglement survives. We notice Tr[7T]| = ZZ:I (m, ®m,), so Eq. (24)
yields the entanglement witness VV = %]1 QT+ . T ®,. Considering arbitrary dimensional
Werner states [47, 56]

d?—1
1 1= 2(dp — 1)
pW:—]l®]l ;mﬂ'u(gﬂ'#,V(ﬁE[—l,l],

which is separable if and only if ¢ > 0 [47]. An simple calculation shows that Eq. (24) is a nec-
essary and sufficient condition taking effect in full parameter space ¢ € [—1,0) , while CCNR
and ESIC criteria are valid merely in ¢ € [—1, —dff]. With the growth of dimensionality, the
entanglement detectable intervals of CCNR and ESIC criteria tend to none. This example tells
that we can establish more powerful separability condition than existing ones by only employ-
ing the inherent constraints in Bloch space. On this account, we are tempting to conclude that

the inherent constraints in Bloch space may address a lot of the separability issues.

Concluding remarks

In the framework of measurement-induced Bloch space, by dint of a novel scheme we obtain a
family of stronger separability criteria for entangled system. These criteria encompass many of
the well-known existing results, meanwhile explicitly show why they work, i.e. the correlation
matrix of a separable state is constrained by the measurement-induced Bloch space. More-
over, the new criteria can be transformed into entanglement witness operators, which makes the
construction of entanglement witness from generic observables even transparent. Finally, It is
noteworthy that the method developed in this work is in principle extendable to the multipartite
systems by introducing the corresponding multipartite correlation tensors, though some tedious

work needs to be done.
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Supplemental Material

Here we elaborate and derive in detail the main results discussed in the main text.
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The proof of Theorem 1

. . . . A= B
Given arbitrary measurement vectors A and B with with }_ ¢/a, = >~ 1,/b, = 0, the corre-

lation matrices of the separable states can be expressed as
C= pi(*)da+a)E"/dp+ )" . (25)

Here, &; and 5, are the generalized Bloch vectors associated with A and B as defined in the

main text. Employing the convexity property of trace norm || X ||, = Tr [ XtX } , we have

ICllee <~ pilt?/da + Gil[E7 /i + 5 (26)

= \/@‘4)2/6131 + 07?\/(273)2/% + 52 27)

Here, we make use of ), thd, =3 i th I;u = 0 and |-| denotes Euclidean norm of a real vector.
So, the correlation matrices of the separable states are limited by the size of the measurement-
induced Bloch space (MIBS). Next, we prove that the MIBS is bounded and its boundary can
be obtained simply.

Given a measurement vector A, quantum states can be transformed into the measurement-
induced Bloch vector (MIBVs) which constitute the MIBS. It is found that the MIBVs satisfy
the following equation [1]

1
artQ-a = Tr[p?] — - (28)

Here, Q,, = Tr[A,A,] = 23, - @, and Q~ denotes the Moore-Penrose inverse of (2. Eq. (28) is

an ellipsoid equation, which characterizes the MIBS, that is,

[ a . a4
=1 dTr[p2]—1a§1}' 29)

Matrix €2 completely depicts the properties of the ellipsoid defined by Eq. (29), such as the

B(A) = {a‘

(dTr[p?]—1)A

lengths of the semi-axes are given by -—, with \; being the eigenvalues of (; the
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eigenvectors of {2 determines the directions of the semi-axes [2]. Obviously, Bloch space is a
special case of A = 7. So, for arbitrary measurement vector A, we have
@ < ——Anax(€) (30)

where A« (X) is the maximal eigenvalue of matrix X. Finally, we prove

IC|ltr < Kakp - (31)

Here, k4 = \/(fA)Q/dE‘ + dggl)\maX(QA) and (Q4),, = 24, - d,, similarly for k.

The proof of Observation 1

If A has the same trace and the traceless part corresponds to a regular simplex, namely

ta _ta .. ta
MA — V2d s V2d V2d 4 (32)
a G o dg )
where {d, } constitutes a regular (d% —1)-simplex, i.e. {du a, - a, = d%‘g":l} v =1, d¥,
A
then we have (Q4),, = 24, - d, = 2%2,{1—1’ whose matrix form is
2 2
Oy = 7 (dA]l _ dei) , (33)

where, J 2 is a d?-dimensional all-ones matrix all whose elements are equal to one. On account
of JC%QA = d’J g, itis readily to find eigenvalues of J;2 , i.e. d% and 0 (d% — 1-fold degeneracy).

2d?
Hence, we have Apax(€24) = 5245, and
A

2d 4
. 34
RA A+dA+17 ( )

similarly for k. So, for the separable state, we have

2d 5 2dp
</ t? 12 35
JClhe < /5 oo iy + 20 3
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Here, parameters ¢4 and tp can be arbitrary real numbers. And next, we prove that, when

tx = (/725 and tx = |/ 725 for X = A, B, Eq. (35) reproduces CCNR and ESIC (entan-
X

glement criterion via SIC-POVM) criteria, respectively. Firstly, we review the CCNR criterion.

A bipartite state can be expressed as

1
p=1 2 xwlli @Il (36)

v

Here, ITy = /21 and {II;} = 7} f?;;l is generators of su(dy) Lie algebra for X = A, B;
{Hff}f?;o_l satisfies the orthogonal relation Tr[IL} ITY] = 20,,. Making use of the Schmidt

decomposition in operator space, we have
1 ~ ~
p=72 Xwlll @I = ol @I (37)
v k

Here, Y, or = 3| x/|e and {I1£} and {12} form orthonormal bases of the operator space.

CCNR criterion says that, if p is separable, then we have >, 0, < 1[3, 4], that s, ||x|, < 2.

Ifty = d%(dfl for X = A, B, then we have

L a
L (3:2 1 1 o d2

M}MA _ 1/d:2471 . <\/di—1 \/(i?‘—l \/d%—1> — A 1. (38)
1

& 1

VT

d4 6,1
d4 -1

Here, @, - @, = has been employed. Similarly, we have MEM 4 = de—Q‘il]l. So, if
B

ty = d%ffl for X = A, B, Eq. (35) gives ||C||: = || MixMBp|w: = %HXHH <

__ 2dadp . <
(2 -1)(d2-1)’ that is, [[x|le < 2.

And then, the ESIC criteria says that if p is separable, then the correlation matrix of the

normalized SIC-POVM {E;'} and { E”} satisfies [5]

[Pllee <1, (39)
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where P, = (B! ® EF), EX > 0 and Tr[EX EY] = ©5ett yy y = 1,2, d3 for X =

A, B. 1Tt is noteworthy that the original assumption about the existence of SIC-POVM is not

essential as shown in [6]. In fact, we can obtain ESIC criterion for arbitrary measurement

8, +1

vector A satistying Tr[A,A,)] = a=57—, p,v =1,2,-- -, d? with nonzero real parameter c. If

ix = dgj_l for X = A, B, we have Tr[A,A,] = % + 24, - d, = (2da)? daduwt] o g Eq. (35)

d%—l 2d A
gives
Ad xd
ICll < e, (40)
V(i —1D(d; - 1)
which reproduces the ESIC criterion due to (A, ® B,) = (d24d“1‘;1(i2 5 (E!®@ ED).
AT B

The vertex coordinates for regular simplex

There are many methods to generate the vertex coordinates for regular simplex, where we give

a simple scheme for the reader’s convenience. Given the following n-dimensional unit vectors

gk - (b17b27 e 7bk—17ak707 T 70) ; (41)
and
1 —k+1 vV 1
ak:\/(n—i- )(n + )’ L= n + k=1,2--- n+1, (42
n(n—k+2) vVnn—k+1)(n—k+2)
then {€,¢é, - ,€,41} constitutes a n-dimensional regular simplex. The following is an exam-
ple forn = 8,
1 -1 _1 _1 _1 _1 _1 _1 _1
8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
0 VT 3 _ 3 __3_ _ 3 __3_ __3_ __3_
8 87 87 87 87 8V7 87 87
0 0 5\/5 _1 /3 _1\/5 _;\/E _1\/3 _1\/5 _1\/5
2\ 7 7 TaNT TiyT Ti\yT TayTr a7
V15 1 /3 1 /3 1 /3 1 /3 1 /3
oo 0 —1\@ —1\/2 —z\ﬁ —zx/; —zg; (43)
3
0 0 0 0 V10 T4/10 0 4/10 4/10 4V10
3 /3 3 3 1 /3
00 0 0 0 Z\/; —1V/3 —i\/; —1\/2
V3 3 3
0 0 0 0 0 0 B 8 8
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 —2

\S]
p—



Bound entangled states

Horodecki’s bound entangled states with white noise:

pu(s,p) =ppu(s)+ (1—-p)1/9, 0<p<1.

Here, py(t) is 3 x 3 Horodecki’s bound entangled states [7], i.e.

s 00 0 s O 0 0 S
0s 0000 0 0 0
00s 000 0 0 0
L {000 s 00 0 0 0
pu(s) = s 000 s 0 0 0 s
8s+110 000 0 s 0 0 0
000000 Lits) 0 LI—g
000000 0 s 0
s 000 s 0 3VI-5>0 1(1+5s)

Unextendible product bases (UPB) bound entangled states:

pups(p) =ppup + (1 —p)1/9, 0<p<1.

Here, pypp is bound entangled state constructed by UPB [8], i.e.

pupPB = i <]1 - Z Wz> W%’) )

and
) = — [0) (10) — 1)) , ) = —=(0) — 1)) |2)
0 \/i 5 1 2 )
1 1
i) = 5 12) (1) = 2) i) = (1) = [2)0)
) = 210 + 11) +12))(10) +11) +12))
Chessboard states [9]:

4
pCB:NZ|Vi> Vil .
=1

22

(44)

(45)

(46)

(47)

(48)

(49)



Here, N =1/ . (V;|V;) is normalization constant and the unnormalized vectors |V;) are

Vi) = |m,0,ac/n;0,n,0;0,0,0) ,
[V2) =10,a,0;0,0,¢;0,0,0) ,
|V3) = |n,0,0;0,—m,0;ad/m,0,0) ,

|V4) =10,b,0; —a,0,0;0,d,0) . (50)

Chessboard states contain six real parameters m,n, a, b, ¢, d. In the main text, we test Obser-
vation 1 by randomly generated 50000 chessboard states, where the six parameters are drawn

independently from the standard normal distribution.

The proof of Theorem 2

By virtue of Bloch representation, the correlation matrix can be written as C = M} xMp, so we

have

el =T [VETC) =T |\ MaddaaeT | 51)

Given arbitrary measurement vectors A and B with ) | L tﬁc?u =) L tf l;# = 0, we have

4 s tB tB
My=|Veda Veda | Mp=|Vv2s V2 | | (52)
ay ay -+ by ba .
and
(7?“_)2 0 (t"A)2
MiMT = | 24 = 53
A ( OA A) 2dA S¥ A ) ( )
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where A = 7 a@,a}. Similarly, we have MpM}; = (5%2 ©Band B =3, Z;MEE For the

normal form states, we have y = \/diTB @ 7. And then,

IC]le = Ti \/MBMgXTMAMgX] (54)

CAN2 (£B)2 » »
¢%@WT )
dAdB

A7 N
_ [\/ATBTT} . (56)

dadp

So, if a quantum state p is separable, then we have in its normal form p

Tr [W] < KaKkp —

il

7
dudy (57)
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