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ON THE RANK OF EXTREMAL MARGINAL STATES

REPANA DEVENDRA, PANKAJ DEY, AND SANTANU DEY

Abstract. Let ρ1 and ρ2 be two states on Cd1 and Cd2 respectively. The marginal state space, denoted

by C(ρ1, ρ2), is the set of all states ρ on Cd1 ⊗ Cd2 with partial traces ρ1, ρ2. K. R. Parthasarathy

established that if ρ is an extreme point of C(ρ1, ρ2), then the rank of ρ does not exceed
√

d2
1 + d2

2 − 1.

Rudolph posed a question regarding the tightness of this bound. In 2010, Ohno gave an affirmative

answer by providing examples in low-dimensional matrix algebras M3 and M4. This article aims to

provide a positive answer to the Rudolph question in various matrix algebras. Our approaches, to obtain

the extremal marginal states with tight upper bound, are based on Choi-Jamiołkowski isomorphism and

tensor product of extreme points.

1. Introduction

Let Hj denote a finite-dimensional Hilbert space that represents the quantum system Sj for

j = 1, 2. The combined quantum system S12 is associated with the Hilbert space H1 ⊗ H2, which is

the tensor product of the Hilbert spaces H1 and H2. A state ρ on H is a positive operator with unit

trace. Let ρj represent a state on Hj for j = 1, 2. Consider the collection C(ρ1, ρ2), which includes

all states ρ in the coupled system S12 such that the partial trace with respect to the quantum system

S1 yields ρ2, and the partial trace with respect to the quantum system S2 yields ρ1. It is known that

the set C(ρ1, ρ2) is a compact convex set. So, by the Krein-Milman theorem, it implies that this set

C(ρ1, ρ2) is closed convex hull of its extreme points, which we denote as E(ρ1, ρ2).

The necessary and sufficient conditions for a state to be an extreme point within the set C(ρ1, ρ2)

have been studied in [6, 8, 11]. One of the necessary conditions stipulates that the rank of the

extreme point is constrained above by
√

d2
1 + d2

2, where dj represents the dimension of the Hilbert

space Hj for j = 1, 2. Later in 2005, K. R. Parthasarathy [9] improved the upper bound of the rank

to
√

d2
1 + d2

2 − 1. Rudolph posed a question whether the upper bound on the rank given by K. R.

Parthasarathy is sharp. That is, whether max{rank(ρ) : ρ is an extreme point of the set C(ρ1, ρ2)} =

⌊
√

d2
1 + d2

2 − 1⌋, with ⌊a⌋ indicating the largest integer that does not exceed a.

It has been established in [9] that when d1 = d2 = 2, all extreme points of the set C(ρ1, ρ2) are

pure, which is equivalent to having a rank of one. This proves that the upper bound on the rank

of these extreme points is not sharp. In [10], it is conjectured that every extreme point of the set

C(
Id1

d1
,

Id2

d2
) is pure for all d1 = d2 ≥ 3. However, Ohno [7] provided counterexamples demonstrating

the existence of extreme points that are not pure. Furthermore, he examined the sharpness of the

upper bound in lower-dimensional matrix algebras, proving that for d1 = d2 = 3 and d1 = d2 = 4,

the upper bound ⌊
√

d2
1 + d2

2 − 1⌋ is indeed sharp. This indicates that there exist extreme points ρ

in the set C(ρ1, ρ2) with a rank of ⌊
√

d2
1 + d2

2 − 1⌋ when d1 = d2 = 3 and d1 = d2 = 4. However, the

question posed by Rudolph remains open for matrix algebras Md where d ≥ 5.

Regarding the case when d1 6= d2, to the best of our knowledge, the only scenario that has been

investigated yet is d1 = 2, d2 = 3. It is shown in [4] that the upper bound on the rank given by K. R.

Parthasarathy is sharp for d1 = 2, d2 = 3. That is, there exists an extreme point ρ in the set C(ρ1, ρ2)

with rank ⌊
√

22 + 32 − 1⌋ = 3.
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This article aims to demonstrate that the upper bound is indeed sharp for various cases. Most ex-

plicitly, we establish that max{rank(ρ) : ρ is an extreme point of the set C(ρ1, ρ2)} = ⌊
√

d2
1 + d2

2 − 1⌋
holds true for the following instances:

(i) d1 = d2 = 5.

(ii) d1 = d2 = 9.

(iii) d1 = d2 = 12.

(iv) d1 = d2 = 5k; 3 ≤ k ≤ 14.

(v) d1 = 3 and d2 = 4.

(vi) d1 = 2 and d2 ≥ 4.

Additionally, we present an example of an extreme point with rank d1 + 1 for the case where

(d1, d2) = (d1, d1 + 1), which is strictly less than ⌊
√

d2
1 + d2

2 − 1⌋ for all d1 ≥ 4.

Our approach to prove the above cases is using Choi-Jamiołkowski isomorphism. The structure

of the article is as follows. In Section 2, we recall a few definitions and preliminary results from

the literature that are needed in this paper. We study tensor product of extreme points in Section

3. This is the key idea that is used in subsequent sections. Section 4 demonstrates various classes

of extremal marginal states that attain the bound given by K. R. Parthasarathy for the cases when

d1 = d2. Most explicitly, we study the cases when (d1, d2) = (5, 5), (9, 9), (12, 12), (5k, 5k) where

3 ≤ k ≤ 14. Section 5 contains the similar study for d1 6= d2. Most precisely, we discuss the cases

when (d1, d2) = (3, 4), (2, d) where d ≥ 4. This section also contains an example of an extreme point

with rank d + 1 for the case when (d1, d2) = (d, d + 1) with d ≥ 2. We conclude this paper with

appendix in Section 7.

2. Preliminaries

Let Cd represent the d-dimensional complex Hilbert space, where the inner product is defined

to be linear in the second variable and conjugate linear in the first. We denote B(Cd1 ,Cd2) as the

space of all linear maps from Cd1 to Cd2 . The standard orthonormal basis of Cd is represented by

the set {e
(d)
i : 1 ≤ i ≤ d}. We define Md1×d2

as the algebra of complex matrices of size d1 × d2, and

for convenience, we useMd to refer toMd×d. Each element A in B(Cd1 ,Cd2) can be associated with

its d2 × d1 matrix corresponding to the standard bases of Cd1 and C
d2 . Consequently, we interpret

each matrix A ∈ Md1×d2
as representing a linear map from Cd2 to Cd1 and vice versa. The identity

matrix in Md is denoted as I = Id. Additionally, we define T = Td : Md → Md as the transpose

operation, tr = trd : Md → C as the trace operation, and id = idd : Md → Md as the identity

operation. By writing A = [aij ] ∈ Md1×d2
, it indicates that A is a complex matrix of dimensions

d1 × d2, with the entry in the (i, j)th position represented by aij , for all indices satisfying 1 ≤ i ≤ d1

and 1 ≤ j ≤ d2. Furthermore, if A = [aij ] ∈ Md1×d2
, the adjoint of A, denoted as A∗, is a matrix

of size d2 × d1. This adjoint is defined as the conjugate transpose of A, specifically expressed as

A∗ = [bij ] ∈ Md2×d1
, where each entry bij is given by aji for all 1 ≤ i ≤ d2 and 1 ≤ j ≤ d1.

A matrix A ∈ Md is said to be Hermitian if A = A∗ and a Hermitian matrix A is called positive

(semi-definite) if 〈x, Ax〉 ≥ 0 for all x ∈ Cd. The collection of all positive matrices within Md is

denoted by M
+
d . If A ∈ M

+
d , then we write A ≥ 0. Let x ∈ Cd1 and y ∈ Cd2 . We define the mapping

|x〉〈y|: Cd2 → Cd1 by the expression |x〉〈y|(z) := 〈y, z〉x for every z ∈ Cd2 . It is important to observe

that if x = (x1, x2, . . . , xd1
)T and y = (y1, y2, . . . , yd2

)T, then the matrix representation of |x〉〈y| with
respect to the standard basis is given by [xiyj ] = xy∗ ∈ Md1×d2

. For convenience, we also refer to

this matrix as |x〉〈y|. It is straightforward to verify that A|x〉〈y|B = |Ax〉〈B∗y| holds for any x ∈ C
d1 ,

y ∈ Cd2 , and matrices A ∈ Md1
, B ∈ Md2

. Additionally, it is noteworthy that the matrix |x〉〈x| is
positive for all x ∈ C

d.
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Let Cd1 ⊗ Cd2 denote the tensor product of the Hilbert spaces Cd1 and Cd2 . For operators

A ∈ B(Cd1) and B ∈ B(Cd2 ), there exists a unique operator A ⊗ B ∈ B(Cd1 ⊗ Cd2) such that for all

vectors x ∈ Cd1 and y ∈ Cd2 , the relation A ⊗ B(x ⊗ y) = Ax ⊗ By holds. If {uj}d1

j=1 and {vj}d2

j=1

represent orthonormal bases for Cd1 and Cd2 , respectively, then the set {ui ⊗ vj}d1,d2

i,j=1 forms an

orthonormal basis for Cd1 ⊗Cd2 . We arrange the elements of the set {ui ⊗vj : 1 ≤ i ≤ d1, 1 ≤ j ≤ d2}
in the lexicographic order, defined by the condition (i, j) < (i′, j′) if i < i′ or if i = i′ and j < j′.

If A = [aij ] ∈ Md1
and B = [bij ] ∈ Md2

, then according to this ordering, we have A ⊗ B = [aijB].

This identification allows us to view Md1
⊗Md2

as Md1
(Md2

), treating the elements of Md1
⊗Md2

as

block matrices, where each block corresponds to an entry from A multiplied by the entire matrix

B.

Given the linear maps Φ1 : Md1
→ Md2

and Φ2 : Md3
→ Md4

, the tensor product map Φ1 ⊗ Φ2 :

Md1
⊗Md3

→ Md2
⊗Md4

is uniquely determined by the property that Φ1⊗Φ2(A⊗B) = Φ1(A)⊗Φ2(B)

for all elements A ∈ Md1
and B ∈ Md3

.

Definition 2.1. A linear map Φ : Md1
→ Md2

is said to be

(i) Hermitian preserving if Φ(X∗) = Φ(X)∗ for all X ∈ Md1
.

(ii) positive if Φ(M+
d1

) ⊆ M
+
d2
.

(iii) completely positive (CP) if the map idk ⊗Φ : Mk ⊗ Md1
→ Mk ⊗Md2

is a positive map for all

k ≥ 1.

(iv) unital if Φ(Id1
) = Id2

.

(v) trace-preserving if tr(Φ(X)) = tr(X) for all X ∈ Md1
.

The Hilbert-Schmidt inner product on the space Md is defined as 〈X, Y 〉 := tr(X∗Y ). This inner

product enables the consideration of Md as a Hilbert space. Utilizing this inner product, we can

define the dual Φ∗ : Md2
→ Md1

of a linear map Φ : Md1
→ Md2

as the unique linear map that fulfills

the condition tr(Φ(X)
∗
Y ) = tr(X∗Φ∗(Y )) for every X ∈ Md1

and Y ∈ Md2
. Let B(Md1

,Md2
) denote

the space of all linear maps from Md1
to Md2

.

In the realm of quantum information theory, the Choi-Jamiołkowski isomorphism [1, 3], com-

monly known as channel-state duality, illustrates the connection between quantum channels, char-

acterized by completely positive maps, and quantum states, which are expressed through density

matrices.

Theorem 2.2 (Choi-Jamiołkowski [1, 3]). Let J be the linear map from B(Md1
,Md2

) → Md1
⊗ Md2

defined by

Φ 7→ (idd1
⊗Φ)(|Ωd1

〉〈Ωd1
|),

where Ωd1
=
∑d1

j=1 e
(d1)
j ⊗ e

(d1)
j . Then we have the following:

(1) J is a vector space isomorphism.

(2) Φ is Hermitian preserving if and only if J(Φ) is Hermitian.

(3) Φ is positive map if and only if J(Φ) is positive on simple tensor vectors, that is, 〈x ⊗
y, J(Φ)x ⊗ y〉 ≥ 0 for all x ∈ Cd1 and y ∈ Cd2 .

(4) Φ is CP if and only if J(Φ) is positive.

Corollary 2.3 (Choi-Kraus [1, 5]). Let Φ : Md1
→ Md2

be a linear map. Then Φ is CP if and only if

there exists {Vj}n
j=1 ⊆ Md1×d2

such that

Φ =

n∑

j=1

AdVj
(2.1)

where AdV (X) := V ∗XV for all X ∈ Md1
.
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The representation given by (2.1) is known as the Kraus decomposition of the map Φ, with the

operators Vi being called Kraus operators. It is noteworthy that the Kraus decomposition of Φ need

not be unique. However, in cases where Φ is expressed as
∑n

j=1 AdVj
and also as

∑m

i=1 AdWi
, which

are two different Kraus decompositions, it can be concluded that span{Vj : 1 ≤ j ≤ n} = span{Wi :

1 ≤ i ≤ m}.

Definition 2.4. Let Φ : Md1
→ Md2

be a CP map. The smallest number of Kraus operators

necessary to express Φ as indicated in (2.1) is referred to as the Choi-rank of Φ, denoted by CR(Φ).

A Kraus decomposition of Φ, as outlined in (2.1), is considered minimal if n = CR(Φ).

Let Φ : Md1
→ Md2

be a CP map with Kraus operators {Vj : 1 ≤ j ≤ n}. It can be checked

that n = CR(Φ) if and only if {Vj : 1 ≤ j ≤ n} is linearly independent. The following proposition

connects the Choi-rank of Φ with rank(J(Φ)).

Proposition 2.5 ([1]). Let Φ : Md1
→ Md2

be a CP map. Then CR(Φ) = rank(J(Φ)).

Let {uj : 1 ≤ j ≤ d1} and {vj : 1 ≤ j ≤ d2} be orthonormal basis of Cd1 and Cd2 , respectively. For

any matrix Z ∈ Md1
⊗ Md2

, we define the sesquilinear forms as follows:

∆1(x1, y1) =

d2∑

j=1

〈x1 ⊗ vj , Z(y1 ⊗ vj)〉 for all x1, y1 ∈ C
d1 ,

∆2(x2, y2) =

d1∑

j=1

〈uj ⊗ x2, Z(uj ⊗ y2)〉 for all x2, y2 ∈ C
d2 .

From the fact that any sesquilinear form is given by a matrix, it follows that there exists unique

Zj ∈ Mdj
such that

∆j(xj , yj) = 〈xj , Zjyj〉 for all xj , yj ∈ C
dj , j = 1, 2.

It is important to note that the operators Zj do not depend on the specific orthonormal bases {uj}
and {vj}. Furthermore, Z1 can be derived from Z by performing a trace over Cd2 . Consequently,

we have a mapping from Md1
⊗ Md2

to Md1
defined by

Z 7→ trCd2 (Z)

which have the following properties:

(i) trCd2 is a linear map preserves the both adjoint and positivity. In fact, trCd2 is a CP map.

(ii) tr(Z) = tr ( trCd2 (Z)) for all Z ∈ Md1
⊗ Md2

.

(iii) trCd2 ((A ⊗ Id2
)Z(B ⊗ Id2

)) = A trCd2 (Z)B, for all A, B ∈ Md1
and Z ∈ Md1

⊗ Md2
.

In particular, the equations trCd2 (A1 ⊗ A2) = tr(A2)A1 and tr(A1 ⊗ A2) = tr(A1) tr(A2) are valid for

all matrices Aj ∈ Mdj
, where j = 1, 2. For notational simplicity, we, henceforth, denote tr

C
dj as trj

for j = 1, 2.

If ρ is a state within Md1
⊗ Md2

, then both tr2(ρ) and tr1(ρ) are also states in Md1
and Md2

,

respectively. Given a state ρj ∈ Mdj
for j = 1, 2. Consider the set

C(ρ1, ρ2) := {ρ ∈ (Md1
⊗ Md2

)+ : tr2(ρ) = ρ1, tr1(ρ) = ρ2 and tr(ρ) = 1}.

Proposition 2.6. Let ρj ∈ Mdj
be states for j = 1, 2. Then the set C(ρ1, ρ2) is compact convex set.

Proof. Indeed, the set C(ρ1, ρ2) is convex. Since, for any state ρ, ‖ρ‖ ≤ tr(ρ) = 1, the set C(ρ1, ρ2)

is bounded. To establish its compactness, it suffices to show that the set is closed. Consider a

sequence Zn ∈ C(ρ1, ρ2) such that Zn → ρ ∈ Md1
⊗ Md2

. Clearly, ρ ≥ 0 since the set (Md1
⊗ Md2

)+

is closed. Moreover, we have ρj = trj(Zn) → trj(ρ) for j = 1, 2 and 1 = tr(Zn) → tr(ρ). Therefore,

tr2(ρ) = ρ1 and tr1(ρ) = ρ2 and, hence ρ ∈ C(ρ1, ρ2). This completes the proof. �
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This is to be noted that, to study the extreme points of C(ρ1, ρ2), without loss of generality, we

may assume both ρ1 and ρ2 are invertible because of the following reason. For any operator A

defined on a Hilbert space H, let ker(A) denote the null space and range(A) represent the range

space of A. Let ρ ∈ C(ρ1, ρ2). Suppose x ∈ ker(ρ1), then we have

0 = 〈x, ρ1x〉 =

d2∑

j=1

〈x ⊗ vj , ρ(x ⊗ vj)〉,

where {vj}d2

j=1 constitutes any orthonormal basis of Cd2 . Given that ρ is a positive operator, it

follows that ρ(x ⊗ vj) = 0 for all j. Consequently, we deduce that ker(ρ1) ⊗ Cd2 ⊆ ker(ρ). In

a similar manner, it can be shown that C
d1 ⊗ ker(ρ2) ⊆ ker(ρ). By considering the orthogonal

complements, we arrive at the conclusion that range(ρ) ⊆ range(ρ1) ⊗ range(ρ2). Denote H0 =

range(ρ1) ⊗ range(ρ2). With respect to the decomposition Cd1 ⊗ Cd2 = H0 ⊕ H⊥
0 , we obtain

ρ =

(
ρ̃ 0

0 0

)
.

So ρ is an extreme point of C(ρ1, ρ2) if and only if ρ̃ is an extreme point of C(ρ̃1, ρ̃2) where ρ̃1 =

trrange(ρ2)(ρ̃) and ρ̃2 = trrange(ρ1)(ρ̃). Also, with respect to the decomposition Cdj = range(ρj) ⊕
ker(ρj), we get

ρj =

(
ρ̃j 0

0 0

)

for j = 1, 2. Clearly ρ̃j is invertible for j = 1, 2. Therefore, to study the extreme points of C(ρ1, ρ2),

without loss of generality, we may assume both ρ1 and ρ2 are invertible.

We will now utilize the Choi-Jamiołkowski map J, to convert the set C(ρ1, ρ2) into a subset of

B(Md1
,Md2

). The linearity of J, which implies continuity, guarantees that it will map a compact

convex set to another compact convex set. Additionally, this mapping retains the characteristics of

extreme points, that is, extreme points are transformed into extreme points and vice versa.

Proposition 2.7. Let J : B(Md1
,Md2

) → Md1
⊗ Md2

be the Choi-Jamiołkowski map given in the

Theorem 2.2. Then

(i) J−1(C(ρ1, ρ2)) = {Φ : Md1
→ Md2

: Φ is CP, Φ(Id1
) = ρ2 and Φ∗(Id2

) = ρT1} is a compact

convex set.

(ii) ρ is an extreme point of the set C(ρ1, ρ2) if and only if J−1(ρ) is an extreme point of the set

J−1(C(ρ1, ρ2)).

(iii) sup{rank(ρ) : ρ ∈ E(ρ1, ρ2)} = sup{CR(Φ) : Φ ∈ J−1(E(ρ1, ρ2))}, where E(ρ1, ρ2) denotes

extreme points of the set C(ρ1, ρ2).

Proof. (i) Let Φ ∈ B(Md1
,Md2

). Then,

tr1(J(Φ)) =

d1∑

i,j=1

tr

(
|e(d1)

i
〉〈e(d1)

j
|
)

Φ

(
|e(d1)

i
〉〈e(d1)

j
|
)

=

d1∑

i=1

Φ

(
|e(d1)

i
〉〈e(d1)

i
|
)

= Φ(Id1
),

tr2(J(Φ)) =

d1∑

i,j=1

|e(d1)
i

〉〈e(d1)
j

|tr
(

Φ

(
|e(d1)

i
〉〈e(d1)

j
|
))

=

d1∑

i,j=1

tr

(
Φ∗(Id2

)|e(d1)
i

〉〈e(d1)
j

|
)

|e(d1)
i

〉〈e(d1)
j

|= (Φ∗(Id2
)∗)T

So J

({
Φ : Md1

→ Md2
: Φ is CP, Φ(Id1

) = ρ2 and Φ∗(Id2
) = ρT1

})
= C(ρ1, ρ2). Indeed, J−1(C(ρ1, ρ2))

is convex as J and J−1 are linear. Since the map J and J−1 are continuous, we have that J−1(C(ρ1, ρ2))

is compact.

(ii) Follows trivially.

(iii) Follows from the Proposition 2.5. �
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Let Aj ∈ Mdj
for j = 1, 2. Denote

CP[Md1
,Md2

; A1, A2] := {Φ : Md1
→ Md2

: Φ is CP, Φ(Id1
) = A2 and Φ∗(Id2

) = A1} ,

CP[Md1
,Md2

; A2] := {Φ : Md1
→ Md2

: Φ is CP and Φ(Id1
) = A2} ,

MR(A1, A2) := sup {CR(Φ) : Φ is an extreme point of CP[Md1
,Md2

; A1, A2]} .

In view of Proposition 2.7, it follows that the above sets CP[Md1
,Md2

; A1, A2] and CP[Md1
,Md2

; A2]

are compact convex sets, and studying extreme points of C(ρ1, ρ2) is equivalent with studying ex-

treme points of CP[Md1
,Md2

; ρT1, ρ2]. The following results provide necessary and sufficient con-

ditions for an element within the above sets to be extreme for these sets. The reader may refer

[1, 8, 9, 11] for comprehensive insights on this subject.

Theorem 2.8 (Thoerem 5, [1]). Let A2 ∈ Md2
and Φ ∈ CP[Md1

,Md2
; A2]. Then Φ is an extreme

point of the set CP[Md1
,Md2

; A2] if and only if there exists a Kraus decompositon of Φ =
∑n

j=1 AdVj
,

such that the set {V ∗
i Vj}n

i,j=1 ⊆ Md2
is linearly independent.

Remark 2.9. Let Φ ∈ CP[Md1
,Md2

; A2] with minimal Kraus decomposition Φ =
∑n

j=1 AdVj
. Then

Φ is an extreme point of the set CP[Md1
,Md2

; A2] if and only if the set {V ∗
i Vj}n

i,j=1 ⊆ Md2
is linearly

independent. The reader may refer to the proof of the above theorem for this.

Definition 2.10. Let V, W be two vector spaces. A pair of sets {vj}n
j=1 ⊆ V and {wj}n

j=1 ⊆ W is

said to be bi-linearly independent if the set {(vj , wj)}n
j=1 is linearly independent in the vector space

V × W . i.e., whenever λj ∈ C such that
∑n

j=1 λjvj = 0 and
∑n

j=1 λjwj = 0 implies λj = 0 for all j.

Remark 2.11. From the definition of bi-linearly independent, it follows that if either {vj}n
j=1 or

{wj}n
j=1 is linearly independent, then the pair {vj}n

j=1 and {wj}n
j=1 is bi-linearly independent. But

the converse need not be true in general.

Since CP[Md1
,Md2

; A1, A2] ⊆ CP[Md1
,Md2

; A2], if Φ ∈ CP[Md1
,Md2

; A1, A2] be an element such

that it is an extreme point of the set CP[Md1
,Md2

; A2], then it is also an extreme point of the set

CP[Md1
,Md2

; A1, A2]. However, the reverse implication is not necessarily true. The subsequent

theorem provides a characterization of the extreme points within the set CP[Md1
,Md2

; A1, A2].

Theorem 2.12 ([6, 8, 11]). Let Aj ∈ Mdj
for j = 1, 2 and Φ ∈ CP[Md1

,Md2
; A1, A2]. Then Φ is an

extreme point of the set CP[Md1
,Md2

; A1, A2] if and only if there exists {Vj}n
j=1 ⊆ Md1×d2

such that

Φ =
∑n

i=j AdVj
and the pair {V ∗

i Vj}n
i,j=1 ⊆ Md2

and {VjV ∗
i }n

i,j=1 ⊆ Md1
is bi-linearly independent.

Remark 2.13. If the pair of sets {V ∗
i Vj}n

i,j=1 ⊆ Md2
and {VjV ∗

i }n
i,j=1 ⊆ Md1

is bi-linearly inde-

pendent, it follows that the collection {Vj}n
j=1 ⊆ Md1×d2

is also linearly independent. To illus-

trate this, assume that {Vj}n
j=1 is linearly dependent. This means there exists a non-zero vec-

tor (λ1, λ2, . . . , λn) ∈ Cn such that
∑n

j=1 λjVj = 0. Consequently, for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n, we have

V ∗
i

(∑n

j=1 λjVj

)
= 0 and

(∑n

j=1 λjVj

)
V ∗

i = 0. Therefore, it follows that
∑n

i,j=1 λjV ∗
i Vj = 0 and

∑n

i,j=1 λjVjV ∗
i = 0. This indicates that the sets {V ∗

i Vj}n
i,j=1 ⊆ Md2

and {VjV ∗
i }n

i,j=1 ⊆ Md1
cannot

be bi-linearly independent.

Let Aj ∈ Mdj
for j = 1, 2. In view of Theorem 2.12, we have MR(A1, A2) ≤ ⌊

√
d2

1 + d2
2⌋. KRP [9]

improved this upper bound on the rank of the extreme points of CP[Md1
,Md2

; A1, A2], and estab-

lished that MR(A1, A2) ≤ ⌊
√

d2
1 + d2

2 − 1⌋. Furthermore, he proved that all extreme points of the

set CP[M2,M2; I2, I2] are pure, that is, MR( I2

2 , I2

2 ) = 1. This shows that the upper bound given by

K. R. Parthasarathy is not sharp for d1 = d2 = 2.

It is conjectured in [10] that every extreme point of the set CP[Md,Md; Id, Id] is pure for all d ≥ 3.

However, Ohno [7] provided counterexamples demonstrating the existence of extreme points that



ON THE RANK OF EXTREMAL MARGINAL STATES 7

are not pure. These examples also assert that for any dimension d ≥ 3, there exists an extreme

point in the set CP(Md,Md; Id, Id) with Choi-rank d. Most explicitly, he obtained the following.

Let us denote the standard matrix units of Md by E
(d)
ij = |e(d)

i 〉〈e(d)
j |. For the sake of simplicity, it

is common practice to exclude the superscript (d), thereby referring to them as Eij .

Theorem 2.14 (Theorem 2.8, [7]). Given d ≥ 3, define the map Φ : Md → Md by

Φ =

d∑

j=1

AdVj
, (2.2)

where 



V1 =
√

d−2
d−1

d∑
j=2

Ejj ,

Vk = 1√
d−1

(E1k + Ek1), for all 2 ≤ k ≤ d.

(2.3)

Then Φ ∈ CP(Md,Md; Id, Id) is an extreme point of the set CP(Md,Md; Id) with CR(Φ) = d (hence

extreme point of CP(Md,Md; Id, Id)).

Remark 2.15. Given d ≥ 3, in view of Theorem 2.14, we haveMR( Id

d
, Id

d
) ≥ d. It is also noteworthy

that the Kraus operators of the extreme point Φ, given in Theorem 2.14, are Hermitian.

Given Aj ∈ Mdj
for j = 1, 2, Rudolph [11] posed a question regarding the tightness of the bound

given by K. R. Parthasarathy for d1 = d2 ≥ 3, that is, whether MR(A1, A2) = ⌊
√

d2
1 + d2

2 − 1⌋ for

d1 = d2 ≥ 3. In 2010, Ohno [7] proved that the upper bound given by K. R. Parthasarathy is indeed

sharp for d1 = d2 = 3 and d1 = d2 = 4. Most precisely, he obtained the following results.

Theorem 2.16 (Theorem 2.6, [7]). Let Φ : M3 → M3 be a CP map defined by

Φ(X) =
1

4

4∑

j=1

W ∗
j XWj =

1

4




x11 + 2x22 + x33

√
6x23

√
2x31√

6x32 x11 + 3x33

√
2x12√

2x13

√
2x21 2x11 + 2x22


 , (2.4)

for all X = [xij ] ∈ M3, where 




W1 = E11,

W2 = E12 +
√

2E23,

W3 =
√

2E21 +
√

3E32,

W4 = E31 +
√

2E13.

(2.5)

Then Φ is an extreme point of the set CP(M3,M3; I3, I3) with CR(Φ) = 4.

Theorem 2.17 (Theorem 2.7, [7]). Let Φ : M4 → M4 be a CP map defined by

Φ(X) =
1

5

4∑

j=1

W
∗

j XWj =
1

4




x22 + 3x33

√

2x24 0
√

6x31
√

2x42 x11 + x33 + 2x44 x12 + x31 0

0 x13 + x21 x11 + x22 + 2x44 2x42
√

6x13 0 2x24 2x11 + 2x22




, (2.6)

for all X = [xij ] ∈ M4, where 




W1 = E13 + E32,

W2 =
√

2E24 +
√

2E43,

W3 =
√

2E14 +
√

3E31,

W4 = E21 +
√

2E42,

W5 = E12 + E23

(2.7)

Then Φ is an extreme point of the set CP(M4,M4; I4, I4) with CR(Φ) = 5.

Remark 2.18. In view of Theorem 2.16, 2.17, we have MR( I3

3 , I3

3 ) = 4 = ⌊
√

32 + 32 − 1⌋ and

MR( I4

4 , I4

4 ) = 5 = ⌊
√

42 + 42 − 1⌋, respectively.
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3. Tensor product of extreme points

In this section, we examine the conditions under which the tensor product of two extreme points

is an extreme point. We start with a straightforward proposition that is readily apparent. For

thoroughness, we include the details.

Proposition 3.1. Let V be a finite-dimensional vector space, and {vi}n
i=1 be any subset. Then the

subset {vi}n
i=1 is linearly independent if and only if there exists a set of linear functionals {fj}n

j=1

on V such that fj(vi) = δij for all i, j, where

δij =
{ 1 if i = j,

0 other wise.

Proof. Let {fj}n
j=1 be the set of linear functionals on V such that fj(vi) = δij for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n.

Suppose λi ∈ C such that
∑n

i=1 λivi = 0. Fix 1 ≤ i0 ≤ n, then fi0
(
∑

i λivi) = 0. This implies that

λi0
= 0. Since i0 is arbitrary, we conclude that λi = 0 for all i. This shows that the set {vi}n

i=1 is

linearly independent. Conversely, if {vi}n
i=1 is linearly independent, then extend {vi}n

i=1 to a basis

B of V . Now, for each 1 ≤ j ≤ n, define the linear functional on the basis elements as fj(vj) = 1

and zero for all other basis elements. This will give the set of linear functionals {fj}n
j=1 such that

fj(vi) = δij for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. �

Lemma 3.2. Let V, W be two finite-dimensional vector spaces. If {vi}n1

i=1 and {wj}n2

j=1 are linearly

independent subsets of V and W respectively, then {vi ⊗ wj : 1 ≤ i ≤ n1, 1 ≤ j ≤ n2} is a linearly

independent subset of the vector space V ⊗ W .

Proof. Let {vi}n1

i=1 and {wj}n2

j=1 be linearly independent subsets of V and W respectively. Then, by

Proposition 3.1, there exists the set of linear functionals {fk}n1

k=1 and {gl}n2

l=1 such that

fk(vi) = δik for all 1 ≤ i, k ≤ n1,

gl(wj) = δjl for all 1 ≤ j, l ≤ n2.

Let λij ∈ C such that
∑

i,j λijvi ⊗ wj = 0. Fix 1 ≤ i0 ≤ n1, 1 ≤ j0 ≤ n2, then

0 = fi0
⊗ gj0




∑

i,j

λijvi ⊗ wj



 = λi0j0
.

Since i0, j0 are arbitrary, we conclude that λij = 0 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n1, 1 ≤ j ≤ n2. This shows that the

set {vi ⊗ wj : 1 ≤ i ≤ n1, 1 ≤ j ≤ n2} is a linearly independent subset of the vector space V ⊗ W . �

Lemma 3.3. Let Φ : Md1
→ Md2

and Ψ : Md3
→ Md4

be two CP maps. Then Φ ⊗ Ψ is a CP map with

CR(Φ ⊗ Ψ) = CR(Φ)CR(Ψ).

Proof. Let Φ and Ψ be two CP maps with CR(Φ) = r1 and CR(Ψ) = r2. This means that, there exist

linearly independent subsets {Vi}r1

i=1 ⊆ Md1×d2
and {Wj}r2

j=1 ⊆ Md3×d4
such that

Φ =

r1∑

i=1

AdVi
and Ψ =

r2∑

j=1

AdWj
.

Now, for any A ∈ Md1
and B ∈ Md3

, we have

Φ ⊗ Ψ(A ⊗ B) =

r1∑

i=1

AdVi
(A) ⊗

r2∑

j=1

AdWj
(B)

=

(
r1∑

i=1

V ∗
i AVi

)
⊗




r2∑

j=1

W ∗
j BWj
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=
∑

i,j

(Vi ⊗ Wj)∗(A ⊗ B)(Vi ⊗ Wj).

Since every element of Md1
⊗Md3

is a finite sum of simple tensors, we conclude that Φ ⊗ Ψ(Z) =
∑

i,j(Vi ⊗ Wj)∗Z(Vi ⊗ Wj) for all Z ∈ Md1
⊗ Md3

. Therefore, by Corollary 2.3, Φ ⊗ Ψ is a CP map.

Moreover, from Lemma 3.2, we have that {Vi ⊗ Wj : 1 ≤ i ≤ r1, 1 ≤ j ≤ r2} is linearly independent.

Hence CR(Φ ⊗ Ψ) = r1r2 = CR(Φ)CR(Ψ). �

Theorem 3.4. Let A ∈ Md2
, B ∈ Md4

, Φ ∈ CP[Md1
,Md2

; A] and Ψ ∈ CP[Md3
,Md4

; B]. If Φ and Ψ are

extreme points of the set CP[Md1
,Md2

; A] and CP[Md3
,Md4

; B] respectively, then Φ ⊗ Ψ is also an

extreme point of the set CP[Md1
⊗ Md3

,Md2
⊗ Md4

; A ⊗ B].

Proof. Let Φ ∈ CP[Md1
,Md2

; A] and Ψ ∈ CP[Md3
,Md4

; B] be extreme points of their respective

sets CP[Md1
,Md2

; A] and CP[Md3
,Md4

; B]. By Theorem 2.8, there exist Kraus operators {Vj}r1

j=1 ⊆
Md1×d2

and {Wl}r2

l=1 ⊆ Md3×d4
such that Φ =

∑r1

j=1 AdVj
and Ψ =

∑r2

l=1 AdWl
, and the sets

{V ∗
i Vj}r1

i,j=1 and {W ∗
k Wl}r2

k,l=1 are linearly independent. Given that Φ(Id1
) = A and Ψ(Id3

) = B,

therefore Φ ⊗ Ψ(Id1
⊗ Id3

) = A ⊗ B. Furthermore, from Lemma 3.3, we have Φ ⊗ Ψ is CP and hence

Φ ⊗ Ψ ∈ CP[Md1
⊗ Md3

,Md2
⊗ Md4

; A ⊗ B] with a Kraus decompositon
∑r1,r2

j,l=1 AdVj⊗Wl
. Since the

sets {V ∗
i Vj}r1

i,j=1 and {W ∗
k Wl}r2

k,l=1 are linearly independent, from Lemma 3.2, we also have that the

set {(Vi ⊗ Wk)∗(Vj ⊗ Wl)}i,j,k,l is linearly independent. Thus, by applying Theorem 2.8 again, we

conclude that Φ ⊗ Ψ is an extreme point of the set CP[Md1
⊗ Md3

,Md2
⊗ Md4

; A ⊗ B]. �

However, given Ai ∈ Mdi
for i = 1, 2 and Bj ∈ Mdj

for j = 3, 4, the tensor product of extreme

points of the sets CP[Md1
,Md2

; A1, A2] and CP[Md3
,Md4

; B1, B2] is not necessarily extreme in the

set CP[Md1
⊗ Md3

,Md2
⊗ Md4

; A1 ⊗ B1, A2 ⊗ B2]. For example, let Φ ∈ CP[M3,M3; I3, I3] and Ψ ∈
CP[M4,M4; I4, I4] are extreme points of their respective sets CP[M3,M3; I3, I3] and CP[M4,M4; I4, I4]

with CR(Φ) = 4 and CR(Ψ) = 5, as given in Theorem 2.16 and 2.17. By Lemma 3.3, Φ ⊗ Ψ ∈
CP[M12,M12; I12, I12] with CR(Φ⊗Ψ) = 20, . But Φ⊗Ψ is not an extreme point of CP[M12,M12; I12, I12]

because if so, by the upper bound on the Choi-rank given by K.R. Parthasarathy, we should have

CR(Φ ⊗ Ψ) ≤ ⌊
√

122 + 122 − 1⌋ = 16.

The following theorem provides a sufficient condition for the tensor product of extreme points

to be extreme. This is the main result of this section. We will use this result in the next section

to obtain various classes of extremal marginal states that attain the upper bound given by K. R.

Parthasarathy.

Theorem 3.5. Let Φ ∈ CP[Md,Md; A1, A2] ⊆ CP[Md,Md; A2], which has a minimal Kraus decompo-

sition consisting of Hermitian Kraus operators. Let Ψ ∈ CP[Md1
,Md2

; B1, B2]. If Φ and Ψ are both

extreme points of the sets CP[Md,Md; A2] and CP[Md1
,Md2

; B1, B2], respectively, then the tensor

product Φ ⊗ Ψ is also an extreme point of the set CP[Md ⊗ Md1
,Md ⊗ Md2

; A1 ⊗ B1, A2 ⊗ B2].

Proof. Let {Vj}r1

j=1 ⊆ Md be a Hermitian family that forms a minimal Kraus decomposition of

Φ. That is, Φ =
∑r1

j=1 AdVj
with Vj = V ∗

j for all 1 ≤ j ≤ r1 and CR(Φ) = r1. Since Ψ ∈
CP[Md1

,Md2
; B1, B2] is any extreme point of CP[Md1

,Md2
; B1, B2], by Theorem 2.12, there exists

{Wl}r2

l=1 ⊆ Md1×d2
such that Ψ =

∑r2

l=1 AdWl
, and the pair of sets {W ∗

k Wl}r2

k,l=1 and {WlW
∗
k }r2

k,l=1

is bi-linearly independent. Since Φ ∈ CP[Md,Md; A1, A2] and Ψ ∈ CP[Md1
,Md2

; B1, B2], by Lemma

3.3, we have Φ ⊗ Ψ ∈ CP[Md ⊗ Md1
,Md ⊗ Md2

; A1 ⊗ B1, A2 ⊗ B2] and Φ ⊗ Ψ =
∑r1,r2

j,l=1 AdVj⊗Wl
.

To show that Φ ⊗ Ψ is an extreme point of the set CP[Md ⊗ Md1
,Md ⊗ Md2

; A1 ⊗ B1, A2 ⊗ B2], it

is enough to prove that the pair of sets {(Vi ⊗ Wk)∗(Vj ⊗ Wl) : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ r1, 1 ≤ k, l ≤ r2} and

{(Vj ⊗ Wl)(Vi ⊗ Wk)∗ : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ r1, 1 ≤ k, l ≤ r2} is bi-linearly independent. Let aijkl ∈ C such that
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0 =
∑

i,j,k,l

aijkl(Vi ⊗ Wk)∗(Vj ⊗ Wl) =
∑

i,j,k,l

aijkl(ViVj ⊗ W ∗
k Wl), (3.1)

0 =
∑

i,j,k,l

aijkl(Vj ⊗ Wl)(Vi ⊗ Wk)∗ =
∑

i,j,k,l

aijkl(VjVi ⊗ WlW
∗
k ). (3.2)

Since Φ is an extreme point of CP[Md,Md; A2], by Remark 2.9, the set {V ∗
i Vj}r1

i,j=1 = {ViVj}r1

i,j=1

is linearly independent. By Lemma 3.1, there exists a family of functionals {fij}r1

i,j=1 on Md such

that fij(VmVn) = δimδjn for all 1 ≤ i, j, m, n ≤ r1. Fix 1 ≤ i0, j0 ≤ r1. Applying fi0j0
⊗ id and fj0i0

⊗ id

to Equations 3.1 and 3.2 respectively, we get

∑

k,l

ai0j0klW
∗
k Wl = 0,

∑

k,l

ai0j0klWlW
∗
k = 0.

As the pair of the sets {W ∗
k Wl}r2

k,l=1 and {WlW
∗
k }r2

k,l=1 is bi-linearly independent, we get ai0j0kl = 0

for all 1 ≤ k, l ≤ r2. Since i0, j0 are arbitrary, we conclude that aijkl = 0 for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ r1 and

1 ≤ k, l ≤ r2. This completes the proof. �

Remark 3.6. Let Φ ∈ CP(Md,Md; Id, Id). If Φ =
∑n

j=1 AdVj
is an extreme point of CP(Md,Md; Id),

then Φ∗ =
∑n

j=1 AdV ∗

j
is not necessarily an extreme point of CP(Md,Md; Id). That is, if {V ∗

i Vj}n
i,j=1

is linearly independent with
∑n

i,j=1 V ∗
i Vj =

∑n

i,j VjV ∗
i = Id, then {VjV ∗

i }n
i,j=1 is not necessarily

linearly independent. For example, take d = 4 and

Vj =
3

4
√

11
Sj∗

[
− 13

3 0

0 W

]
Sj

for 1 ≤ j ≤ 4, where

S =

3∑

k=1

|ek〉〈ek+1|+|e4〉〈e1|,

W =
1

21




8 −11 16

−19 −8 4

−4 16 13


 .

Check that {V ∗
i Vj}4

i,j=1 is linearly independent with
∑4

i,j=1 V ∗
i Vj =

∑4
i,j VjV ∗

i = I4 but {VjV ∗
i }4

i,j=1

is linearly dependent. The reader may refer to Appendix B of [2] for more details.

4. Sharpness of the upper bound for the case d1 = d2

Given d ≥ 3, Ohno [7] proved that there exists an extreme point in the set CP(Md,Md; Id, Id)

with Choi-rank d. Furthermore, he established that the upper bound on the rank given by K. R.

Parthasarathy is indeed sharp for d1 = d2 = 3 and d1 = d2 = 4. That is, there exist extreme points

of the sets CP(M3,M3; I3, I3) and CP(M4,M4; I4, I4) with Choi-ranks 4 and 5 respectively. In this

section, we will examine the sharpness of the upper bound given by K. R. Parthasarathy for the

cases when d1 = d2 ≥ 5.

4.1. d1 = d2 = 5.

In this subsection, we provide examples of extreme points belonging to the set CP(M5,M5; I5, I5),

which have Choi-ranks 6 and 7. Notably, as ⌊
√

52 + 52 − 1⌋ = 7, we can affirm that the upper bound

suggested by K. R. Parthasarathy is indeed sharp for the case d1 = d2 = 5.
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Lemma 4.1. Let {Wj : 1 ≤ j ≤ 6} ⊆ M5 be the set of matrices given by





W1 = E13 + E32 = [0, e3, e1, 0, 0],

W2 = E24 + E43 = [0, 0, e4, e2, 0],

W3 =
√

2E35 + E54 = [0, 0, 0, e5,
√

2e3],

W4 = E14 + E42 = [0, e4, 0, e1, 0],

W5 = E15 + E41 + E53 = [e4, 0, e5, 0, e1],

W6 =
√

2E21 + E52 = [
√

2e2, e5, 0, 0, 0].

(4.1)

Then the pair of sets {W ∗
i Wj : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 6} and {WjW ∗

i : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 6} is bi-linearly independent.

Proof. See the Lemma 7.1 in Appendix. �

Theorem 4.2. There exists an extreme point of the set CP(M5,M5; I5, I5) with Choi-rank 6.

Proof. Let Φ be the map defined on M5 by

Φ(X) =
1

3

6∑

j=1

W ∗
j XWj

=
1

3




2x22 + x44

√
2x25 x45 0 x41√

2x52 x33 + x44 + x55 x31 x41 0

x54 x13 x11 + x44 + x55 x42 x51

0 x14 x24 x11 + x22 + x55

√
2x53

x14 0 x15

√
2x35 x11 + 2x33




for all X = [xij ] ∈ M5, where Wj ’s are given by (4.1). Clearly, Φ ∈ CP(M5,M5; I5, I5). To verify

that Φ is an extreme point of the set CP(M5,M5; I5, I5), it suffices to show that the pair of sets

{W ∗
i Wj : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 6} and {WjW ∗

i : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 6} is bi-linearly independent. This assertion indeed

follows from the Lemma 4.1. Consequently, the map Φ is an extreme point with CR(Φ) = 6. �

Lemma 4.3. Let {Wj : 1 ≤ j ≤ 7} ⊆ M5 be the set of matrices given by





W1 =
√

2E13 + E32 + E54 = [0, e3,
√

2e1, e5, 0],

W2 = E24 + E43 = [0, 0, e4, e2, 0],

W3 =
√

2E35 +
√

3E54 = [0, 0, 0,
√

3e5,
√

2e3],

W4 = E14 + E42 = [0, e4, 0, e1, 0]

W5 = E15 + 2E41 + E53 = [2e4, 0, e5, 0, e1],

W6 =
√

2E21 + E52 = [
√

2e2, e5, 0, 0, 0],

W7 =
√

2E13 +
√

3iE32 +
√

3E25 = [0,
√

3ie3,
√

2e1, 0,
√

3e2].

(4.2)

Then the pair of sets {W ∗
i Wj : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 7} and {WjW ∗

i : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 7} is bi-linearly independent.

Proof. See the Lemma 7.2 in Appendix. �

Theorem 4.4. There exists an extreme point of the set CP(M5,M5; I5, I5) with Choi-rank 7.

Proof. Define the linear map Φ on M5 by

Φ(X) =
1

6

7∑

j=1

W
∗

j XWj
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=
1

6




2x22 + 4x44

√

2x25 2x45 0 2x41
√

2x52 4x33 + x44 + x55 (
√

2 −

√

6i)x31 x41 + x35 −3ix32

2x54 (
√

2 +
√

6i)x13 4x11 + x44 + x55 x42 +
√

2x15 x51 +
√

6x12

0 x53 + x14 x24 +
√

2x51 x11 + x22 + 4x55

√

6x53

2x14 3ix23 x15 +
√

6x21

√

6x35 x11 + 3x22 + 2x33




for all X = [xij ] ∈ M5, where Wj ’s are given by (4.2). Clearly, Φ ∈ CP(M5,M5; I5, I5). Now, from

Lemma 4.3, it follows that the pair of the sets {W ∗
i Wj : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 7} and {WjW ∗

i : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 7} is

bi-linearly independent and hence from Theorem 2.12, we conclude that Φ is extreme point of the

set CP(M5,M5; I5, I5) with CR(Φ) = 7. �

Corollary 4.5. MR( I5

5 , I5

5 ) = 7 = ⌊
√

52 + 52 − 1⌋.

Proof. Take Φ1 = Φ
5 , where Φ is the same as considered in the proof of the Theorem 4.4. Then Φ1 is

an extreme point within the set CP(M5,M5; I5

5 , I5

5 ) with CR(Φ1) = CR(Φ) = 7. Hence we conclude

that MR( I5

5 , I5

5 ) = 7. �

4.2. (d1, d2) = (9, 9), (12, 12), (5k, 5k), 3 ≤ k ≤ 14.

In this subsection, we study that the upper bound given by K. R. Parthasarathy is indeed sharp

for (d1, d2) = (9, 9), (12, 12), (5k, 5k) where 3 ≤ k ≤ 14. That is, there exist extreme points of the

sets CP(M9,M9; I9, I9),CP(M12,M12; I12, I12) and CP(M5k,M5k; I5k, I5k) with Choi-ranks 12, 16 and

7k respectively, where 3 ≤ k ≤ 14. To construct these examples, we will utilize the examples given

by Ohno [7] and the example presented in the previous subsection.

Theorem 4.6. There exists an extreme point of the set CP(M9,M9; I9, I9) with Choi-rank 12.

Proof. Let Φ1 and Φ2 be two CP maps on M3, defined by the Equations 2.2 and 2.4, respectively.

That is,

Φ1(X) =

3∑

i=1

V ∗
i XVi =

1

2




x22 + x33 x21 x31

x12 x11 + x22 x23

x13 x32 x11 + x33


 ,

Φ2(X) =
1

4

4∑

j=1

W ∗
j XWj =

1

4




x11 + 2x22 + x33

√
6x23

√
2x31√

6x32 3x33 + x11

√
2x12√

2x13

√
2x21 2x22 + 2x11


 ,

where the matrices Vi and Wj are given by (2.3) and (2.5) respectively, for 1 ≤ i ≤ 3 and

1 ≤ j ≤ 4. Clearly, Φ1, Φ2 ∈ CP(M3,M3; I3, I3). By Theorem 2.14, Φ1 is an extreme point of the set

CP(M3,M3; I3) with CR(Φ1) = 3, which has a minimal Kraus decomposition consisting of Hermitian

Kraus operators {Vi}3
i=1. Also, by Theorem 2.16, Φ2 is an extreme point of the set CP(M3,M3; I3, I3)

with CR(Φ2) = 4. Take Φ = Φ1 ⊗ Φ2. By Lemma 3.3, it follows that Φ ∈ CP(M9,M9; I9, I9)

with CR(Φ) = 12. Finally, by Theorem 3.5, we conclude that Φ is an extreme point of the set

CP(M9,M9; I9, I9) with CR(Φ) = 12. �

Corollary 4.7. MR( I9

9 , I9

9 ) = 12 = ⌊
√

92 + 92 − 1⌋.

Proof. Take Φ1 = Φ
9 , where Φ is the same as considered in the proof of the Theorem 4.6. Then Φ1 is

an extreme point within the set CP(M9,M9; I9

9 , I9

9 ) with CR(Φ1) = CR(Φ) = 12. Hence we conclude

that MR( I9

9 , I9

9 ) = 12. �

Theorem 4.8. There exists an extreme point of the set CP(M12,M12; I12, I12) with Choi-rank 16.
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Proof. Let Φ1 be a CP map on M4 given by

Φ1(X) =

4∑

i=1

V ∗
i XVi =

1

3




x22 + x33 + x44 x21 x31 x41

x12 x11 + 2x22 2x23 2x24

x13 2x32 x11 + 2x33 2x34

x14 2x42 2x43 x11 + 2x44




for all X = [xij ] ∈ M4, where Vi’s are given by (2.3) for 1 ≤ i ≤ 4.

Similarly, let Φ2 be the CP map on M3 given by

Φ2(X) =
1

4

4∑

j=1

W ∗
j XWj =

1

4




x11 + 2x22 + x33

√
6x23

√
2x31√

6x32 3x33 + x11

√
2x12√

2x13

√
2x21 2x22 + 2x11




for all X = [xij ] ∈ M3, where Wj ’s are given by (2.5) for 1 ≤ j ≤ 4. Clearly, Φ1 ∈ CP(M4,M4; I4, I4)

and Φ2 ∈ CP(M3,M3; I3, I3). By Theorem 2.14, Φ1 is an extreme point of the set CP(M4,M4; I4) with

CR(Φ1) = 4, which has a minimal Kraus decomposition consisting of Hermitian Kraus operators

{Vi}3
i=1. Also, by Theorem 2.16, Φ2 is an extreme point of the set CP(M3,M3; I3, I3) with CR(Φ2) =

4. Take Φ = Φ1 ⊗ Φ2. By Lemma 3.3, it follows that Φ ∈ CP(M12,M12; I12, I12) with CR(Φ) = 16.

Finally, by Theorem 3.5, we conclude that Φ is an extreme point of the set CP(M12,M12; I12, I12)

with CR(Φ) = 16. �

Corollary 4.9. MR( I12

12 , I12

12 ) = 16 = ⌊
√

122 + 122 − 1⌋.

Proof. Follows from Theorem 4.8. �

Theorem 4.10. There exists an extreme point of the set CP(M5k,M5k; I5k, I5k) with Choi-rank 7k,

for all k ≥ 3.

Proof. Given k ≥ 3. Let Φ1 ∈ CP(Mk,Mk; Ik, Ik) be an extreme point of the set CP(Mk,Mk; Ik) with

CR(Φ1) = k, which has a minimal Kraus decomposition consisting of Hermitian Kraus operators.

Suppose Φ2 ∈ CP(M5,M5; I5, I5) is an extreme point of the set CP(M5,M5; I5, I5) with CR(Φ2) = 7.

Such Φ1 and Φ2 exist because of Theorem 2.14 and 4.4 respectively. Take Φ = Φ1 ⊗ Φ2. By Lemma

3.3, it follows that Φ ∈ CP(M5k,M5k; I5k, I5k) with CR(Φ) = 7k. Using Theorem 3.5, we conclude

that Φ is an extreme point of the set CP(M5k,M5k; I5k, I5k) with CR(Φ) = 7k. �

Note that, if k ≤ 14 then (7k)2 ≤ 2(5k)2 − 1 < (7k + 1)2. Hence ⌊
√

(5k)2 + (5k)2 − 1⌋ = 7k for all

k ≤ 14.

Corollary 4.11. If 3 ≤ k ≤ 14, then MR( I5k

5k
, I5k

5k
) = 7k = ⌊

√
(5k)2 + (5k)2 − 1⌋.

Proof. Follows from the Theorem 4.10. �

5. Sharpness of the upper bound for the case d1 6= d2

In [4], the authors established the sharpness of the upper bound on the rank of extreme points

given by K. R. Parthasarathy for the qubit-qutrit system. Specifically, they illustrate an example

of an extreme point ρ ∈ C( I2

2 , I3

3 ) with rank(ρ) = 3 = ⌊
√

22 + 32 − 1⌋. Equivalently, there exists an

extreme point Φ ∈ CP(M2,M3; I2

2 , I3

3 ) with CR(Φ) = 3. This is now natural to ask whether this holds

true in a general context when d1 6= d2. In this section, we obtain that the upper bound given by K.

R. Parthasarathy is indeed sharp for (d1, d2) = (2, d), (3, 4), where d ≥ 4. This section also contains

an example of an extreme point of CP(Md,Md+1; Id

d
,

Id+1

d+1 ) with Choi-rank d + 1 for d ≥ 2.
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5.1. (d1, d2) = (2, d), d ≥ 4.

Given d ≥ 4. In this subsection, we construct an example of an extreme point of the set

CP(M2,Md; Z, Id

d
) with Choi-rank d, where Z is an invertible state on M2 given by

Z =
1

2

[
1 d−3

d
d−3

d
1

]
. (5.1)

Since ⌊
√

22 + d2 − 1⌋ = d, this asserts that the upper bound given by K. R. Parthasarathy is indeed

sharp for (d1, d2) = (2, d) where d ≥ 4. We begin with the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. Given d ≥ 4. Let {Wj}d
j=1 ⊆ M2×d be the set of matrices given by






W1 = |e(2)
1 〉〈e(d)

1 |+|e(2)
2 〉〈e(d)

3 |= [e
(2)
1 , 0, e

(2)
2 , 0, . . . , 0],

W2 = |e(2)
1 〉〈e(d)

2 |+|e(2)
2 〉〈e(d)

1 |= [e
(2)
2 , e

(2)
1 , 0, 0, . . . , 0],

W3 = |e(2)
1 〉〈e(d)

3 |+|e(2)
2 〉〈e(d)

2 |= [0, e
(2)
2 , e

(2)
1 , 0, . . . , 0],

W4 = |e(2)
1 〉〈e(d)

4 |+|e(2)
2 〉〈e(d)

4 |= [0, 0, 0, e
(2)
1 + e

(2)
2 , . . . , 0],

...

Wd = |e(2)
1 〉〈e(d)

d |+|e(2)
2 〉〈e(d)

d |= [0, 0, 0, 0, . . . , e
(2)
1 + e

(2)
2 ].

(5.2)

Then the pair of sets {W ∗
i Wj : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d} ⊆ Md and {WjW ∗

i : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d} ⊆ M2 is bi-linearly

independent.

Proof. Let 4 ≤ r, k ≤ d. We compute

W ∗

1 W1 = E11 + E33,

W ∗

1 W2 = E12 + E31,

W ∗

1 W3 = E13 + E32,

W ∗

1 Wr = E1r + E3r ,

W1W ∗

1 = F11 + F22,

W2W ∗

1 = F21,

W3W ∗

1 = F12,

WrW ∗

1 = 0,

W ∗

2 W1 = E21 + E13,

W ∗

2 W2 = E22 + E11,

W ∗

2 W3 = E23 + E12,

W ∗

2 Wr = E2r + E1r ,

W1W ∗

2 = F12,

W2W ∗

2 = F11 + F22,

W3W ∗

2 = F21,

WrW ∗

2 = 0,

W ∗

3 W1 = E31 + E23,

W ∗

3 W2 = E32 + E21,

W ∗

3 W3 = E33 + E22,

W ∗

3 Wr = E3r + E2r ,

W1W ∗

3 = F21,

W2W ∗

3 = F12,

W3W ∗

3 = F11 + F22,

WrW ∗

3 = 0,

W ∗

k W1 = Ek1 + Ek3,

W ∗

k W2 = Ek2 + Ek1,

W ∗

k W3 = Ek3 + Ek2,

W ∗

k Wr = 2Ekr ,

W1W ∗

k = 0,

W2W ∗

k = 0,

W3W ∗

k = 0,

WrW ∗

k = δrk(F11 + F12 + F21 + F22)

where Fij := |e(2)
i 〉〈e(2)

j | for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 2. Let A = [aij ] ∈ Md such that

d∑

i,j=1

aijW ∗
i Wj = 0 =

d∑

i,j=1

aijWjW ∗
i .

A simple calculation yields



a11 + a22 a12 + a23 a13 + a21 a14 + a24 · · · a1t + a2t · · · a1d + a2d

a21 + a32 a22 + a33 a23 + a31 a24 + a34 · · · a2t + a3t · · · a2d + a3d

a12 + a31 a13 + a32 a11 + a33 a14 + a34 · · · a1t + a3t · · · a1d + a3d

a41 + a42 a42 + a43 a41 + a43 2a44 · · · 2a4t · · · 2a4d

...
...

...
... · · ·

... · · ·
...

as1 + as2 as2 + as3 as1 + as3 2as4 · · · 2ast · · · 2asd

...
...

...
... · · ·

... · · ·
...

ad1 + ad2 ad2 + ad3 ad1 + ad3 2ad4 · · · 2adt · · · 2add




= 0
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and 


tr(A) a13 + a21 + a32 +
d∑

j=4

ajj

a12 + a23 + a31 +
d∑

j=4

ajj tr(A)


 = 0.

From the above two matrices, we deduce that aij = 0 for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d. This shows that the pair

of sets {W ∗
i Wj : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d} ⊆ Md and {WjW ∗

i : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d} ⊆ M2 is bi-linearly independent. �

Theorem 5.2. Let d ≥ 4. There exists an extreme point of the set CP(M2,Md; Z, Id

d
) with Choi-rank

d, where Z is given in (5.1).

Proof. Let Φ : M2 → Md be a CP map defined by

Φ(X) =
1

2d

d∑

j=1

W ∗
j XWj

=
1

2d




tr(X) x21 x12 0

x12 tr(X) x21 0

x21 x12 tr(X) 0

0 0 0 [tr(X) + x12 + x21] Id−3




for all X = [xij ] ∈ M2, where Wj ’s are given by (5.2). Check that

Φ(I2) =
1

2d

d∑

j=1

W ∗
j Wj =

Id

d
, and Φ∗(Id) =

1

2d

d∑

j=1

WjW ∗
j = Z.

Therefore Φ ∈ CP(M2,Md; Z, Id

d
). By Lemma 5.1, it follows that the pair of sets {W ∗

i Wj}d
i,j=1 ⊆ Md

and {WjW ∗
i }d

i,j=1 ⊆ M2 is bi-linearly independent. Hence, by Theorem 2.12, we conclude that Φ is

an extreme point of the set CP(M2,Md; Z, Id

d
) with CR(Φ) = d. �

Corollary 5.3. MR(Z, Id

d
) = d = ⌊

√
22 + d2 − 1⌋ for d ≥ 4.

Proof. It follows from the Theroerm 5.2 since ⌊
√

22 + d2 − 1⌋ = d. �

5.2. (d1, d2) = (d, d + 1), d ≥ 3.

In this subsection, we present an example of an extreme point of the set CP(Md,Md+1; Id

d
,

Id+1

d+1 )

with Choi-rank d + 1 for d ≥ 2. Note that the expression ⌊
√

d2 + (d + 1)2 − 1⌋ is equal to d + 1 if

d ≤ 3, and exceeds d + 1 if d ≥ 4. So this example for d = 3 asserts that the upper bound given by

K. R. Parthasarathy is indeed sharp for (d1, d2) = (3, 4). We begin with the following lemma.

Lemma 5.4. Let {Wj}4
j=1 ⊆ M3×4 be the set of matrices given by





W1 = |e(3)
1 〉〈e(4)

1 |+|e(3)
2 〉〈e(4)

2 |+|e(3)
3 〉〈e(4)

3 |= [e
(3)
1 , e

(3)
2 , e

(3)
3 , 0],

W2 = |e(3)
1 〉〈e(4)

2 |+|e(3)
2 〉〈e(4)

3 |+|e(3)
3 〉〈e(4)

4 |= [0, e
(3)
1 , e

(3)
2 , e

(3)
3 ],

W3 = |e(3)
3 〉〈e(4)

1 |+|e(3)
1 〉〈e(4)

3 |+|e(3)
2 〉〈e(4)

4 |= [e
(3)
3 , 0, e

(3)
1 , e

(3)
2 ],

W4 = |e(3)
2 〉〈e(4)

1 |+|e(3)
3 〉〈e(4)

2 |+|e(3)
1 〉〈e(4)

4 |= [e
(3)
2 , e

(3)
3 , 0, e

(3)
1 ].

(5.3)

Then the pair of sets {W ∗
i Wj : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 4} ⊆ M4 and {WjW ∗

i : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 4} ⊆ M3 is bi-linearly

independent.

Proof. We compute
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W ∗

1 W1 = E11 + E22 + E33,

W ∗

1 W2 = E12 + E23 + E34,

W ∗

1 W3 = E13 + E24 + E31,

W ∗

1 W4 = E14 + E21 + E32,

W ∗

2 W1 = E21 + E32 + E43,

W ∗

2 W2 = E22 + E33 + E44,

W ∗

2 W3 = E23 + E34 + E41,

W ∗

2 W4 = E24 + E31 + E42,

W ∗

3 W1 = E13 + E31 + E42,

W ∗

3 W2 = E14 + E32 + E43,

W ∗

3 W3 = E11 + E33 + E44,

W ∗

3 W4 = E12 + E34 + E41,

W ∗

4 W1 = E12 + E23 + E41,

W ∗

4 W2 = E13 + E24 + E42,

W ∗

4 W3 = E14 + E21 + E43,

W ∗

4 W4 = E11 + E22 + E44,

W1W ∗

1 = I3,

W1W ∗

2 = F21 + F32,

W1W ∗

3 = F13 + F31,

W1W ∗

4 = F12 + F23,

W2W ∗

1 = F12 + F23,

W2W ∗

2 = I3,

W2W ∗

3 = F21 + F32,

W2W ∗

4 = F13 + F31,

W3W ∗

1 = F13 + F31,

W3W ∗

2 = F12 + F23,

W3W ∗

3 = I3,

W3W ∗

4 = F21 + F32,

W4W ∗

1 = F21 + F32,

W4W ∗

2 = F13 + F31,

W4W ∗

3 = F12 + F23,

W4W ∗

4 = I3.

where Fij := |e(3)
i 〉〈e(3)

j | for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3. Let A = [aij ] ∈ M4 such that

4∑

i,j=1

aijW ∗
i Wj = 0 =

4∑

i,j=1

aijWjW ∗
i .

A simple calculation yields



a11 + a33 + a44 a12 + a34 + a41 a13 + a31 + a42 a14 + a32 + a43

a14 + a21 + a43 a11 + a22 + a44 a12 + a23 + a41 a13 + a24 + a42

a13 + a24 + a31 a14 + a21 + a32 a11 + a22 + a33 a12 + a23 + a34

a23 + a34 + a41 a24 + a31 + a42 a21 + a32 + a43 a22 + a33 + a44




= 0

and



tr(A) a12 + a23 + a34 + a41 a13 + a24 + a31 + a42

a14 + a21 + a32 + a43 tr(A) a12 + a23 + a34 + a41

a13 + a24 + a31 + a42 a14 + a21 + a32 + a43 tr(A)


 = 0.

From the above two matrices, we deduce that aij = 0 for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 4. This shows that the pair

of sets {W ∗
i Wj : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 4} ⊆ M4 and {WjW ∗

i : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 4} ⊆ M3 is bi-linearly independent. �

Theorem 5.5. There exists an extreme point of the set CP(M3,M4; I3

3 , I4

4 ) with Choi-rank 4.

Proof. Let Φ : M3 → M4 be a CP map defined by

Φ(X) =
1

12

4∑

j=1

W ∗
j XWj

=
1

12




tr(X) x12 + x23 x13 + x31 x21 + x32

x21 + x32 tr(X) x23 + x12 x13 + x31

x31 + x13 x32 + x21 tr(X) x12 + x23

x12 + x23 x13 + x31 x21 + x32 tr(X)




for all X = [xij ] ∈ M3, where Wj ’s are given by (5.3). Check that

Φ(I3) =
1

12

4∑

j=1

W ∗
j Wj =

I4

4
, and Φ∗(I4) =

1

12

4∑

j=1

WjW ∗
j =

I3

3
.

Therefore Φ ∈ CP(M3,M4; I3

3 , I4

4 ). By Lemma 5.4, it follows that the pair of sets {W ∗
i Wj}4

i,j=1 ⊆ M4

and {WjW ∗
i }4

i,j=1 ⊆ M3 is bi-linearly independent. Hence, by Theorem 2.12, we conclude that Φ is

an extreme point of the set CP(M3,M4; I3

3 , I4

4 ) with CR(Φ) = 4. �

Corollary 5.6. MR( I3

3 , I4

4 ) = 4 = ⌊
√

32 + 42 − 1⌋.

Proof. Follows from the Theorem 5.5. �
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Lemma 5.7. Given d ≥ 2. Let {Wj}d+1
j=1 ⊆ Md×(d+1) be the set of matrices given by






W1 = [e
(d)
1 , e

(d)
2 , · · · , e

(d)
d , 0],

W2 = [0, e
(d)
1 , e

(d)
2 , · · · , e

(d)
d ],

W3 = [e
(d)
d , 0, e

(d)
1 , · · · , e

(d)
(d−1)],

...

Wd+1 = [e
(d)
2 , e

(d)
3 , · · · , e

(d)
d , 0, e

(d)
1 ].

(5.4)

Then the pair of sets {W ∗
i Wj : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d + 1} ⊆ Md+1 and {WjW ∗

i : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d + 1} ⊆ Md is

bi-linearly independent.

Proof. The proof is in similar lines to the proof of the Lemma 5.4. �

Theorem 5.8. Given d ≥ 2. There exists an extreme point of the set CP(Md,Md+1; Id

d
,

Id+1

d+1 ) with

Choi-rank d + 1.

Proof. Let Φ : Md → Md+1 be the map defined by Φ = 1
d2+d

∑d+1
j=1 AdWj

, where Wj ’s are given by

(5.4) for 1 ≤ j ≤ d + 1. Check that Φ ∈ CP(Md,Md+1; Id

d
,

Id+1

d+1 ). By Lemma 5.7, it follows that

the pair of sets {W ∗
i Wj}d+1

i,j=1 ⊆ Md+1 and {WjWi}d+1
i,j=1 ⊆ Md is bi-linearly independent. Hence,

by Theorem 2.12, we conclude that Φ is an extreme point of the set CP(Md,Md+1; Id

d
,

Id+1

d+1 ) with

CR(Φ) = d + 1. �

Corollary 5.9. If d ≥ 2, then MR( Id

d
,

Id+1

d+1 ) ≥ d + 1. Moreover, MR( Id

d
,

Id+1

d+1 ) = d + 1 if d = 2, 3.

Proof. The first part is immediate from the Theorem 5.8. The second part also follows because

MR( Id

d
,

Id+1

d+1 ) ≤ ⌊
√

d2 + (d + 1)2 − 1⌋ = d + 1 if d = 2, 3. �

We wish to conclude this paper with the following mentioned. Given d1 = d2 ≥ 3 or d1 6= d2

with d1, d2 ≥ 2, this would be interesting to study whether it is possible to give an algorithm to

construct an extreme point that attain the upper bound given by K. R. Parthasarathy. We are not

able to answer this at this stage. We leave this for furthur investigation in the future.
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7. Appendix

Lemma 7.1. Let {Wj : 1 ≤ j ≤ 6} ⊆ M5 be the set of matrices given by





W1 = E13 + E32 = [0, e3, e1, 0, 0],

W2 = E24 + E43 = [0, 0, e4, e2, 0],

W3 =
√

2E35 + E54 = [0, 0, 0, e5,
√

2e3],

W4 = E14 + E42 = [0, e4, 0, e1, 0],

W5 = E15 + E41 + E53 = [e4, 0, e5, 0, e1],

W6 =
√

2E21 + E52 = [
√

2e2, e5, 0, 0, 0].

(7.1)

Then the pair of sets {W ∗
i Wj : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 6} and {WjW ∗

i : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 6} is bi-linearly independent.
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Proof. We compute

W ∗

1 W1 = E33 + E22,

W ∗

1 W2 = 0,

W ∗

1 W3 =
√

2E25,

W ∗

1 W4 = E34,

W ∗

1 W5 = E35,

W ∗

1 W6 = 0,

W ∗

2 W1 = 0,

W ∗

2 W2 = E33 + E44,

W ∗

2 W3 = 0,

W ∗

2 W4 = E32,

W ∗

2 W5 = E31,

W ∗

2 W6 =
√

2E41,

W ∗

3 W1 =
√

2E52,

W ∗

3 W2 = 0,

W ∗

3 W3 = E44 + 2E55,

W ∗

3 W4 = 0,

W ∗

3 W5 = E43,

W ∗

3 W6 = E42,

W ∗

4 W1 = E43,

W ∗

4 W2 = E23,

W ∗

4 W3 = 0,

W ∗

4 W4 = E22 + E44,

W ∗

4 W5 = E21 + E45,

W ∗

4 W6 = 0,

W ∗

5 W1 = E53,

W ∗

5 W2 = E13,

W ∗

5 W3 = E34,

W ∗

5 W4 = E12 + E54,

W ∗

5 W5 = E11 + E33 + E55,

W ∗

5 W6 = E32,

W ∗

6 W1 = 0,

W ∗

6 W2 =
√

2E14,

W ∗

6 W3 = E24,

W ∗

6 W4 = 0,

W ∗

6 W5 = E23,

W ∗

6 W6 = 2E11 + E22,

W1W ∗

1 = E11 + E33,

W1W ∗

2 = E14,

W1W ∗

3 = 0,

W1W ∗

4 = E34,

W1W ∗

5 = E15,

W1W ∗

6 = E35,

W2W ∗

1 = E41,

W2W ∗

2 = E22 + E44,

W2W ∗

3 = E25,

W2W ∗

4 = E21,

W2W ∗

5 = E45,

W2W ∗

6 = 0,

W3W ∗

1 = 0,

W3W ∗

2 = E52,

W3W ∗

3 = 2E33 + E55,

W3W ∗

4 = E51,

W3W ∗

5 =
√

2E31,

W3W ∗

6 = 0,

W4W ∗

1 = E43,

W4W ∗

2 = E12,

W4W ∗

3 = E15,

W4W ∗

4 = E11 + E44,

W4W ∗

5 = 0,

W4W ∗

6 = E45,

W5W ∗

1 = E51,

W5W ∗

2 = E54,

W5W ∗

3 =
√

2E13,

W5W ∗

4 = 0

W5W ∗

5 = E11 + E44 + E55,

W5W ∗

6 =
√

2E42,

W6W ∗

1 = E53,

W6W ∗

2 = 0,

W6W ∗

3 = 0,

W6W ∗

4 = E54,

W6W ∗

5 =
√

2E24,

W6W ∗

6 = 2E22 + E55.

Let A = [aij ] ∈ M5 such that

6∑

i,j=1

aijW ∗
i Wj = 0 =

6∑

i,j=1

aijWjW ∗
i .

A simple calculation yields



a55 + 2a66 a54 a52

√

2a62 0

a45 a11 + a44 + a66 a42 + a65 a63

√

2a13

a25 a24 + a56 a11 + a22 + a55 a14 + a53 a15
√

2a26 a36 a35 + a41 a22 + a33 + a44 a45

0
√

2a31 a51 a54 2a33 + a55




= 0

and



a11 + a44 + a55 a24

√

2a35 a21 a34 + a51

a42 a22 + 2a66 0
√

2a56 a32
√

2a53 0 a11 + 2a33 a41 a61

a12

√

2a65 a14 a22 + a44 + a55 a52 + a64

a15 + a43 a23 a16 a25 + a46 a33 + a55 + a66




= 0.

This implies that aij = 0 for all 1 ≤ i 6= j ≤ 6. Furthermore, we have Bx = 0, where x =

(a11, a22, . . . , a66)T ∈ C6 and B ∈ M10×6 given by

B
T :=




0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0

0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 0

0 0 0 1 2 0 0 2 0 1

0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0

1 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 1

2 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 1




.

Check that rank(B) = 6. So the null space of B is trivial. Therefore, x = 0 and hence aij = 0 for

all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 6. This shows that the pair of sets {W ∗
i Wj : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 6} and {WjW ∗

i : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 6} is

bi-linearly independent. �
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Lemma 7.2. Let {Wj : 1 ≤ j ≤ 7} ⊆ M5 be the set of matrices given by





W1 =
√

2E13 + E32 + E54 = [0, e3,
√

2e1, e5, 0],

W2 = E24 + E43 = [0, 0, e4, e2, 0],

W3 =
√

2E35 +
√

3E54 = [0, 0, 0,
√

3e5,
√

2e3],

W4 = E14 + E42 = [0, e4, 0, e1, 0]

W5 = E15 + 2E41 + E53 = [2e4, 0, e5, 0, e1],

W6 =
√

2E21 + E52 = [
√

2e2, e5, 0, 0, 0],

W7 =
√

2E13 +
√

3iE32 +
√

3E25 = [0,
√

3ie3,
√

2e1, 0,
√

3e2].

(7.2)

Then the pair of sets {W ∗
i Wj : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 7} and {WjW ∗

i : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 7} is bi-linearly independent

Proof. We first compute W ∗
i Wj for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 7 as listed below:

W ∗

1 W1 = E22 + 2E33 + E44,

W ∗

1 W2 = 0,

W ∗

1 W3 =
√

2E25 +
√

3E44,

W ∗

1 W4 =
√

2E34,

W ∗

1 W5 =
√

2E35 + E43,

W ∗

1 W6 = E42,

W ∗

1 W7 =
√

3iE22 + 2E33,

W ∗

2 W1 = 0,

W ∗

2 W2 = E33 + E44,

W ∗

2 W3 = 0,

W ∗

2 W4 = E32,

W ∗

2 W5 = 2E31,

W ∗

2 W6 =
√

2E41,

W ∗

2 W7 =
√

3E45,

W ∗

3 W1 =
√

2E52 +
√

3E44,

W ∗

3 W2 = 0,

W ∗

3 W3 = 3E44 + 2E55,

W ∗

3 W4 = 0,

W ∗

3 W5 =
√

3E43,

W ∗

3 W6 =
√

3E42,

W ∗

3 W7 =
√

6iE52,

W ∗

4 W1 =
√

2E43,

W ∗

4 W2 = E23,

W ∗

4 W3 = 0,

W ∗

4 W4 = E22 + E44

W ∗

4 W5 = 2E21 + E45,

W ∗

4 W6 = 0,

W ∗

4 W7 =
√

2E43,

W ∗

5 W1 =
√

2E53 + E34,

W ∗

5 W2 = 2E13,

W ∗

5 W3 =
√

3E34,

W ∗

5 W4 = 2E12 + E54,

W ∗

5 W5 = 4E11 + E33 + E55,

W ∗

5 W6 = E32,

W ∗

5 W7 =
√

2E53,

W ∗

6 W1 = E24,

W ∗

6 W2 =
√

2E14,

W ∗

6 W3 =
√

3E24,

W ∗

6 W4 = 0,

W ∗

6 W5 = E23,

W ∗

6 W6 = 2E11 + E22,

W ∗

6 W7 =
√

6E15,

W ∗

7 W1 = −
√

3iE22 + 2E33,

W ∗

7 W2 =
√

3E54,

W ∗

7 W3 = −
√

6iE25,

W ∗

7 W4 =
√

2E34,

W ∗

7 W5 =
√

2E35,

W ∗

7 W6 =
√

6E51,

W ∗

7 W7 = 3E22 + 2E33 + 3E55.

Next, we compute WjW ∗
i for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 7 as listed below:

W1W ∗

1 = 2E11 + E33 + E55,

W1W ∗

2 =
√

2E14 + E52,

W1W ∗

3 =
√

3E55,

W1W ∗

4 = E51 + E34,

W1W ∗

5 =
√

2E15,

W1W ∗

6 = E35,

W1W ∗

7 = 2E11 −
√

3iE33,

W2W ∗

1 = E25 +
√

2E41,

W2W ∗

2 = E22 + E44,

W2W ∗

3 =
√

3E25,

W2W ∗

4 = E21,

W2W ∗

5 = E45,

W2W ∗

6 = 0,

W2W ∗

7 =
√

2E41,

W3W ∗

1 =
√

3E55,

W3W ∗

2 =
√

3E52,

W3W ∗

3 = 2E33 + 3E55,

W3W ∗

4 =
√

3E51,

W3W ∗

5 =
√

2E31,

W3W ∗

6 = 0,

W3W ∗

7 =
√

6E32,

W4W ∗

1 = E15 + E43,

W4W ∗

2 = E12,

W4W ∗

3 =
√

3E15,

W4W ∗

4 = E11 + E44,

W4W ∗

5 = 0,

W4W ∗

6 = E45,

W4W ∗

7 = −
√

3iE43,

W5W ∗

1 =
√

2E51,

W5W ∗

2 = E54,

W5W ∗

3 =
√

2E13,

W5W ∗

4 = 0,

W5W ∗

5 = E11 + 4E44 + E55,

W5W ∗

6 = 2
√

2E42,

W5W ∗

7 =
√

3E12 +
√

2E51,

W6W ∗

1 = E53,

W6W ∗

2 = 0,

W6W ∗

3 = 0,

W6W ∗

4 = E54,

W6W ∗

5 = 2
√

2E24,

W6W ∗

6 = 2E22 + E55,

W6W ∗

7 = −
√

3iE53,

W7W ∗

1 = 2E11 +
√

3iE33,

W7W ∗

2 =
√

2E14,

W7W ∗

3 =
√

6E23,

W7W ∗

4 =
√

3iE34,

W7W ∗

5 =
√

2E15 +
√

3E21,

W7W ∗

6 =
√

3iE35,

W7W ∗

7 = 2E11 + 3E22 + 3E33.

Let A = [aij ] ∈ M5 such that
∑7

i,j=1 aijW ∗
i Wj = 0 =

∑7
i,j=1 aijWjW ∗

i . A simple calculation yields
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4a55 + 2a66 2a54 2a52

√
2a62

√
6a67

2a45

√
3i(a17 − a71) + a11 + a44 + a66 + 3a77 a42 + a65 a61 +

√
3a63

√
2a13 −

√
6ia73

2a25 a24 + a56 2(a17 + a71) + 2a11 + a22 + a55 + 2a77

√
2a14 + a51 +

√
3a53 +

√
2a74

√
2(a15 + a75)√

2a26 a16 +
√

3a36 a15 +
√

3a35 +
√

2(a41 + a47)
√

3(a13 + a31) + a11 + a22 + 3a33 + a44

√
3a27 + a45√

6a76

√
2a31 +

√
6ia37

√
2(a51 + a57) a54 +

√
3a72 2a33 + a55 + 3a77




= 0,




2(a17 + a71) + 2a11 + a44 + a55 + 2a77 a24 +
√

3a75

√
2a35

√
2(a21 + a27) a14 +

√
3a34 +

√
2a51 + a57

a42 +
√

3a57 a22 + 2a66 + 3a77

√
6a37 2

√
2a56 a12 +

√
3a32√

2a53

√
6a73

√
3i(a17 − a71) + a11 + 2a33 + 3a77 a41 +

√
3ia47 a61 +

√
3ia67√

2(a12 + a72) 2
√

2a65 a14 −
√

3ia74 a22 + a44 + 4a55 a52 + a64√
2(a15 + a75) + a41 +

√
3a43 a21 +

√
3a23 a16 −

√
3ia76 a25 + a46

√
3(a13 + a31) + a11 + 3a33 + a55 + a66




= 0.

This implies that aij = 0 for all 1 ≤ i 6= j ≤ 7 except a17 and a71. Furthermore, we have Bx = 0,

where x = (a11, a22, . . . , a77, a17, a71)T ∈ C
9 and B ∈ M10×9 is given by

B :=




2 1 0 0 1 0 2 2 2

2 0 0 1 1 0 2 2 2

1 0 0 1 0 1 3
√

3i −
√

3i

1 0 2 0 0 0 3
√

3i −
√

3i

1 1 3 1 0 0 0 0 0

1 0 3 0 1 1 0 0 0

0 1 0 1 4 0 0 0 0

0 1 0 0 0 2 3 0 0

0 0 2 0 1 0 3 0 0

0 0 0 0 4 2 0 0 0




.

Check that rank(B) = 9. So the null space of B is trivial. Therefore, x = 0 and hence aij = 0 for

all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 7. This shows that the pair of sets {W ∗
i Wj : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 7} and {WjW ∗

i : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 7} is

bi-linearly independent. �
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