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Abstract

The study of quantum states frequently examines the connection between non-local effects
in quantum mechanics and quantities that remain unchanged under local unitary transforma-
tions. Among these concepts, local unitary equivalence, defined through local unitary trans-
formations, holds significant importance in quantum state classification and resource theory.
This paper focuses on the fundamental issue of local unitary equivalence for multipartite
quantum states within quantum information theory, with the aim of identifying the compre-
hensive set of invariants that define their local unitary orbits. These invariants are crucial for
deriving polynomial invariants and describing physical properties that remain invariant un-
der local unitary transformations. Specifically, the research delves into the characterization of
local unitary equivalence and the detection of entanglement using local unitary Bargmann in-
variants, utilizing the generalized Schur-Weyl duality to analyze tensor product symmetries.
Taking the two-qubit system as an example, our study demonstrates the measurability of the
invariants that determine local unitary equivalence and establishes a relationship between
Makhlin;™s fundamental invariants (a complete set of 18 local unitary invariants for two-qubit
states) and local unitary Bargmann invariants. These Bargmann invariants are related to the
trace of density operator products with marginal states and can be measured through a cycle
test, an extension of the SWAP test. These findings offer a practical criterion for en- tangle-
ment detection based on local unitary Bargmann invariants, contributing to the advancement

of quantum information theory and its applications.
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1 Introduction

In the rapidly evolving field of quantum information science, understanding and manipulating
quantum states is paramount. Among the myriad phenomena that quantum mechanics offers,
local unitary equivalence and entanglement stand out as fundamental yet intricate concepts. Lo-
cal unitary equivalence, which posits that certain quantum states are indistinguishable under
local operations and classical communication (LOCC), lies at the heart of quantum state clas-
sification and resource theories. Entanglement, on the other hand, serves as a cornerstone for
quantum computing [1], quantum cryptography [2], and various quantum communication pro-
tocols [3, 4, 5], underscoring its pivotal role in harnessing the power of quantum mechanics.
The local unitary equivalence [6, 7, 8, 9, 10], defined through local unitary transformations,
holds significant importance in quantum information science because the importance of local
unitary transformations lies in their crucial roles in quantum state manipulation, quantum al-
gorithm design, and quantum state classification. The elaboration on these key roles can be

described in detail:

® Local unitary transformations are indispensable tools in quantum state manipulation [11].
They enable precise control over the local properties of quantum states without altering the
overall properties of the quantum system. Specifically, local unitary transformations can act
on certain or some subsystems within a quantum system, thereby changing the quantum
states of these subsystems while maintaining the inner product and norm of the overall
system’s quantum state. This characteristic makes local unitary transformations widely ap-
plicable in processes such as quantum state preparation, manipulation, and measurement.
For instance, in quantum computing, we can utilize local unitary transformations to re-
alize interactions and information transfer between qubits, thereby constructing complex

quantum algorithms and quantum networks.

¢ Local unitary transformations play a pivotal role in quantum algorithm design [12], a core
issue in the field of quantum computing. On the one hand, local unitary transformations
can serve as basic operational units for quantum algorithms, with complex quantum al-
gorithms being constructed by combining different local unitary transformations. On the
other hand, local unitary transformations can be used to optimize the performance of quan-
tum algorithms. For example, in quantum search algorithms, we can adjust the structure
of the search space through local unitary transformations, thereby improving search ef-
ficiency. Additionally, local unitary transformations have applications in quantum error
correction and quantum secure communication, providing more possibilities and flexibility

for quantum algorithm design.



® Local unitary transformations play a key role in quantum state classification [13], an im-
portant problem in quantum information science. Firstly, local unitary transformations can
be used to determine whether two quantum states are equivalent. In quantum state clas-
sification, we need to ascertain which quantum states are equivalent under local unitary
transformations, meaning they can be transformed into each other through local unitary
transformations. This equivalence judgment is significant for understanding the properties
of quantum states and constructing quantum algorithms. Secondly, local unitary transfor-
mations can be used to study the entanglement properties of quantum states. Entanglement
is an important characteristic of quantum states, describing non-classical correlations be-
tween quantum states. Local unitary transformations can preserve the entanglement prop-

erties of quantum states, providing a powerful tool for studying entanglement phenomena.

The characterization of local unitary equivalence and the detection of entanglement are cru-
cial for advancing our understanding and applications of quantum systems. Despite significant
progress, these tasks remain challenging due to the complex nature of quantum states and the
high-dimensional spaces they inhabit. The complex interaction between local unitary transfor-
mations and global quantum characteristics requires a refined method to distinguish equivalent
states and efficiently recognize entangled states.

This paper delves into the problem of characterizing local unitary equivalence of multipar-
tite states and detecting entanglement in quantum systems by using locally unitary Bargmann
invariants, which are involved in many protocols such as quantum fingerprinting [14], etc. The
Bargmann invariants are a gauge-invariant quantity that is related to the geometric phase ac-
quired by a quantum system undergoing a cyclic evolution [15], and are also connected to Wigner
rotations and null phase curves [16], besides they are used in Kirkwood-Dirac quasi-probability
representation [17, 18, 19] and used as witness of quantum imaginarity [20], as well. Note that
Bargmann invariants are also known as multivariate traces [21], which can be estimated by a con-
stant quantum depth circuit [22] while respecting near-term quantum architecture constraints.
With the constant quantum depth circuit, theoretical speaking, we can use it to test the LU
equivalence operationally by experiment. We aim to provide a comprehensive framework that
leverages theoretical insights and practical algorithms to tackle these challenges. By exploring
the mathematical structure of quantum states and the properties of local unitary transformations,
we seek to elucidate the conditions under which two quantum states are locally equivalent. Fur-
thermore, we propose and analyze the proposed entanglement detection methods by Bargmann
invariants.

Our work is structured as follows: We first review the foundational concepts of local unitary
equivalence, setting the stage for our subsequent discussions. We then delve into the theoretical

underpinnings of local unitary transformations and their implications for quantum state classifi-
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cation. Next, we present a criterion of entanglement detection by Bargmann invariants which are
locally unitary invariant, discussing their strengths and limitations. We conclude by proposing
novel methods and algorithms that address the current challenges in characterizing local unitary
equivalence and detecting entanglement, and we outline potential directions for future research.
By contributing to the ongoing discourse on these foundational quantum phenomena, we hope

to pave the way for new advancements in quantum information science and technology.

2 Bargmann invariants and local equivalence of quantum states

Before proceeding, let us fix notations used in this paper. Given two tuples of N states ¥ =
(p1,...,0n) and ¥ = (p},...,p)) acting on Hilbert space C? if there exists a unitary U € U(d),
the unitary group acting on C%, such that p}, = Up U for each k = 1,2,...,N, we say ¥ and ¥’
are unitarily equivalent. If there exists a set of invariant properties allows us to decide whether
two tuples of states are unitarily equivalent, this set is said to be complete.

Consider a tuple of N pure/mixed quantum states ¥ = (p1,...,pn), where states py’s act on
the same underlying Hilbert space. The Bargmann invariant (aka multivariate traces [21, 22]) of

this tuple of states is defined as

MAa..n(Y) = Tr (0102 - - - pN) - (2.1)

Bargmann invariants can be used to describe the unitarily equivalence between tuples of
states. In fact, we have already known the following result [23]: Let ¥ = (p1,...,on) and ¥/ =
(0}, ..., 0)) be two tuples of mixed states on C?. Then both ¥ and ¥’ are unitarily equivalent if
and only if, for every m € IN and for every sequence iy, iy, . .., i,, of numbers from {1,..., N}, the

corresponding Bargmann invariants of degree m agree

Tr (0i0i, - -+ 0i,) = Tr (03,00, -+ 0},) - (2.2)

Recently, quantum circuits such as cycle test was introduced, which enable the direct measure-
ment of complete sets of Bargmann invariants for a tuple of quantum states [21]. Motivated by
this result, we will investigate the locally unitary equivalent of tuples of multipartite states using
locally unitary Bargmann invariants.

The same paradigm in the last section motivated the usage of invariant polynomials in the
context of classification of entanglement classes subject to local unitary transformation. Let V =
Herm(Cd1 ®---QCIN ), the Hermitian matrices acting on the tensor space, and denote the local
unitary group by U(d) = U(d;) ® - - - ® U(dy). Define U(d) acts on V by conjugation, i.e., for any
g € U(d) and X € V, we get the LU action of U(d) on V via 7, X = ¢Xg". In fact, given two tuples
of multipartite states on C*' @ --- @ C™, ¥ = (py,...,pn) and ¥’ = (p}, ..., py), they are locally



unitarily (LU) equivalent in the sense that p! = gp;¢" foralli =1,..., N and some g € U(d). That
is, there exist a collection of unitary operators U; € U(d;) such that ¢ = U; ® - - - ® Uy, where
i=1,...,N, and

= (U1®"'®UN)P1‘(U1®"‘®UN)+ (2.3)

foreach i = 1,...,N. Clearly, when N = 1, this problem is reduced to a well-known locally
unitary equivalence of two multipartite states. In what follows, we characterize locally unitary
equivalence between two multipartite states using measurable quantities which can be expressed

as a linear combination of locally unitary Bargmann invariants.

Proposition 2.1. For any two N-partite states p and o acting on C" @ - - - @ CN, they are LU equivalent,
ie., o= gpg' for some g € U(d), if and only if, for arbitrary positive integer n, it holds that

Tr (0% Py, (7r) = Tr (0°"Pyu(7)), (2.4)

where the meaning of P4, () will be explained immediately for all 7 = (my,...,nn) € SY, the

Cartesian product of N copies of the permutation group of n distinct elements.

It is easily seen that these quantities involved in Eq. (2.4) can be shown to be a linear com-
bination of locally unitary Bargmann invariants Tr (p;, - - - p;, ), where each p; s is taken from the
sequence of states {pp : A C {1,...,N}}, where pp = Trz (p), where A := {1,...,N}\A. Due
to the measurability of Bargmann invariants, the above result in fact leads an operational test for
LU equivalence.

In order to derive a further result, let us focus on the special bipartite case. Given two
bipartite states pap and p/jp on C" @ C*"(m =n = 2), let ¥ = (pap,pa ® 1,14 ® pp), where
1x(X = A, B) is the identity operator, and ¥’ = (p/y5, 0/, ® 15,14 ® p}), we will study the locally
unitary equivalence of two tuples ¥ and ¥’. It is easily seen that p4p is LU equivalent to o/, ; if
and only if ¥ is LU equivalent to ¥’.

Although a complete set of LU invariants of two-qubit states is given already by Makhlin in
2002, we would like here to work out a complete set of LU invariants of two-qubit states in terms

of Bargmann invariants which are measurable quantities, interested by experimenter.

Theorem 2.2. Given any two-qubit state p4g € D (C*> ® C?). Denote Xo = pap, X1 = pa ® 1p, and
X, = 14 ® pp. All LU invariant polynomials of two-qubit states can be generated by the following 18



locally unitary Bargmann invariants By(k = 1,...,18), where the meanings of By's are given below:

By :=Tr (X0X1),Bs :=Tr (X0X2),Bs := Tr (X0X1X2), By :=Tr (X3) ,

Bs :=Tr (X5X1X5), B :=Tr (X3) , B7 := Tr (X3X1) , Bs := Tr (X3 X2) ,

By :=Tr (X3X1X>),Bio := Tr (X¢) , Bun := Tr (X§X1X3X1), Bia := Tr (X3XoX3X>), (2.5)
B3 := Tr (XoX1X2X5X1) , Bia := Tr (XoX1X2X3X>) , Bis := Tr (XoX1 XX X1) ,

Big := Tr (XoX1X2XX2) , Bi7 := Tr (XoX1 X5X1X3X1) , Big == Tr (XX X5X2 X5 X0) .

Moreover, the specific expressions for all Makhlin invariants Li's are analytically expressed by using

Bargmann invariants By's given in Appendix.

The proof of this theorem can be finished by finding analytical relations between Makhlin
invariants L;’s and Bargmann invariants By’s. In other words, as generators of a complete set
of LU invariants, By’s are more important than L;’s because By’s are measurable by the recent
proposed quantum circuit, the named cycle test. Therefore, we can determine whether two
unknown two-qubit states are LU equivalent if and only if they have the same values on the 18

Bargmann generators by measurement.

3 Entanglement criterion via LU Bargmann invariants

From the connection between Makhlin invariants and Bargmann invariants, we will get a physical

and operational criterion in entanglement detection. In fact, we get the following;:

Theorem 3.1. A two-qubit state p sp is entangled if and only if the following inequality holds true:
6(By + By — B1By — By — Byg) + 12(Bs — B3) + 3B + 4B, < 1, (3.1)

where the meanings of Bys here are taken from Eq. (2.5). Explicitly, Eq. (3.1) can be equivalently rewritten

as

6 |Tr (0h) +Tr (03) — Tr (v&) Tr (05) — Tr (%) — Tr (ks ) |
12 [Tr (05(04 @ p8)) — Tr (045 (04 @ p8))] +3 [Tr (045)]° +4Tr (0%5) < 1. (3.2)

4 Discussion and conclusion

In [25], the authors proposed a test for entanglement of two-qubit states. But, it is hard to deter-
mine the separability of an unknown state in practice because one has to check their inequality for

all sets of local testing observables being complementary. We see from Eq. (3.1) or Eq. (3.2) that



in order to determine entanglement in an unknown two-qubit state, it suffices to measure only 7
locally unitarily Bargmann invariants for such two-qubit state.

In this work, we have explored the local unitary equivalence of multipartite states using
Bargmann invariants. We have identified a complete set of 18 Bargmann generators that consti-
tute local unitary (LU) invariants for two-qubit states. Building on this foundation, we propose
a method to characterize entanglement in unknown two-qubit states by measuring a subset of
seven out of these 18 Bargmann generators. Our approach can be extended to higher-dimensional
state spaces. Our findings also inspire novel experimental designs to test entanglement in un-
known quantum states. In future research, we plan to investigate the relationships between the

moments of the probability distribution of random measurements [26] and Bargmann invariants.
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Appendices

In what follows, we proceed to prove each of them. When deriving these main results, we
present some essential tools that facilitate the obtainment of additional findings. For instance,
we establish a rigorous relationship concerning the conversion between Makhlin’s fundamental
invariants and LU Bargmann’s invariants. With these preparations, we can calculate arbitrary
locally unitary Bargmann invariants Tr (p;, - - - p;, ), Where each p;, is from the set {045,014 ®

15,14 ® pp} for any two-qubit state p4p, up to ignoring dimensional factors.

A Proof of Proposition 2.1

For the proof of Proposition 2.1 in the main text, we used a lot of tools which cannot be explained
in detail within the confines of that proposition’s discussion. Now in this section, we will present
a more comprehensive and detailed exploration of these tools, providing the necessary back-
ground, definitions, and explanations to fully understand their application in the proof. This
deeper dive will not only clarify the intricacies of the proof but also enhance the reader’s grasp
of the underlying mathematical concepts and techniques. By doing so, we aim to make the proof

of Proposition 2.1 more accessible and insightful for a broader audience.
A.1 Invariant theory
Let K be a compact group and let
IT: K> g~ Il € GL(V) (A1)

be a representation of K in a finite dimensional real vector space V. Since K is compact, we can

assume that I'l; is an orthogonal transformation. That is,
IT: K> g~ 1II; € O(V). (A.2)

The space of all real polynomials on V is denoted by R[V]. We will denote by R[V],, the space
of real homogeneous polynomials on V of degree n. Homogeneous polynomials of degree n are

mappings of the form:

p(v) = (p,0"") (A.3)

where (-,-) is the K-invariant inner product in V®" (induced by the inner product on V), and
p € V¥ is a tensor encoding the polynomial p.

Invariant homogeneous polynomials of degree 1 are polynomials that must satisfy
p(Ilv) = p(v) (A4)
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for every v € V and g € K. This is equivalent to
(p.0"") = (p, (g10)™") = (p, 117 0°") = (I1"p,v""), (A.5)
which implies
1*p = p (A.6)

for every ¢ € K.
Denote the set of all K-invariant polynomials by R[V]X. It is well known result in invariant
theory that in the case of compact groups we can use invariant polynomials in R[V]X to decide

about equivalence of elements of V under the action of K.

Proposition A.1 ([24]). For u,v € V, we have v = Ilgu, for some ¢ € K if and only if for every
invariant polynomial p € R[V K, we have p(v) = p(u).

Because every polynomial can be decomposed into the direct sum of homogeneous polyno-
mials, this implies R[V]K = &% R[V]K. Then the above Proposition A.1 can be restated as

Proposition A.2. For u,v € V, we have v = Tl,u, for some ¢ € K if and only if for every K-invariant

homogeneous polynomial p,, of degree n, we have p,(v) = p,(u), wheren =1,2,...

A.2 The generalized Schur-Weyl duality

Consider a system of n qudits, acting on (C?)®" each with a standard local computational basis
{li),i =1,...,d}. The Schur-Weyl duality relates transforms on the system performed by local
d-dimensional unitary operations to those performed by permutation of the qudits. Recall that
the symmetric group S, is the group of all permutations of n objects. This group is naturally

represented in our system by

Pd,n(T()|l'1 ce Zn> = ’1.7171(1) ce 117.[71(”)>, (A7)

where 71 € S, is a permutation and [iy - - - i) is shorthand for |i;) ® - -+ ® |iy). Let U(d) denote

the group of d x d unitary operators. This group is naturally represented in our system by
Quu(U)liy -+ in) :=Uliy) ® - @ Uliy), (A.8)

where U € U(d). In fact, Q;,(U) = U®", which is called the collective action of U € U(d). Thus

we have the following famous result:

Theorem A.3 (Schur, [27]). Let A = spang {Pg,(77) : 1 € S¢} and B = spang {Qg,,(U) : U € U(d)}.
Then:

A =B and A=D5. (A9)
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When treated as matrix algebras, such pairs (A, B) are known as dual reductive pairs since the
collective action of the unitary group on the tensor space and the permutation action of tensor
factors are mutual commutants.

In fact, the above dual theorem by Schur can be generalized. Consider the local unitary group
U(d) =U(d;) ®---®U(dy), where d = (dy,...,dy) are positive integer dimensions, which is a
subgroup of GL(d) = GL(d;,C) ® --- ® GL(dy,C). Let V; be a d;-dimensional complex Hilbert
space and V = V; ® - - - @ V.. Then U(d) acts on the vector space End(V) = ®¥ ,End(V;), where
End(V;) is the set of all endomorphisms from V to itself, by

M+— gMg' (¢g=U;®---@Uy € U(d),M € End(V)) (A.10)

which is obtained by linear extension of the action: ®5\L1X1- — ®fi U X Z-ll:-r, where X; € End(V})
and U; € U(di).
Consider the representation of U(d) on End(V®"), defined by

def

Qu,(Uy, ..., Un) = Qu »(U1) ® - ® Qg n(Un), (A.11)

where Q. ,(U;) = U for U; € U(d;). Denote the N-fold Cartesian product SY := S, x -+ x S,
of the symmetric group S, of order n. The action of S) on End(V®") is defined by

def

Pd,)’l(nll ceey 7-(]\]) - Pdl,ﬂ(nl) ® et ® PdN,n(T[N)/ (A12)
where P, ,(7;) € End(V:*") for 7t; € S,, with its definition taken from Eq. (A.7).

Theorem A.4 (The generalized Schur-Weyl duality, [?, ?]). Let

Av ‘= spang {Pd,n(ﬂfl, ey 7'CN) : (7‘[1, ceey 7'CN) S 5111\[} , (A13)
B = spang{Qu,(Uy, ..., Uy): (Uy,..., Uy) € U(d)}. (A.14)

Then it holds that
A =B and B = A (A.15)

A.3 Proof of Proposition 2.1

Let V = Herm(C% ® - - - ® C%), the Hermitian matrices acting on the tensor space, and denote
the local unitary group by U(d) = U(d1) ® - - - ® U(dy). Define U(d) acts on V by conjugation, i.e.,
for any ¢ € U(d) and X € V, we get the LU action of U(d) on V via 7, X = ¢Xg'. In fact, given
two tuples of multipartite states on Ch®...QCHN, ¥ = (p1,...,on) and ¥ = (p},...,0N),
they are locally unitarily (LU) equivalent in the sense that p! = gp;g" for alli = 1,...,N and

13



some ¢ € U(d). That is, there exist a collection of unitary operators U; € U(d;) such that
g=U1®---® Uy, wherei=1,...,N, and

o=@ - Uy)pi(Uh @ @ Uy)" (A.16)
foreachi=1,...,N.

Proof of Proposition 2.1. Clearly p € V, then g = U; ® --- ® Uy € U(d) acts on p via 1,0 = gpg".
The space of all real polynomials on V is denoted by R[V]. We will denote by R[V],, the space of
real homogenous polynomials on V of degree n. We have already known that each homogeneous
polynomials of degree n are mappings of the form p(v) = (p,v*"), where v € V and p € V.
Thus  defines an U(d)-invariant polynomial p € R[V] @ if and only if 7"p = p for all
¢ € U(d). Now for both p and ¢ satisfying ¢ = gpg" for some g € U(d) if and only if p(p) = p(o)
for Vp € R[V]Y(4) [24]. By virtue of the above this is equivalent to demanding that for all g € U(d)

p=17"P=Qun(3)PQun(3),
where Qg ,(3) = U;"®---@UY" for § := (Uj,...,Uy). This amounts to requiring [Q4,(g), p] =
0 implying that p € B’ = A by the generalized Schur-Weyl duality. Thus j can be expanded
into a linear combination of Py, (7)’s for w = (711,...,my) € SY, where Py, (7r) := Py, (1) ®
-+ @Py n(my) for each permutation 71; € S,(i = 1,...,n). Here, for d = dy,...,dn, Pa,
acting on (C?)®" via the action on computational basis vectors is defined by Py ,|i1 - iy) =
lig-1(1)**iz1(n))- By the generalized Schur-Weyl duality, it is easily seen that o = gpgt if and
only if Tr (¢®"Py, (7)) = Tr (0*"Py (7)), where n = 1,2,... and 7 € SY. This completes the
proof. O

B Proof of Theorem 2.2

In this section, we first establish an intriguing formula (Lemma B.5) concerning operator prod-
ucts. Subsequently, we reformulate the 18 Makhlin invariants I;’s using 18 LU invariant gen-
erators, denoted as L;’s (Proposition B.22). With these foundational steps completed, we can
express all 18 Bargmann generators By’s as polynomials in terms of the 18 LU invariant gener-
ators Li’s (see Lemma B.23). Building on this, we derive expressions for the L;’s in terms of
the By’s. Through the interrelationships between the L;’s and By’s, we deduce that the set of 18
Bargmann invariants By’s constitutes a complete set that determines the local unitary equivalence

of two-qubit states.
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B.1 Product formula for two-qubit observables

Let us fix some notations used in this section. Firstly, we recall the notion of the cross product in
the real Euclidean space R®. We will make the convention by assuming that the cross product
of two row(column) vectors will be a row(column) vector according to the definition of the cross

product. For instance, for two column vectors x = (x1,x2,%3)" and y = (y1,y2,v3)" in R3, where
) T

In what follows, we will use exchangeably the notation of column (row) vector x(x") and

" means the transpose, their cross product x x y is identified with

x><y:<

Moreover the cross product x™ x y' is identified with

xTxyT:<

According to this convention, we find that (x x y)" = x" x y'.

X2 X3

Y2 Y3

X1 X3

VY1 Y3

X1 X2

n

4 7

X2 X3

Y2 Y3

X1 X3

Vi Y3

X1 X2

1 Y2

4 7

the Dirac notation ket (bra) |x)((x|). The inner products between two real 3-dimensional column

vectors x and y and two real 3 x 3 matrices M and N, are defined by, respectively,
(x,y):=x'y and (M,N):=Tr(M'N),

where Tr stands for the usual matrix trace. We often write (x, My) as (x|M|y). Denote |x| :=
(x,x) and |M|| := /(M, M).

We also use the notion of the cofactors [28] of entries in a matrix is defined as follows.

Definition B.1. For any (real or complex) square matrix M = (#;;),xn, the so-called cofactor of
entry m;j is defined as the factor (—1)"*/ times the determinant of the (n — 1) x (n — 1) matrix
(denoted by M{[i|j]) obtained by deleting the i-th row and j-th column of M. That is, the cofactor
of m;; is
i < (—1)* det (MI[]]) . (B.1)
Denote by M= (1ij)nxn, which is called the cofactor matrix. Then M* M is called the adjugate
matrix of M.
In Linear Algebra, for any two square matrices M and N of order 7, it is well-known that
M™ = (M)" and MN = MN. (B.2)

Let the characteristic polynomial of the n x n matrix M be f,(A). Then

n

fa(x) = Y (=Dfer(M)x" %, (B.3)

k=0
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where

(B.4)
en1(M) =Tr (AA/I)

en(M) = det(M).

We can use Hamilton-Cayley theorem in Linear Algebra, together with the continuity argument,

to give a formula towards the computation of adjugate matrix, which can be described as follows:

Proposition B.2. For any n x n matrix M, its adjugate matrix can be determined by

M* = ’Eek(M)(—M)”*lfk. (B.5)
k=0

Proof. Indeed, This indicates by Hamilton-Cayley Theorem that
M" —ey(M)M" 1 -+ (=1)""te, 1 (M)M + (—1)" det(M)1, = 0.
Thus
(M"! = e (M)M™2 4 (=1)" ey 1 (M), ) M = (=1)""" det(M)1L, = (~1)"'M"M.
Then
M = (=M)" '+ e (M)(—=M)" 2+ -+ ee(M)(—M)" T e, 1 (M),

=Y () (i
k=0

holds true if M is invertible. By the continuity argument, this holds true for all square matrix
M. O

Corollary B.3. For any square matrix M € R®>*3, it holds that
— 2 2
() Tr (3) = TOTO),
(i) MM = (M™M)? — (M, M)M"M + (M, M)15;

(i) (M, M) =} ((M,M)" = (M"M,M"M));

16



(iv) M = M* — cy(M)M? + c;(M)M + co(M)1s, where three coefficients c(M)(k = 0,1,2) are

identified with
(M) = —Tr(M)4+2Tr(M)2Tr(A;IZ)+Tr(M2)2—2Tr(M4),
2T (M2
o(M) = Tr(M)(Tr(]\/12) Tr (M )), (B.6)
r 2 r 2
(M) = (M) Tr (M) J;T (M )

Proof. The proof is conceptually simple. We can also use MATHEMATICA to do this. In what

follows, we give analytical reasoning. By Proposition B.2, we see that
M =M =M*—Tr (M)M +Tr (M) 1. (B.7)
(i) By taking the traces on both sides, we get that

Tr (M)* — Tr (M?)
5 .
(ii) Now we use MM to replace M in Eq. (B.7), then

Tr (M) =

~T

MM = MM=(MM)?—Tc(MM)M™M + T (Aﬁ) 15
= (M™M)*—(M,M)M"M + (M, M)15.

(iii) By taking the traces on both sides of the identity in (ii), after simplifying it, we get the desired
result.

(iv) Apparently,
M- (m _Tr(M)MH (M) 1)’
—Tr

)

where

—T

(zT/Iz)T = M2 = M- T (M?) M2+ Tr (M?) 1,

Thus substituting this into the expression of M, we get that

—
iy

M = (M*—Tr (M?) M?+ Tr (M?) 1;)

T (ﬁ) <M2 Tt (M)M + Tr (A?) 113> S Tr (M) 1,
= M [Tr (M?) +Tr (M) | M? 4T (M) Tr (M) M
+ |1 (32) - e (31) 4 10 (31) | 12

Using many times the result obtained in (i), finally we obtain the desired identity. O
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B.1.1 Product formula

As conventions, three Pauli matrices are given below:

0’1:<01>, 0’2:<0 _i>, 0’3:<1 O) (BS)
1 0 i 0 0 —1

For any two-qubit observable X, we can decompose it as

3
X:tll4+r-¢7®llz+]12®s-¢7+Ztijai@)aj, (B.9)
ij=1
where t € R, 7 := (r1,72,13)",5 := (51,52,53)" € R?>, and T := (tij)axs € R3*3. Here r- o :=
Y'2_, r,0;. By mimicking this notation, we introduce the following notation: F; = (€ijk)3x3, where
eijx = sign[(j — 1) (k —i)(k — j)] for i,j,k € [3] := {1,2,3}. Indeed,

0 00 -1 0 1
Fr=10 0 1|, F2=100 0 , F3=| -1 0 0 |. (B.10)
-1 0 1 0 O 0 0

Denote x - F := Zi:l xiFr, where F := (Fy, F», F3). It is easily seen that the cross product can be

realized as

xxy = ((x[F1ly), (x[F2[y), (x[Fs|y)) " (B.11)

For convenience, we parameterize X in the notation (t,7,s, T) for X, denoted by X ~ (t,r,s,T),
and (¥,7,s',T") for X', denoted by X' ~ (#,v,s', T"), respectively. Consider the product X :=
XX’ with parameters (f,7,3, T).

In order to describe our product formula for X, we introduce the following notations: Denote

e;M x esN +e;N x esM
Q(M,N):=| elMxe]N+e}N xe]M |, (B.12)
eiM x e;N +e{N x e;M

where M, N € R3*3 and {e1, e, e3} is the computational basis of R3, defined byes = (1,0,0)T, e, =
(0,1,0)",and e3 = (0,0,1)". Clearly Q) is symmetric bilinear mapping in the sense that Q(M, N) =
Q(N,M). Let

Y(x,M,y):=(x-F)'M+M(y-F), (B.13)

where x,y € R® and M € R*>*3.
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Proposition B.4. For the matrix Q)(M, N), its entries can be identified as
O(M,N),, =—(F,MF,, N) (Vp,q€{1,2,3}). (B.14)

Moreover, it holds that

1 3
Q(M,N) = 5 Y leixej)(efM x e]N +e/N x e/ M|. (B.15)
=1

Proof. For the first row of ()(M, N), we find that
e;M x e3N + e;N x esM
= (<€2‘MF1NT + NFlMT|€3>, <€2‘MF2NT + NFQMT|£’3>, <€2‘MF3NT + NF3MT|£’3>) .

Next, we determine such three components as follows. In fact, Ml—"]-NT + NF ]-MT is skew-

Hermitian, and thus it can be decomposed as
MFE;N"+ NEM" = V' Fy + J'F, + ¢V Fs.
This implies that
Tr (Fi(ME,N™ + NE;M")) = ¢\ Tr (FiFy) + ¢ Tr (F;Fy) + ¢ Tr (,F3) .
That is,

Tr (FNEMT) = =6y, — 6y — V)63 = ¢ = —Tr ((F;MF;)"N) = —(F;MF;,N).
From this observation, we get that (e2| MF;N" + NF;M" |e3) = — Tr (F{MF;N"), which implies
that

e;M x esN +e;N x e;M = — ((F{MF1,N), (F{MF,,N), (F{MF3,N))
Similar procedures for 2nd and 3rd rows are performed, respectively, and thus we get the desired
result: O(M, N) pg = —<P yMF;, N > The second item can be checked as follows: Clearly i = j,
lei x ¢j){e]M x ][N + e/N x e]M| = 0 due to the fact that ¢; x ¢; = 0 if / = j. Besides, fori # j,
le; X ej) (e M x e]N +e/N x efM| = |e; x e;)(e; M x e/ N + e/ N x e M|.
It suffices to consider (i,j) = (1,2),(1,3),(2,3). Note thate; X e, = e3,e2 X e3 = €1, and e3 X e; =

e2. Thus we get that

1 3
5 Y leixe)(efMxe[N+eNxeM|= ) |exe){efMxe/N+e/NxeM|

i,j=1 1<i<j<3

= le1 X e2)(e]M x e;N + e{N x e;M| + |e1 x e3)(e{M x eSN + e]N x e;M|
+ |ex X e3)(e;M x e3N + e;N X ez M|

= les)(e;M X e;N + e]N X e;M| + |e2) (e3M x e{N + esN x e{M|
+|e1)(esM x esN +e;N x eSM|,

which implies the desired result when witting is as a matrix form. O
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We have the following formula for the product X = XX’ of X and X'.

Lemma B.5 (Product formula of two-qubit observables). If X ~ (t,r,s,T) and X' ~ (t',',s',T'),
then X =~ (f,#8,T) is given by the following formulae:

F=tt'+ (r, ')+ (s,s') + (T, T'),
F=tr+tr'+Ts+Ts +i <r x v + Y3 | Te; x T’ei) , (B16)
S=ts+ts+Tr+ T+ +i <s x s + Y3 TTe; x T’Tei> ,

kT =T+ T + |r)(s'| + |¢')(s| — QUT,T') +i(¥(r,T',s) —¥(',T,s)).

Moreover, Tr (XX') = 4(tt' + (r,¥') + (s,s') + (T, T')).

Proof. The proof is conceptually, but needs tedious algebraic computations. Indeed,

.1 o1 ,

P = ZTr(X)_4Tr(XX),

o= iTI‘(XX/(Ui@]lz)),
1

5 = ZTr(XX’(112®a])),

lTZ']' = iTI‘(XX’(U’Z‘@U']))

The next step is to check the correctness of the desired formula. This can be done by using the
symbolic computation of the mathematical software MATHEMATICA. Assume that X =~ (t,r,s,T)

and X' ~ (¥,7,s',T'). Then

3
xXx = <t]14+1’-0’®112+112®5-0’+ Z fz']'Ui@Uj)
ij=1

3
X (tlﬂ4+1’,-0’®ﬂz—|—]12®5/-0'+ Z t;jo'i®0'j>
z'j:1

= <tt]14+tr @+ ®ts - ¢7—|—Ztt (71®(7]>
ij=1

3
+ (t’r-a®]12+(r-(r)(r’-cr)®112+r-(r®s’-0'+ ) tgj(r-cr)(fz-®(7]->

g
e

| Lets-oc+1r - c®s- c+1L,®(s-0) +th‘71 ]>

ij=1

+

i@ o+ Y bl o) @0+ Y b9 s >>

3

L

ij=1 ij=1 ij=1
3
Lty



Furthermore

XX = '+t +tr) oL+ (s’ +1's) a+2 (tt; + t'tij)oi @ 0
i,j=1

+<(r o) o)+ r-ocs - 0'+th]1' cr)al®0]+2t1](71r 0')®0]>
ij=1 1]1

3
+ <r’.¢7®s-¢7+]12®(s-¢7)(s’.¢7)—I— ) tioi @ (s~ o)oj + Z tijo; @ oj(s’ ¢7)>

ij=1 i,j=1
3 3
+ L toi@o | | L i@ ).
=1 =1

Note that (r-o)(¥ - o) @1, = (r,¥ )y +i(rx7) - c@L and L ® (s- o) (s’ - o) = (5,8 )1y +
1, ®i(s x §') - 0. Then we see that

XX = (' +(rt"y+(s,8))a+ (tr+tr+irxr) o1,

3
+1 @ (ts' +t's+is xs')- o+ Y (tT' +'T);j0; @ 0;
ij=1

i,j=1 ij=1

3 3

+ <r-cr®s’-cr+ Y ti(r-o)o@o+ ), tijai(r’-cr)@)aj)
3 3

t(ro®s- o+ ) tioi®(s-0)oj+ ) Lo @oj(s' - o)
z'j:1 ij=1

3
+ Z tijo; @ 0; Z tl]O'l ® 0j
i,j=1 ij=1

Now we use the fact that o;0; = iZizl €ijk0k + dijll2 and get that

3
roo@s -o=) ([N @a,
ij=1
3
v oc®s o= Z (’r,><5|)ij0i ® 0;.
ij=1
We also have
3 3 3
Z tl](l’ (o Ul ®U] Z Z t;]rkUkUz ®U] Z t;jrk <l Z Ekijt Ojr +5kiﬂ-2> ®U]
ij=1 k=1i,j=1 i,jk=1 =1
3 3
=1 Z ( Z tl]ekl]/rk> o ® gj + 1, ® Z (t;jékirk) oj
j'j=1 \ki= i,j,k=1
3 3
=i ) ((r f)TT’) 0 @0+ 1@ ( > o=i) ((r-f)TT/)l.jai@aj—i—llz@ (T'Tr) T
jli=1 ij=1
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and

3 3 3
Z tl]Ul r 0' & g = Z Z tl]VkU'lUk & j = Z tl‘ji"]/( (1 Z Eikj Tjr + 51‘]{]].2) ® oj
i,j=1 k=1i,j=1 i,j,k=1 j'=1
3 3
=—i) Z tijgipity | 0 @ 07+ 1 ® Y (tijduri) o
i j=1 \ik=1 i,jk=1
3 3
=-i) (( -]-")TT)].,]. 0 R0i+1,®(Tr)-c=-i) ((r- f)TT)l.]. iR0+1Le (T) o
=1 ij=1
Similarly, we get that
3
Ztl]cfl (s-o)oj =i}, (T'(s-F)),ci@0j+(T's) - c @l
i,j=1 i,j=1
3 3
Y toi@oi(s’ o) =—i ) (T(s'- F));01@0;+ (Ts') - o @1a.
ij=1 ij=1

At last,

3 3 3
(Z tz-jai@tf]-) <Z 01®0]> = Y Lityoio ® 0j0;

ij=1 ij,k1=1
3 3
/ .
= Z tijtkl 1 Z EikpTp + 5ik112 ® |1 Z €j1q04 +9; 1112
i,j,kl1=1 p=1 q=1
3 3 3
/
== ), tgEapEgoy@0g i ) bityenpbpoy @ o1 ) bityejgdud ® oy
ijk1pg=1 i,j,k,l,p=1 ijk1,q=1
3
+ Z ti]'t;d(sik(s]ﬂlz ® 1p
ik 1=1
3 3
= Z Z tijt;dsikpgqu Op ® 0 +1i Z Z tl]tklelkp il | Op ®1p
p.g=1 \ijkl=1 p=1 \ijkl=1
3
+il, ® Z < Y tijteig lk) +(T,T')1,
q=1 \ijkI=1

3 3 3

= - Z (T, T') 00 @0y +1i <Z Te; x T’ez-) o+l ® < T e; x T’Tez-> o
pg=1 i=1 i=1
+ <T, T’>Il4,

where we used the facts that

1) Q(T, T')pq = —(F,TF, T');

(2) ( ?:1 Te] X T’e]) o = Z] 1 (Zlkp 1(T£’]) (T e])kﬁlkpgp) = 2?21 (szp 1(T£’]) (T el)kglkpéjlgp) =
Z?,j,k,l,p:l tijtg€ikpdiiop;
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3 /T 3 /
(3) ( i=1 TTel‘ X T el‘) 0 = Zi,j,k,l,q:l tl]tkl'g]lq(slko-q
We are done. U

The advantage of this product formula for two-qubit observables lies in its independence

from the components of vectors (or matrix entries).

Corollary B.6. The commutator [X,X'] := XX' — X'X is identified as
3 3 .
[X,X,] = 21[(1’ X7 4 ZT@Z' X T’ei) oL 4+1,® (S x s + ZTTei x T’ ei) -
i=1 i=1

+ Z ( (r,T',s ‘P(r’,T,s’))u

0; ® 0']} . (B.17)
ij=1 Y

Moreover [X,X'] = 0 if and only if

rx v +Y3  Te; x T'e =0,
sxs' +Y3 Te;xT"e; =0, (B.18)
¥(r, T',s) =Y, T,s).

Proposition B.7. It holds that

3 3
) Ae; x Be; =) (AB'e;) x e; = Ze, (BATe;), (B.19)
j i=1

where A, B € R3*3,

Proof. Indeed,

3 3 3 3 3
ZAEZ' X Be; = ZAEZ' X Z |e]-><e]-|Bez- = ZZAEZ'<€]"B‘€1'> X ej

i=1 i=1 =1 j=1i=1

I
e T
MOJ

\
Il

—_
-
I

—_

Ale;)(ei|B"|ej) x ej = ZAZM (ei|B"|e;) x e;

Il
e

ABTe]- X e]-,

\
I
—_

completing the proof. O

Corollary B.8. For A, B € R3*3, we have

3
1
) | Aey x Bey = —5Tr (F(AB"—BA")) =

3
Z (Fx(AB" — BA")) ¢, (B.20)
k=1 =1

I\JlH

where
Tr (F(AB" — BA")) := (Tr (F1(AB" — BA")), Tr (F;(AB" — BA")), Tr (F3(AB" — BA"))).
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Proof. Indeed, by Proposition B.7, we get that

3 3 3
Z Ae; X Bey = Z(ABTel X e; = Zez (BATe;) = Z(BATei) X e,
k=1 i=1 i—1
implying that
3 1 3
Ae;. X Be = [(AB" — BA")e;
k; k k=5 ; )eil

3 3 3
= —%(Z (ei|F1(AB" —BA")|e;), }  (e;|F2(AB" — BA")le;), ) _ (ei|F3(AB" —

i=1 =1 =1
—%(Tr (F1(AB™ — BA™)), Tr (F,(AB™ — BA")), Tr (F3(AB™ — BA"))).

This can be written down in a simplified notation:

Tr (F(AB™ — BA")) := (Tr (F1(AB™ — BA")), Tr (F2(AB" — BA™)), Tr (F3(AB" —

We are done.

B.1.2 Auxiliary results

To establish a rigorous relationship between Makhlin’s invariants and the Bargmann invariants
under local unitary (LU) transformations, we need to perform detailed calculations. Throughout

this process, numerous intriguing insights and findings will emerge, which can be immediately

utilized for simplifications and reductions.

Lemma B.9. For two given vectors x = (x1,%2,%3)",y = (y1,y2,¥3)" € R, it holds that

(i) (x-F)' = —x-F;
(i) (x-F)ly=xxy;

(iii) x- F = 2]3-:1 lej x x)(ej| = 2}?’:1 lej) (x < ej].

BA")|e;))

BA"))).

(iv) (x-F)'(y-F)= 2}?’:1 Fjlx)(y|F] = (y, %)L — |y) (x| and thus (x - F,y - F) = 2(x,y);

(@) (xxy)-F = [x)(y| = ly) (x|

Proof. For the 1st item, it is trivial result. For the 2nd item, in fact, we can check this identity

directly as follows:

0 x3 —x n X3Y2 — X2Y3
(x-F)'y = —| —x3 0 X1 vo | = — | xys—x3n
X2  —X1 0 Y3 X2Y1 — X1Y2
N ( X2 X3 X1 X3 X1 X2 >T
N Y2 Y3 Y1 Y3 yi Y2
= xXxuy.
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The 3rd item can be also calculated immediately. Indeed, note that (x - 7)"e; = x X ¢; or in Dirac

notation,
(x- F)lej) =[x xe), =125,
we get that
3 3
xF o= = F)TY lej)ejl = = Y (x- F) lej)el
= =
3 3
— _Z|x><e]><e]|22’e]><x><e]’
j=1 j=1
Analogously,

3 3
x-F =) lej)ej|(x-F)=)_lej)(x x el
=1

j=1
For the 4th item, Furthermore,
3

3
(x-F)'(y-F) = (X'J'")TZi lej)ejl(y - F) = Z;(xT)T!erej!(y'J’)
= =

3 3 3
= Z; [x > ej)(y < ej = Z; lej x x){ej x y| = Z;Fj!xﬂylF}
= = =

Note that (F;, Fj) = 25;;. We get that (x- F,y - ) = 2(x,y). For the last item, we see that
3

3
(xxy)-F = kz x|Fi|ly)Fr = ZTY (Fily)(x|) Fx = kZTr(Fk|x>(y|)F
=1 =1

3
= - ) %Tr (Fr(lx) (yl = ly) (x[)) Fi = [x) (y| = ly) (x[.

k=1

This completes the proof.

O

In fact, the 2nd item in Lemma B.9 can be viewed as the implementation of cross product by

matrix multiplication. This observation is simple but very important throughout this paper.

Another important fact is paramount in the following development. In fact,

Lemma B.10. For arbitrary two matrices M, N € R3*3 and any two vectors x,y € R3, it holds that

(i) Q(M,M) =2M.
(ii) M(x- F)NT+ N(x-F)M" = (Q(M,N)x) - F. In particular, for M = N, we get that

M(x-F)M'" =

I\JlH
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(iii)) M"[(Mx) - FIM = det(M)(x - F) and M[(M"x) - FIM"™ = det(M)(x - F).
(iv) ((x- F)M,M(y-F)) = 2{x|M|y).

Proof. For the 1st item, the proof is can be obtained immediately by direct computation. Indeed,

using Proposition B.4, for M = N, we get that

QM,M),, = —(F,MF;,M) = (F,M,MF,)
= {(ep- F)M,M(e;-F)) = 2{e,|M|e,),

implying that Q)(M, M) = 2M. For the 2nd item, it is easily seen that
(M(x- F)N"+N(x- F)M")' = — (M(x- F)N" + N(x- F)M").

Thus it can be decomposed as

3
M(x-F)N'+ N(x- F)M" =) cx(M,N)Fy,
k=1

where the coefficients ¢, can be identified with

o = —%Tr (M(x- F)N'Fy) — %Tr (N(x- F)M'Ey)
= (ex, (M, N)x),
implying that M(x - F)N' + N(x- F)M'" = (Q(M,N)x) - F. In particular, for M = N, the

desired identity follows immediately from Q(M, M) = 2M. For the 3rd item, we see from the

obtained result in (ii) that
M"[(Mx) - FIM = (M Mx) - F = det(M)(x - F).
For the 4th item,

(x- FIMM(y-F)) = Tt(M'(x-F)'M(y-F)) =T ((x-F)'M(y-F)M")
= Tr ((x- F)[(My) - F]) = (x- F,(My) - F)
= 2(x|Mly).
In the first equality, we used the definition of Hilbert-Schmidt inner product. For the 2nd equality,

we used the cyclicity of trace. In the 3rd equality, we used the obtained result in (ii). In the last

equality, we used the fact obtained in (iii) of Lemma B.9. O

Corollary B.11. For an arbitrary invertible matrix L € R3*3 and any two vectors u,v € R3, we have
that
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(i) L(uxv) = Lu x (L"), in fact, we see that

Liuxv) = Lux (L") v (B.22)
= det(L) ((LT)*lu X (LT)*%) (B.23)

1 ~ ~
= =D (LuxLo). (B.24)

In particular, for R € SO(3), the special orthogonal group of order 3, we recover the well-known

formula:

R(u x v) = Ru x Ro. (B.25)

(ii) Lu x Lv = det(L)(L") Y (u x v) = L(u x v).

Proof. Tt suffices to show that L(u x v) = Lu x (L") 'v. Indeed, via the fact that u x v = (u - F)o,

using the result in (ii) of Lemma B.10
Luxv)=Lu-F)'v=L(u-F)'L(L") "o = [L(u- F)L']"(L") "o
= [(Lu)- FI"(L") "o = Lu x (L") 'o.

Due to the fact that LLT = det(L)ll; and L is invertible, we get the other two forms of this
formula. In particular, for L = R € SO(3), then det(R) = 1 and R = R, which leads to the
desired identity. O

The above results are obtained under the invertibility condition. In fact, we can remove such

condition, that is, the following identities holds for any matrix L € R3*3:

det(L)L(u x v) = Lux Lo, (B.26)
LuxLv = L(uxwv). (B.27)
Corollary B.12. For any two matrices M, N € R3*3 and any two vectors u,v € R3, it holds that
Mu x Nv+ Nu x Mv = Q(M,N)(u x v). (B.28)
In particular, for M = N, we get that Mu x Mv = 1Q(M, M) (u x v) = M(u x v).

Proof. In fact,

Mu x Nv+NuxMv = ({(Mu|Fi|Nv),(Mu|F;|Nv), (Mu|F3|Nv))"
+ ((Nu|F1|Mv), (Nu|F,|Mv), (Nu|F3|Mv))",

which is equal to
((u|M"F1N + N"FiM|v), (u| M"F,N + N"F,M|v), (u| M"F3N + N"F;M|v)) " .
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Now we can easily check that

3
M'F,N+N'F,M = — ) _(F,MF;,N)F;
j=1
implying that
3
(u M"FiN+N'FiM|v) = — ) (F,MF;,N)(u|Fj|v) ZQ (M,N);(u|Fj|v)
j=1 j=
= [QAM, N)(u x 0)];.

That is, the desired result is true. O
Corollary B.13. For any two matrices M, N € R3*3, it holds that
QM,N) =M+ N — (ﬁ + N) . (B.29)

Proof. Indeed, using Corollary B.12, we get that

(M+N)ux(M+N)v = M+ N(uxv)
Mux Mv = M(ux0),
NuxNv = N(uxv),
and thus
MuxNv+NuxMov = (M+N)ux(M+ N)v— Mux Mvo— Nux Nov
= ]\/I/—k\l\l(uxv)—ﬁ(uxv)—ﬁ(uxv)
= (Z\m—Z\A/I—N)(uxv):Q(M,N)(uxv),
implying that Q(M,N) = M+N-M-N. O

Corollary B.14. For any matrix M € R3*3 and any vectors x,y € R3, it holds that

(i) (My)- FIM = M(y - F).

(i) M[(M"x)-F] = (x- F)M
Proof. We can prove these results in two steps:

¢ Assume that M is invertible. Then by the result in (iii) of Lemma B.10, we get that
MT[(My) - FIM = det(M)(y - F) = M"M(y - F).
Because M is invertible, i.e., M is also invertible, we get that
(My) - FIM = M(y - F).

Analogously, we also have that M[(M"x) - F] = (x- F)M

28



e Now if M is not invertible, then we can take a net by using SVD such that M can be ap-
proximated in any precision by such net. Indeed, via SVD, there there exist two orthogonal
matrices P and Q in O(3) such that M = PXQ", where ¥ = diag(m;y,my, m3) consists of
singular values of M. Let such net {M, : € > 0} be given by M. = P(X + €13)Q" for small
enough € > 0. Now lim, g+ M. = M and

[(Mey) - FIMe = /Me(y - F).

The proof can be finished by taking the limit for ¢ — 0" on both sides of the above expres-

sion due to the continuity argument and the fact that

lim M, = M. (B.30)

e—07T

To this end, using the result (i) in Lemma B.3, we see that

lim Tr <ﬁ€> = % <lim Tr (M.)* — lim Tr (Mg))

e—0+ e—0+ e—0+
I 2 A
= 3 <eli%l+ Tr (M)* - lim Tr (M )) = Tr (M)
By Proposition B.2, we get
. Y _ . 2 - =~ T
i = iy (300 0 () )

;
- <lim M2 — lLim Tr (M) lim M.+ lim Tr (ﬁe) 113>
e—0t e—0t e—0F

e—0*
= (M-t (MM +Tx (M) 1) =M.
The proof is complete. O
Next we summarize important properties concerning ().

Lemma B.15. For (), defined in Eq. (B.12), it holds that

(i) Q(T,|a)(b|]) = (a-F)T(b-F)".

(ii) Q(M,T) =Tr (M'T)T — TM'T, in particular, (T, T) = ||T||*T — TT'T.
(iii) Q(T,AT) =Tr (A) T — A™T; in particular, (T, TT'T) = | T||* T — det(T)T.

(iv) Q(T,TB) = Tr (B) T — TB".

(@ Q(T, (r-F)T(s- F)7) = (| T|s)T + | T|*[r)(s| — (|r)(s|T"T + TT"|r)(s]).

i) Q(T,x-F) = Tx- F + |n) (x|, where n = Y3_, Te; x e; is determined from T — T" =n - F.
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(wii) Q(x-F,y-F) = |x){y| + |y){x|. In particular, Q(x - F,x - F) = 2|x)x|.
Proof. (i) Indeed, for T' = |a)(b|, we see that

azel T x b’ melT X b’
o(T, T) = melT xb" | — | aze]T xb'
ae]T x b' amelT x b’
010\ [eTxb
= diag(as,a;,a2) | 0 0 1 egTx b’
100)\ Txp
00 1) /[eTxb
—diag(ag,a3,a1) 1 0 0 EET X bT s
010/ \ eTxp

which is just equal to (a - F)T(b - F)", where we used the facts that

010 0 01
diag(asz,ay,a2) | 0 0 1 | —diag(az,a3,a1)| 1 0 0 | =a-F
1 00 010
e;T x b’
and | eJTxb" | =T(b-F)".
elT x b’

(ii) The correctness of this result can be directly checked by MatHEMATICA. In what follows, we
infer it by analytical method. In fact, using the result obtained in (i) previously,
Q(la)(b],T) = T, |a)(b]) = ( F)T(b-F)
= (a-F)(Tb-F)'T = ({a|T|b)15 — T|b){(a|)T
= Tr(|b){a|T)T —T|b)(a|T.
Here in the 3rd equality, we used the first property in Corollary B.14; and in the 4th equality, we
used the third property in Lemma B.9. Now using SVD of M: M = 2}?):1 sjla;j)(b;|, we can finish

the proof:
QOM, T)=Tr (M'T)T — TM'T.

Indeed, by the bi-linearity of Q(-,-),

3
O(T, T) = Zs] (laj)(bj|, T) = ;sj(Tr(ybj><aj|T)T—Tybj><aj|T)

3

j=1 j=1
= Tw(T'T)T-TT'T = ||T|*T-TT'T.
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(iii) We prove a stronger result: If T' = AT for any 3 x 3 real matrix A, where e[ A = (ay1, axp, a3) (k €

3]),
esT x (az1e]T +asxelT) + (axe]T +axpejT) x el T
O(T,AT) = | T x (an1e]T +a1pe3T) + (ase3T + azze3T) X e] T
e{T x (axejT +axnelT) + (a1e]T +a3eiT) x ey T
(a2 +az3)ejT x e} T aze;T < efT ayelT x eiT

= | (a1 +az)elT xefT | + | anelT xeyT | + | axnelT xeT

(a1 +ax)ejT x e;T ape]T x ejT azesT x e;T
az1e;T x e;T ar1e;T x e]T
= [Tr (A) — diag(ay, a, a33)]T — apesT x e3T | — | ane]T xeIT
axze;T x e T mze; T x e3T
0 ax asn
=Tr(A) T - diag(a11, a2, a3)T— | ap 0 ap |T=Tr (A) T-A'T.
a3 a0

That is, for T' = AT,
O(T,AT) =Tr (A)T — A'T. (B.31)
Letting in the above A = TT", we get that
Tr(A)T— AT =Te (TT")T — TT'T = (T, T)T — det(T)T.

The another approach to this result can be described as follows. Indeed, A can be decomposed
as A =Y ;si|x;)(y,| by SVD. Then

3 3
Q(T,AT) = Y sQ(T, |x)(y,|T) = Z (Ty;) - F)"

i=1 j=1
3 3 ~

= Zsi(xi - F)( Z (Y xi)Ts — [y;) (xi]) T
i=1

= Tr (A)T—ATT

(iv) By SVD of B, B =Y, slxj) (y;|- Now
3
Q(T,TB) Z (T, T|xj)(y;]) Zs] (T, |Tx)){y;1)-
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Using (i), we get that

3
QO(T,TB) = ) s;O(T,|Tx;)(y;l) = }_s;((Tx;) - F)T(y; - F)'

j=1 j=1
3
= TY s (v, %)1— y) () = e (B) T — T
=1
(v) Note that
e{(r-F)T x s’
(r-F)T(s-F)' = | e3(r-F)T x s’
ef(r-F)T xs"

implies that
ef(r-F)T(s-F) =ei(r-F)T xs'.

Using the facts that

(uxv)xw=(w,u)yv—(w,o)u,

ux(vxw)= <u,w>v — <u,v>w,
we get that

(eJ(r-F)T xs") x efT+eyT x (ef(r-F)T x s")
(ef(r-F)T xs") xefT+eiT x (ef(r- F)T x s")
(ef(r-F)T xs") xeJT+e{T x (eg(r-F)T xs")
— (Ts)el(r-F)T (es|{r- F, TT"}|e3)
—(Ts)zel(r- F)T |+ | (es|{r-F, TT }|e;) |5’
— (Ts)ej(r- F)T {(e1|{r - F,TT"}|ez)

= [(Ts) ~f]T(r F)T+ (T, T)l3—TT")|r)(s|

= (r|T|s)T — |r){s|T"T + (| T||* 15 — TT")|r) (s].
Here {A, B} := AB + BA. Other items can be checked by direct calculation. This completes the
proof. O

Lemma B.16. For (), defined in Eq. (B.12), it holds that
(i) Q(AT,B) = Q(A, BT")T.

(i) Q(TA,B) = TQ(A, T'B).
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Proof. For the 1st item, note that

Q(AT, |a)(b|]) = (a- F)AT(b-F)" = (a- F)A(Tb- F)'T
= Q(A, |a)(b|T"T,

implying that
O(AT,B) = Q(A,BT")T.
For the 2nd item, we see that

Q(TA, |a)(b]) = (a- F)TA(b-F) = T(T"a- F)A(b - F)T
= TQ(A, T"|a)(b]),

implying that Q(TA, B) = TQ(A, T"B). O

B.1.3 Recurrence relation for the matrix power

Let X' ~ (t(l),r(l),s(l), T(l)) = (t,r,5,T) and Xk ~ (t(k),r(k),s(k), T(k)), ie.,

3
Xk =t 4+ ol + L es® .o+ ) tf}‘)ai o (k=1), (B.32)
ij=1
where T®) .= (tfk)) . By Lemma B.5, we get that
1 /3x3

Corollary B.17. The recurrence relations of coefficients between X! = XkX ~ (t(k“), plkt+1) g(k+1) T(k“))

and X* ~ (t(k),r(k),s(k), T(k)) can be identified as:

p+1) — )y 4 <r(k),r> + <s(k),s> + <T(k), T)
rt) = 0 B 4 T 4 TR

(B.33)
stkt) = 450 4 g 4 T 4 T,
k T = [0 (5| + |r) (s©| 4 +T®) 4O T — O(T®, T)
where k > 1.
Proof. Using Corollary B.6, we see that [X¥, X] = 0 if and only if
0 < r + i T(k)ei xTe; = 0,
i=1
sk x s+ i T(k)Tei xT'e; = 0,
i=1
Y, T,s0) = @, TH s).
The recurrence relation is obtained immediately. O
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Using the previous results, we can list here the coefficients of Xk(l <k < 4) below:
e Fork=2, X*~ (t(Z),r(z), s(2), T(2)> can be identified as
t@ =2 4P+ [s|*+ | T,

¥ =2t.r+2Ts,
s@  =2t.s+ 2Ty,

T@® =2t -T+2r)(s| — 2T.
e Fork=3, X3~ (t(3),r(3), s®) T(3)> can be identified as

(0 =4 3t(|r[* + s+ [ T|*) +6((r|T|s) — det(T)),
r® = (324 [r[ +3[s + | T|?) r+2TT"r + 6tTs - 2Ts,
s© = (3243 [r +[s]” +||T|*) s+ 2T"Ts + 6tT"r 2T,
O = (324 |¢2+ s+ 3| T|) T+ 6t(1r) (5| — T)
+2(|r)(r|T + T|s)s| — TT™T — Q(T, |r)(s])) .

e Fork=4, X*~ (t(4) 4 s T(4)> can be identified as

7 7 7

(10 = | s 4 T 6 [P+ 622( P + |s 2+ | T?)
+2(]rP + [sP)IT)? +4({r|TT"|¢) + (s|T"T|s) + (T, T))
+24t({r|T|s) — det(T)) — 8(r|T|s),

O — (t(t2 +r)?+3|s]*+ || T|]") +2(r|T|s) —2det(T)) r

+ B2+ |+ s+ HTHZ)TS%—ZtTTTr—Zth},

s@ = '(t(t2+3|r|2+ys|2+\\Ty|2)+z<r\:r\s>—zdet(r))s

+ B2+ |r + s+ | T|H) T r + 2T Ts — thTr],

T :4'(t(t2+|r12+|s]2+3ury|2)+z<r\:r\s>—zdet(r)):r
+ @R+ [rP 4 s+ 1T (1) (s] — T)

+ 2t (|r)(r|T + T|s)(s| — TT'T — Q(T, |r><s|))]

For instance, we give the details in calculating T*):
T = OV s| 4 |1 (s® | +tT® 48T — (T®, T).
In what follows, we calculate it term by term:
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) [r®)(s| = (38 + |r|* + 3| + || T|1*)|r) (s| + 2TT"|r)(s| + 2(3tT — T)|s)(s|
(@) |r)(s®| = B2 +3|r[>+ |s|> + | T||*)|r)(s| + 2|r)(s|T"T + 2|r)(r|(3tT — T)
(iit) tT® = 2t(|r)(r|T + T|s)(s|) + (32 + |¢|* +|s|* +3 || T||*) T +6£2(|r) (s| — T) — 2t[(r- F)T(s-
F) +TT'T]
() (9T = [£ 4 3¢(r[* + [s]* + | T[1*) + 6((r|T]s) — det(T))| T
(v) Now we calculate Q(T(3), T). Indeed,
Q(T®,T) = 2[Q(r)r|T, T) + Q(T|s)s|, T)] + (32 + |¢[* + |s|* + 3|| T||*)XT, T)
6t[Q(|r)(s|, T) — Q(T, T)] — 2[Q((r - F)T(s - F)", T) + Q(TT'T, T)]
= 2[(r- F)T((T"r) - F)" + ((Ts) - F)T(s- F)'] + 2032 + |r[* + s[>+ 3| T|*)T
+6t[(r- F)T(s - ) — (T, T)T+ TT'T]
—2[(¢|T|s)T — |r)(s|T"T + (|| T||* 15 — TT")|r)(s|] — 2[(T, T)T — det(T)T].

Thus

T® = 4l (P4 (|rf+ [s] +3 | TIP) +2(r|T|s) —2det(T)) T
+@E A+ [+ s+ I TP (|r)(s| - T)
+2t (|r){r|T + Tls)(s| = TT"T — (r- F)T(s - F)")
- 4[(t3+t(|r|2+|s!2+3||T|\2)+2<r\T|s>—2det(T))T
+GE [+ s+ T (|r)(s| - T)
+2t ([r)(r|T + Tls)(s| = TT'T — Q(T, |r)(s])) }

B.2 Some results about products involved two-qubit states

We have already known that

Xk ~ (t(m,r(k),s(k), T(k)) ) (B.34)
1l a
PA ® ]lB ~ <§/ E/ 0/ 0> 7 (B35)
1 b
I]-A ® PB ~ <§/ 0/ E/ 0> 7 (B.36)
L (Lab )
PA ® PB ~ <4/ 7 4/ 4 (B.37)

, where k = 2,3,4. We have the following results:

>4
Qﬂk

Proposition B.18. Let ¥, ~ % (c(k),x(k),y(k),

W
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(i) Fork =2,

x  =2a+2Cb,

¢ =1+]al>+p)*+]C|?,

(B.38)
y? =2b+2C"a,
z® :z(c+ya><by—&).
(ii)) For k=3,
(@ =143(|af+ 6P+ CIP) +6 ((a|C|b) - det(C)),
NE) :<3+|u]2+3|b]2+!|CH2)u+2CCTa+6Cb 2Cb,
y® = (3+3[af + (b’ +]|C|*) b+2CTCb+6C"a—2C'a, (B.39)
z® = (3+]af + o]’ +3]|C|*) € +6(la)(b] - C)
[ +2(Ja)alC+ Clb)b] — CCTC —Q(C, |a)(b])).-
(iii) For k =4,
@ =146 (laf + [bF +[aPbf) +|al + B[ + | C|[* +24(a|C[p)
~ |2
+2|\C|\2<3+|a12+|b|2)+4<a|ccT\a>+4<b\cTc|b>+4(c(
—8(a|C|b) — 24 det(C),
8 =4(1+|af +3[b[+ | C|> +2(a|C|b) — 2det(C) ) a +8CCTa
+4(3+[al* + b+ | C|") Cb - 8Cb, (5.40)
y@ :4<1+3ya|2+ybyz+||C||2+z<a|c\b>—zdet(C))b+8CTCb '
+4(3+ya12+yb|2+||cuz)CTa—sf:Ta,
z® =4(1+]al’+ b/ +3C|> +2(a|C|b) —2det(C)) €
+4(3+|af + o] + [ CIP) (|a)(b] - €)
+8(|a)(a|C + Clb)(b| — CCTC — Q(C, |a) (b])).
Proof. The proof follows immediately when we let
1
(t,r,s,T) = i (1,a,b,0C)
in Corollary B.17. O
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Proposition B.19. Let

1, ) (k) (k) ~(k
(pa ®@1p) ~ §(C£x)/x£x)/y(A) zY),

1, 0 (k) (k) ~(k
(14 ® pp) = ;é%%%ﬁ%4$,

We have the following results:

(i) X*(pa @1p) ~ %(c%),i%),y%),Z%)) is determined by

554{() = t(k) —+ <r(k),a>,

~X‘) =0 10 g +ir) x g,
(B.41)

37(") — sk L T0

zy) =lay(sW|+TW —i(a- F)'T®,
(i) X (14 ® pp) ~ %(52"),%&;{),9%(),2?)) is determined by
#9047,

g = s® 4 t0p +is® x b,
70 = [f 0y b + T® —iT® (b - F),

(B.42)

(i) X*(pa ® pp) ~ }I(cg{%,x%,ygg 54;) is determined by

5“)3 =t 4+ (r®, a) + (s®,b) + (a| TV |b),
=0 £ (10 4 (50, b))a+ TWb +i(r® x a + TOb x a),
gy = s+ (10 + (+®,a))b+TH a+i(s® x b+TH a xb), (B.43)
255 = 1r9) (b + [a) (s + t0)]a) (b + T® — A(TD, |a) (b])
+i (\P(M, 1a) (b],s%) — ¥(a, T<k>,b)) .

Proposition B.20. Let

1 K (k) (k) ok
Phas(oa @1p) ~ 2.4,((02)/942)#2),22))/

1 K (k) (k) ok
hallaeps) ~ 5 el i, 2

1 K (k) (k k
Ohp(oa @ pp) = W(C(A%,x%,y%,zgg)

7

Then we get the following statements:
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(i) For k =1, it holds that

V=14 ap, cy) =1+,

) —2g, W =a+co,

W =b+Ca, vy =2b,

zW =cC+la)b|—i(a-F)C, zy) =C+la)(b|—iC(b- F).

and
W =141]aP+ b+ (a|C|b)

) =@+ |b*)a+Cb+iCbx a

!/21% = (2+]a)b+Ca+iCTaxb

z\l) = C+3la)(b| — Q(C, |a) (b]) —i¥(a,C,b).

(ii) For k = 2, it holds that

@ =143lal+|b*+ | C|*+2(a|C|b),

xi) =@+ af+[b] + | CI*)a+2Cb+2iCb x a,

y'? =201+ |a)b+4CTa—2C'a,

z% =2(C—C) +2la)a|C +4|a)(b] - 2i(a-F)T(C - C),

—

¢y} =1+[al+3[b]+C|*+2(a|C|b),

x? =2(1+ |b|*)a+4Cb —2Cb,

yy  =G+al+|b]+ | C|*)b+2CTa+2iCTa x b,
zy =2(C—C)+2CIb)b| +4|a)(b| - 2i(C ~ O)(b- F).

¢y =1+3|al>+3[b/>+2]al’ b+ | C|*+6(a|C|b) —2(a|C|b),

Xy =@+ |al>+5[b+ | C|*+2(a|C|b))a+2(2Cb — Cb) +2i(2Cb — Cb) x a,
vy = (B+5al>+|b]>+ | C|* +2(a|C|b))b+2(2C"a — C a) +2i(2CTa— C a) x b,
z$) =2(C—C)+2(ja)alC + ClbYb]) + (7 + [a* +|b[* +||C|[*)|a) (b]

—20(C — C,|a)(b|) + 2i(¥(Cb, |a)(b|,C"a) — ¥(a,C — C,b)).
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(iii) For k = 3, it holds that

,
P =146lal+al* +3[b* 1+ [al*) + 3+ [a]) | C|* +12(a|C|b) +2(a|CC"|a)

— 6det(C) — 2(a|C|b),

A = (4+4|al’+6|b)>+4|/C|*+6(a|C|b) — 6det(C))a +2(CCTa +3Cb — Cb)
+2i(CCa+ 3Cb — Cb) x a,

vy = @B+90al + b+ CI*+2(alC|b))b+2CTCh + (9 4+ 3[af* + b* +3] C|*)CTa
—2C"CC'a—8C'a,

Z¥ = @3+ al+|b+3]|/C|*)C —6C +2|a)a|(4C — C) + 2C|b)(b| +2|a) (b|C"C
+(9+3]al*+ b+ ||C|]*)|a)(b] —2CC"C —20Q(C, |a) (b])

—i(a-F)"[(3+]af +[b]* +3]|C|*)C — 6C +2(Clb){b| - €CTC — Q(C, |a)(B]))

() =146[b2+[b]* +3]af (1+ [b]%) + 3+ [b) | C|]* + 12(a[C[b) +2(b|CTClD)
— 6det(C) —2(a|C|b),

xy) =@+ lal +9]bP +|C|* +2(a[C|b))a+2CCTa+ (9 + |af* +3[b* +3 ] C|*)Cb
—2CC"Cb — 8Cb,

yY = (4+6|al>+4|b)*+4|C|*+6(a|C|b) —6det(C))b +2(C"Cb+3C"a—C a)

+2i(C"Cb+3C"a— C'a) x b,
z%) = (@B+]al+|b+3]C|*C - 6C +2(4C — C)|b)(b| +2|a)(a|C +2CC"|a) (b|
+ 9+ |al* +3|b)*+ | C||*)|a) (b| —2CCTC — 2Q(C, |a) (b])
—i[(3+]al’ +[b] +3] C|*)C—6C +2(la)alC — cCTC — Q(C,|a) (B])) | (b F),
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iy =1+6(al + (b +12[aP [b] +|a* +|b]* + 3+ [af + [b[) |C|
+3(7+ |al> + b + | C|]*){a|C|b) — 10{a|C|b) — 6 det(C)
+2((a|CC"|a) + (b|C"C|b) — (a|CC"C|b)),
xih = (4+41aP+15(bP + [b]* +4|C|” + (3]al’ + | CIP) b +14(a| C|b) +2(b|C"C|b)

~2(a|C|b) — 6det(C) )a +2CC"a+ (9 + |a* +3|b*+3 C||*)Cb — 8Cb —2CC™Ch
+i<2CCTa+(9+ ya|2+3yb12+3||C|\2)Cb—86b—2ccTCb) X a,

y') :(4+15|a|2+ya|4+4ybyz+4|\cnz+(3|b|2+||C|\2)|a12+14<a|c|b>+z<a\ccwa>
—2<a\f:|b>—6det(C))b+2cTCb+(9+3ya12+|by2+3|\C|\2)cTa—86Ta—2cchTa
+i<2CTCb+(9+3|ay2+ |b|2+3|\C|\2)cTa—séTa—chccTa> b,

Z35 = G+al + (b +2]al b +3]C[P)C+2(4 - b])]a)alC +2(4 — |a*)C[b)b]

+ (13+7(|a|2—|— b%) +5|C|*+8(a|C|b) —6det(C)) la) (b| — 6C

+2 (ccTya><by + |a)(b|C"C — CC"C — |a)(a|C — ?:|b><by>

—Q((5+ |al* +|b)*+3]|C|*)C —2CC"C — 6C, |a) (b])

+1{¥(2CC"a + 6Cb — 2Cb, |a)(b|,2CTCb + 6C"a — 2C a)

—i ((3+ la?+|b>+3]/C|*)¥(a,C,b) — 6¥(a,C,b) —2¥(a, ccTc,b))
+2i<|b|2(a-f)C+|a|2C(b-f)T).

B.3 Revisiting local unitary invariants

For any two-qubit state p 45, decomposed as
1 3
pap=7 (101 +a-c@1+10b- 0+ ) coi @0 |, (B.44)
ij=1

where a = (a1,a3,a3)" and b = (by, by, b3)" are in R3, and C = (cij)axs € R3%3. Tts two reduced
states are given by, respectively p4 = 3(1o+a-c) and pg = (1 + b - ¢). In 2002, Makhlin had

published the following well-known result!:

Proposition B.21 ([6]). For any mixed two-qubit states pag, o'y € D (C* @ C?), both are LU equivalent

1Here we reformulate those 18 LU invariants for our convenience. They are also termed Makhlin’s invariants.
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if and only if the following 18-tuple (I, ..., Iig) are the same for both p sp and p’,, where

I, = det(C), L = (C,C), I = (C'C,C"C),

I ={a,a),I5 = (a|CC"|a), I, = (a|(CC") | )

= (b,b), Iz = (b|C"C|b), Io = (b|(CTC)*|b),

Ip=a- (CCTa x (CC™)?a),I;; =b- (C"Cb x (C™C)?D),

Iy = (a|C|b), i3 = (a|CCTC|b), hy = ((a- F)C,C(b - F)),
Iis=a-(CCTax Cb), L= Ca- (b x C'Cb),

117 =C'a- (CTCCTII X b), I]g =a- (Cb X CCTCb)

Here we deliberately omit the constant factor in Makhlin’s invariants. For our purposes, we

will give another 18-tuple of invariants in replacement of Makhlin’s invariants.

Proposition B.22 ([6]). For any mixed two-qubit states pag, p's5 € D (C* @ C?), both are LU equivalent
if and only if the following 18-tuple (L1, ..., Lig) are the same for both p g and p', 5, where

Ly = det(C), L, = (C,C),Ls = (C,C)

Ly = (a,a),Ls = (a|CC"|a), Ls = (a|CC"|a)
Ly = (b,b),Lg = (b|C"C|b), Ly = <b\CTC\b>,
)

)

)

7

7

Lygy=a-(CC'a x CCTa) Li1=0b-(C"Cb x CTCh),
L1z = (a|C|b),L13 = (a|CC'C|b),L15 = (a ‘C‘b ,
L15:b-(CTu><C a),Lig=a-(Cbx Cb),
Liy=Cb-(axCC"a),Lig=C a-(bx C"Cb).
Proof. Note that we can find out the following relations
(1) I = Ly, where k € {1,2,4,5,7,8,10,11,12,13,14,17,18}
(2) L =13-2L;
() Ie = Le + LoLs — L3Ly4
(4) Iy = Lo+ LoLs — LsL7
(5) Iy = —Ly, where k € {15,16}

Indeed, the first one is trivial. For the 2nd item, note that 2<E’, E’> =(C,C >2 —(C"C,C"C). This
implies that the desired result. For the 3rd item,

CCT" = (CC")?—(C,C)CC" + (C,C)1;

41



implying that
(a|CC7]a) = (a] (CC")?]a) ~ (€, C){a|CC"|a) + (€, C) ala).
That is,
Le¢ = Is — LoLs 4 LsL.

For the 4th item,

—

C'C=(C"C)*—(c,C)C"C+(C,C)13
implying that
(b|CTC|b) = (b|(CTC)*|b) (€, C)(b|CTC|D) + (C,C)(bb).
That is,
Lo = Iy — LyLg + L3L7.
For the equality of I19/11 = Lio/11

(CC™)?a = CC'a+(C,C)CCa—(C,C)a.

Then
CCTax (CC")2a=CC'ax CC'a—(C,C)CC"a x a,
implying that
Lip=a-(CC"ax (CC")2a) =a- (ccm X EEU:) = L.
(C"C)?b = C"Cb + (C,C)CCb — (C, C)b.
Then
C"Cb x (C'C)*b = C"Cb x C'Cb — (C,C)CTChb x b,
implying that

Ii=b-(CTCb x (CTC)*b) = b - (CTCb X ET\Cb) = Ly
For the 5th item,

Ls = a-(CC"ax Cb)=(a,CC"axCb)={a,C(C'axb))
C'a,CTax b)="b- (C'axC'a)=—b-(CaxCla)=

:<c
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Similarly, we get that I} = —Lj6. Indeed,

Iy = C'a-(bxC'Cb)=b-(C"Cbx C'a)=(b,C"CbxCa)
— (b,C"(Cb x a)) = (Cb,(Cb x a)) = a-(Cb x Cb)
= —a- (Cb X (Afb) = —Li6.

We also note that

L; = b-(CTaxC'CC"a)=(b,C'(axCC"a))=(Cb,axCCa)=Ly
and

i = a-(CbxCC'Cb)=(a,C(bxC"Ch))=(C abxCCh)=Li.

From the above discussion, we can see that the invariant ring generated by 18 Makhlin’s invari-

ants I(k =1,...,18) can also be generated by our proposed 18 invariants Ly(k =1,...,18). O
Based on this observation, we can infer the following results:

Lemma B.23. For any two-qubit state pp decomposed as in Eq. (B.44) above, let Xo = pap, X1 =
04 @1, and X, =1 ® pp, it holds that

(1) By = Tr (XoX;) = L.
(2) B2 ="Tr (X()Xz) = %

(3) B3 =Tr (XoX1X2) = %ﬂ

(4) By = ( ) M
(5) Bs =Tr (X X Xz) 1+Lz+3L4+3L7J;2L4L7+6L12 2Lyy
(6) Bg = r(X) 1- 6L1+3L2+36L4+3L7+6L12
(7) By =Tr (X3X1) _ 1= 6L1+L2(3+L4)+6L4+L523L 51+3(1+Ly) Ly +12L 5~ 2L14
(8) Bg = r(X3X) 1—6L1+Lo(3+Ly)+6Ly+L2 —;§L8+3(1+L7)L4+12L12 2L14
(9) By = Tr (X3X1X) is given by
1
By = —[14+6(LutLy) +12Luly + L3+ 13+ (3+ Ly + L7)Lo

+3(7+ Lo+ Ly+Ly) Liy + 2(Ls + Lg) — 6L1 — 2113 — 10L14] .
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(10) By = Tr (X}) is given by

1
B = o [1 +6(Ly+ Ly + LyLy) + L3+ L2+ (6 + Ly + 2Ly + 2L;) Ly + 24L1,

+4(Ls+ Ls + Lg — 2Ly — 6L1)} .
(11) By = Tr (X3X1X5X1) is given by

1
Bi1 = ﬁ [8L%2 + 8L12(6 + 6Ly + Ly + Lz) + 4(7 + L4)L5 — 8(3 + L4)L14 + 8L¢ + 4(1 — L4)L8
—8(3+ Ls)Ly +4(1 — Ls) L3+ (1 + Ly) L3 +2(1 + Ls) (34 La + L7) Lo

+ (14 15Ly 4 1513 + L3 + 6Ly + 36L4Ly + 612L; + L3 + LyL3) ] .

(12) By, = Tr (X5X2X5X>) is given by

1

B
12 256

[SL%Z +8L12(6+ 6Ly + Ly + Lo) +4(7 + Ly)Lg — 8(3 + L7)L1a + 8Lo + 4(1 — L) Ls
—8(3+Ly)L1 +4(1 — Ly)La+ (1 + L7)L3 +2(1 + Ly) (3 + La + L7) L,

+ (14 151y 4+ 1513 + L3 4 6Ly + 36L4Ly + 61314 + L3 + L7L3) ] .

(13) Byz = Tr (XoX1X2X3X1) is given by

_ L

Bus 128

[4L%2 + L12(30 + 6Ly + 18Ly + 2Ly) + (3 + Ly + Ly + LyLy)La
+2(1— Ly)Lg +8Ls — 2(5 + Ly) L1y — 2(3 — Ly) L4

+4iLys + (14 6Ly + L3+ 10Ly + 27L4Ly + L3Ly + 513 + 3L,L3) ] .
(14) Biy = Tr (XoX1X»X3X>) is given by

1
Bu = = [4L§2 + L12(30 + 6Ly + 18Ly + 2Ly) + (3 + La + Ly + LyL7) Ly
+2(1 = Ly)Ls +8Lg — 2(5+ Ly)L1s — 2(3 — Ly) L4

+4iLyg + (1+ 6Ly + L] +10Ly + 27LyLy + L3Ly + 513 + 3L4L3) ] .
(15) Bis = Tr (XoX1X,X(X1) is given by

Bis = 5% [1 + L3 + 261713 + 15L3 4 13L3Ly + 76LyLy 4 15L4 + 5L% + 4L3 + 10L; — L3(Ly — 1)
+26L5 4 12Lg 4 6(Ly + Ly)Ls — 4L + 68L1o + 88L4L1p +4L3L1o + 4LsL1p + 44L7L15
+ 1204 L7115 + 2813, — 4L1(6 + 2Ly + Ly(Ly +4) +3L12)
+2Ly(3+ Ls 4 3Ly 4+ 12L15 + L4(4L7 +2L15 + 5))

— 4L4L13 — 4L13 — 12L4L14 — 4L7L14 — 4L12L14 — 44L14 + 1(16L15 — 4L16 + 4L17)] .
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(16) By = Tr (XoX1X,X(X>) is given by

1
By = = [1 + L3+ 26L4L3 + 15L% + 13L5Ly + 76LyLy + 15L7 + 513 + 4Lz + 10Ly — L3(Ly — 1)

+26Lg 4 12L5 4 6(Ly + Ly)Lg — 4Lg + 68L1 + 88L7L1y +4L2L1o + 4LgL1p + 44L4L1»
+ 1204 L7115 + 2813, — 4L1(6 + 2Ly + L7 (Ly +4) +3L12)

+2L5(3 4 Lg + 3Ly + 12L15 + Ly(4Ly 4+ 2L15 +5))

—4LyLy3 — 4L13 — 12L7Ly — 4L4Lqy — 4L1pL14 — 4Ly +i(16L16 — 4L15 + 4L18)] :

(17) Byy = Tr (XoX1X5X1XX1) is given by

By = ﬁ [1 + L3 41512 + 120317 + 15Ly + 4813 + 60L3 — L3(Ly — 1) + 36Ly +48L3Ly + 315L4 Ly
+3L4L3 +150L4 L% + 751312 + 12613 — 12L3L3 + 525L5L; + 9L} + 84L3 + 105L3L;
+60Lg +48L4Lg 4+ 12LyLg — 4LyLyLg — 4LgLy — 12LgL3 4+ 4L5L2 4 224Ls + 132LsLy
444814 L5 — 4LsLg +108LyLyLs 4+ 96L3Ls + 3212 + 8L4L — 12L7Le 4 24Lg
+24L3L1 +300Ly L1y +210L15 + 18L15L3 + 1050Ly L1y 4 24LgL1a 4+ 600LyL7 L1y — 8LaLsL1y
+30L3L1p + 60L3LyL1p 4 630L3 L1y + 6L4L3L 1y — 8LyLgLip +336L5L15 +48L4LsLy,
—16LgL1p +8LsLyL1o + 1613, + 55212, 4+ 3121412, 4+ 401712, 4+ 8L15L13
+ L3(4L5 + (Ly +3)Ly — Ly(Ly +2(L1o — 9)) 4 18L1p + 15)
+ Ly((5Ly 4+ 3)L3 +2(21L3 + 84Ly +4L5 +2(Ly +9)L12 4+ 15)Ly + 3612, — 4L3(Ly — 3)
+91Ly +132L5 + Ly (L4(9Ly + 77) + 44L5 — 4Lg) — 8Lg + 12Lg + 4(3Ly (Lg +22) + 2Ls)L1p
4 300L1y — 96L14 +15) — 400L4 Ly — 48LyLyL1g — 96LyL14 — 240L14 — 6413114 — 48L5L14
+20L3, — 32L4L1pLy — 256L1L1g + 8Ly (Lo((Ly — 6)Ly — 15) — 10Ls + ((Ly — 16)Ly — 15)Ly
—48L1p + 6Ly — Ly(Ly(Ly +27) +12L15 — 2Ly + 61) — 15) + 16i(LsL1g — LipL1s — Lm)].

(18) Big = Tr (XoX2X3X2X3X>) is given by

1
8192
+3LyL3 +150LyL3 + 75L3L2 + 12612 — 121312 + 525L2Ly + 9L + 84L3 + 105L3 L4

+60Ls + 48L7Ls + 12L4Ls — AL4L;Ls — 4LgL; — 12L5L2 + 4LgL3 + 224Lg + 132LgL,

Big = [1 + L3 + 1513 4 12L3L4 + 15Ly +48L3 + 60L3 — L3(Ly — 1) 4 36L7 + 48L3L; + 315L4 Ly

+448L;Lg — 4LsLg + 108L4LyLg + 96L2Lg + 32L3 4 8L7Lg — 12L4Lg + 24Lg

+24L3L15 4+ 300Ly L1y + 210L15 + 18L1pL2 + 1050L7 Ly + 24L5L1p + 600L4 Ly L1y — 8L3L7L1o
+30L3L15 4+ 60L2L4 L1y + 630L3L15 4 6L7L3L15 — 8LyLsLyy + 336Lg L1y + 48L7LgLyo
—16LoLyp + 8Ly LgL1p + 16L3, + 55212, + 312L;L3, +40L4L3, + 8L15Ly3

+ L3(4Lg + (L7 +3)Ly — Ly (L7 +2(L1o —9)) + 18L15 4 15)

+ Lo((5Ly 4 3) L5 4 2(21L2 + 84Ly + 4Lg +2(Ly +9) L1y + 15) Ly + 3613, — 4L3(Ly — 3)
+91Ly +132Lg + Ly (Ly(9Ly 4 77) + 44Lg — 4Ls) — 8Lg 4+ 12L5 + 4(3Ly(Ly +22) + 2Lg)L1»
+300L1p —96L14 +15) — 400LyLyg — 48L4LyL1y — 96LyL1y — 240L14 — 6412114 — 48LgL1y
+20L3, — 32LyL1pLy — 256L15L1g + 8Ly (Lo((Ly — 6)Ly — 15) — 10Lg + ((Ly — 16)Ly — 15) L4
—48L1p 4 6L14 — Ly(L7(Ly +27) +12L1p — 2L14 4 61) — 15) 4 16i(LyL17 — L1aL1g — Ln)].

Those Makhlin invariants Li's can be also expressed by using Bargmann invariants By's below:
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Ly = 3(1— 3By — 3B, + 6B3 + 3B4 — 4By).

L, =1—2B; — 2B, + 4B,.

Ly = 4(1+ B1By — 3B; — 3By + 6B + By — B2 + B1By + ByBy — 4B7 — 4Bg + 4By).
Ly =2B; — 1.

Ls = 2B, + 4By — 4B1By — 8Bs — 8B¢ + 16B; — 1.

Le =3 (1 + 4By — 9B} — 18B1B; + 6B3B, — 3B3 + 24B1B3 + 12B,B3 — 12B5 — 12B, + 6ByBs +
18B1 By + 6B3By — 12B3By + 3B — 6B1 B3 + 12B5 — 12B1 B5 + 20Bs — 4B1 B — 24B; — 24B1B; —
12Byo + 12B; By + 241311).

L; =2B, — 1.
Lg = 2By —4ByB4 4 4By — 8B5 — 8B + 16Bg — 1.

Lo=3 (1 + 4B, — 9B} — 18B1B; + 6B1B3 — 3B% + 24B,B3 + 12B1 B3 — 12B — 12B, + 6B B4 +
18B,Bs + 6B3By — 12B3By + 3B — 6B2B3 + 12B5 — 12B,Bs + 20Bs — 4By Bg — 24Bs — 24B,Bs —
12Byo + 12B, By + 241312).

Lip = §i<27 — 97B; + 114B% — 46B3 — 81B, + 178B1 B, — 64B?B, + 78B3 + 108B1 B3 + 18B3 +
172B3 — 368B1 B3 + 168B2B; — 384B, B3 — 288B1 By B3 — 144B2B; + 456 B2 — 288B5 + 120B, B3 +
360B, B3 — 18B, + 54B1 By + 54B, By — 137B3 By + 48B3 By — 390B1 BBy — 141B3By + 72B1 B3B, —
108B3B4 + 660B1 B3 By + 48B2 B3 By + 540B, B3 By — 192B1 By B3 By — 480B3 By — 129B2 +261B, B2 +
72B2B2 + 81B,B3 — 48B1 B, B2 — 144B3B2 — 12B5 — 68B1B5 + 96B2B5 -+ 36B,B5 — 144B1 By Bs +
144B3Bs — 96B1 B3 Bs + 60B4Bs + 60B1 ByBs — 36 B2 B4 Bs + 96B3 B4 B5 + 48B3 Bs + 88Bs — 92B1 Bg —
32B3Bg — 228B,Bs — 40B1 By B + 64B2 B, By + 488B3Bs + 32B1B3Bg + 336B4Bg + 32B7B4Bg —
36B2B4Bs + 96B3B4Bs + 48B5Bs + 48BsB¢ — 64B1 BsB — 40B2 — 16B7 + 132B1B; + 96B3B7 +
228B,By + 384B1B,B; — 624B3B7 — 768B1 B3By — 552B4B7 — 96B1 B4B; + 72B, B4 By — 192B3B4B; —
96B2 By + 144B5B7 + 400B¢B; — 768B2 + 36B1 Bs — 96B2Bg + 84B, Bg — 48B1 By Bg — 240B3Bs +
288B1B3Bg — 24B,Bg + 72B1 B4Bg — 48B5Bg — 48B¢Bg + 96B7Bg + 24Bg — 48B1 By — 144B,Bg +
192B1ByBg + 96B3Bg — 90B1g + 138B1B1g — 96B2B1g + 162ByB1g — 144B1 By B1g — 288B3B1g +
192B1B3B1o — 144B4B1o + 96B1B4B1g — 12B11 — 192B1Bq1 — 72B1B1» — 72B2By;1 + 192B3Bq1 +
96B4B11 4 36B12 +96B13 — 192B1B13 — 96BB13 + 192B3B13 — 192B14 + 38481 B14 — 384B1 B¢ +
192B1 + 768B17>.

Ly = §1(27 —97B, + 114B3 — 46B3 — 81B; + 178B1B, — 64B3B; + 78B% + 108B,B? + 18B7 +
172B3 — 368B, B3 + 168B3 B3 — 384B1 B; — 288B1 By B3 — 144B% B; + 456 B3 — 288B3 + 120B, B3 +
360B1B3 — 18B, + 54B1 By + 54B, By — 137B3By + 48B3By — 390B1 BBy — 141B3B4 + 72B?B, B, —
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108B3 By + 660B2 B3 By + 48B3 B3 By + 540B1 B3Bs — 192B1 B, B3 By — 480B3 By — 129B3 + 261B,B2 +
72B3B3 + 81B1 B3 — 48B1 B, B3 — 144B3B2 — 12B5 — 68B,B5 + 96B3Bs + 36B1 Bs — 144B1B,Bs +
144B3Bs — 96B, B3 Bs + 60B4Bs + 60B, ByBs — 36B1 B4Bs + 96B3B4B5 + 48B3 Bs + 88B¢ — 92B,Bg —
32B3Bs — 228B1Bs — 40B1 By Bg + 64B5B1Bs + 488B3Bg, + 32B2B3Bg + 336B4Bg + 32B3B4Bg —
36B1B4Bg + 96B3 B4 B¢ + 48B3 Bs + 48B5Bs — 64B,BsBg — 40BZ — 16Bg + 132B,Bs + 96B3Bg +
228B1Bg + 384B1 By By — 624B3Bg — 768B,B3Bg — 552B,Bg — 96B,ByBg + 72B1 B4Bg — 192B3B,4Bg —
96B%Bs + 144BsBg + 400B¢Bs — 768B% + 36B,B; — 96B3 By + 84B1B; — 48B1 B, B; — 240B3B; +
288B,B3By — 24B4B; + 72B,B4By — 48B5B; — 48BBy + 96B;Bg + 24Bg — 48B,Bg — 144B, By +
192B; By Bg + 96B3Bg — 90B1g + 138B2B1g — 96B3B1o + 162B1Byg — 144B1ByByg — 288B3Byo +
192B,B3B1o — 144B4B1g + 96B2B4B1g — 12B1y — 192BB1y — 72B1B1y — 72B2Bq1 + 192B3By, +
96B4B1y + 36B11 +96B14 — 192By B14 — 96B1B14 + 192B3B14 — 192By3 + 384B, B13 — 384B,By5 +
192By5 + 768318>.

Lip =1—2B; — 2B, +4Bs.
L3 = 12(31 + Bz) — 12(31 + BZ)B4 — 36B3 + 24B3B4 + 24Bs — 8Bg + 16(B7 + Bg) — 32Bg — 3.
L1y = 2(1 — 3By — 3B, +2B1By + 6B3 + By — 4B5)

Lis = %i( —1+45B1 — 6B + 3B, +3B1By — 12B3 + 6B1B3 — 6ByB3 + 12B3 + 6By — 12B1 By —
6B>By + 6B1ByBy + 6B3By — 6B5 + 12B1Bs — 14B¢ + 4B1Bg + 24By + 12Bg — 12B;Bg — 24B13>.

Lig = gi( —1+4 5B, —6B3 + 3By +3B1B, — 12B3 + 6ByB3 — 6B1 B3 + 12B3 + 6Bs — 12By By —
6B1B4 + 6B1ByB4 + 6B3By — 6Bs + 12B,Bs — 14Bg + 4B, Bg + 24Bg + 12By; — 12B, By — 24Bl4> .

Ly = gi( —9+15B1 + 6B +19B, — 11B1 By — 24B3 — 6B1B3 + 6ByB3 — 12B3 + 18B, — 24B1 By +
6B3By — 30ByBy + 12B1 By By + 42B3 By — 24B1 B3By + 6B — 6B1 B3 + 6Bs — 48B1Bs + 12B,Bs —
12B4Bs — 18Bg — 4By Bg + 8B1B2Bg — 12B4Bg — 12B; — 12B, By + 48B3 By + 24B4 By + 24B Bg +
48B1Bg + 24B1g — 12B1B1g — 24B11 + 96B13 — 24B14 — 96Bl5>.

Lig = ;éi( —9+15B,+ 6B +19B1 — 11B1 By — 24B3 — 6ByB3 + 6B1B3 — 12B3 + 18B, — 24B,By +
6B3By — 30B1 By + 12B1 By By + 42B3 By — 24B;B3By + 6B — 6B,B3 + 6Bs — 48B,Bs + 12B1 Bs —
12B4Bs — 18Bg — 4B1Bg + 8B1B2Bg — 12B4Bg — 12Bs — 12B Bs + 48B3 Bs + 24B4Bg + 24B, By +
48B,Bg + 24B1g — 12ByB1g — 24B1p + 96B14 — 24B13 — 96Bl6>.

Proof. The correctness of all of these results can be checked by the mathematical software MaTha-

EMATICA. We remark here that getting these results is more difficult than checking the above

formulas. All materials preceding this lemma serve as preparations for simplifying the calcu-

lations in the proof of this lemma. In fact, we expand By’s by using the Bloch decomposition
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of pap. Through tedious algebraic computations and simplifications, utilizing the results from
Subsections B.1, B.2, and B.3, we obtain the desired results. O

B.4 Proof of Theorem 2.2
With the above preparations, now we can present the proof of Theorem 2.2.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. We have already known that the generators of the invariant ring generated
by LU invariant polynomials for two-qubit states is given by a complete set of 18 Makhlin’s funda-
mental invariants I;’s, where I;’s can be generated by L;’s in Proposition B.22. From Lemma B.23,

we see that L;’s can be generated by By’s. Therefore, By’s can generate the invariant ring. O

C Proof of Theorem 3.1

C.1 Entanglement criterion by Makhlin’s invariants

Let the partial trace with respect to either one subsystem of p4p be given by pl,, = p}4 or p%.

We have the following result:

Lemma C.1. All eigenvalues of the operator X := 4pap — 1o ® 1, are determined by its characteristic

polynomial equation x* + px* + qx + r = 0, where

p= —Z(Lz + Ly + L7),
q=—8(L1a — L1), (C.1)
r = L% + 2(L4 + L7)L2 + (L4 — L7)2 — 4(L3 + Ls+ Lg) + 8L14.

Here the meaning of Ly’s can be found in Proposition B.22.
Proof. The proof is obtained by direct and tedious computations. It is omitted here. O

We remark here that the correctness of the above result can also be checked by employing
symbolic computation function of MATHEMATICA. Apparently, getting this result is more dif-
ficult than checking the correctness of it. Based on the above result presented in Lemma C.1,
we can derive the following characterization of entanglement in two-qubit system. Basically, it
is another equivalent reformulation of Positive Partial-Tranpose criteria for two-qubit system.
More importantly, our reformulation can be viewed as the first criterion using locally unitary
invariants.

For any two-qubit state pop, parameterized as in Eq. (B.44), note that

1+ L 1+L 1+ Ly +Ls+L
Tr (pi) = 2 4/ Tr (p%) = 2 7’ Tr (piB) - 2 4 ! 7’ (Cz)
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from the facts that Tr (%), Tr (%) € [3,1] and Tr (%) € [3,1], we get that

2/ 4
0<Ly<,
0<L7<1, (C3)
0< L+ Ls+ L7y <3
It follows from Lemma C.1, we get the characteristic polynomial equation is given by
+6 2p—q+4 p—g+r+1
Ry LR AL A —0. 4
* 16 64 i 256 0 €4
Recall a result in [?]: Consider an algebraic equation of degree N > 1,
N N
[Tx—x) =Y (-Dex™ =0 (e0=1), (C5)
k=1 (=0

which has only real roots x; € R(k = 1,...,N). The necessary and sufficient condition that all

the roots x;’s to be non-negative is that all the coefficients ¢;’s are non-negative. That is,
(Vk € [N] :xx 20) <= (W € [N]:e, >20,e0 =1). (C.6)

From the above result, we can present a following result about the positivity of Hermitian matrix
X:

Proposition C.2. For a Hermitian complex matrix X € CN*N, denote py(X) := Tr (Xk>, then its

characteristic polynomial is given by

det(xIy — X) = %(—1)kek(X)xN_k,
k=0

where

1(X) pr2(X) prs(X) -+ k=1
(X))  pe1(X) pra(X) 0 pr(X)

Then we have




Proof. Since X is Hermitian matrix, it follows that its characteristic polynomial det(xly — X) =
Y o(—1)%e;(X)xN* has only real roots. These real roots are non-negative if and only if X > 0.
Therefore X > 0 if and only if ¢x(X) > 0, wherek =1,...,N O

From the above result, the non-negativeness of p 45 is guaranteed by the following inequalities

[?]:

p+6 >0 p =—6
2p—q+4  =0<=4q <2p+4 (C7)
p—g+r+1 >0 rozq-p-1

Based on both Eq. (C.3) and Eq. (C.7), we can summarize the above discussion into the following

result:

Proposition C.3. For any Hermitian matrix p op of fixed trace one, parameterized as
1 3
paB = § 112®]12+a-17®112+112®b'¢7+lzlcij(Ti@Uj , (C.8)
ij=
where a = (ay,a2,a3)" and b = (b1, by, b3)" are in R3, and C = (cjj)axs € R3*3, the necessary and

sufficient condition for the non-negativeness pap > 0 if and only if the following inequalities concerning
the 3-tuple (a, b, C) are true:

2+Ls+L7 <3, (C9)
Ly+Ly+L; <1+4+2(L1p —Ly),
(Lz + L4+ Ly — 1)2 — 4(L3 + L4Ly+ Ls+ Lg) +4 S(le + L1y — Ll) > 0.

The above constraints about the 3-tuple (a,b,C) can be equivalently to reformulated via

locally unitary Bargmann invariants:

{1 +2Tr (p35)

(C.10)
14 3[Tr (0%5)]* + 8Tr (055)

3Tr (1),
6Tr (i) + 6Tr (03y5).

Lemma C.4 (Detection of entanglement via locally unitary invariants). For any given two-qubit state

>
>

pAB, parameterized as in (B.44), which is entangled if and only if 9 invariants of 18 Makhlin invariants

are satisfying the following inequality:
2
1+ (Jaf* = [b]*)" +2(|al” +[b[*)(C,C) +2(C7C,C7C) + 8((a|C]b) + det(C))

<(c,c)+2 <|u]2 +[b)* +(C, c>) +4 ({a|CCT|a) + (b|CTC|b)) + 8({a|C|b). (C.11)
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Proof. All eigenvalues of the operator Y := 4pl,, — 1, ® 1, are determined by its characteristic

polynomial equation y* + py? + gy + 7 = 0, where
po= —2(laf+bf+(C,C)), §=-8((alC|b)+det(C)),

(1al2 = [bP)" +2(al® + [BP)(C,C) +2(CTC,CC) - (C,C)’
—4 ((a|CCT|a) + (b|C"C|b)) — 8(a|C]b).

Note that det(p",;) = 2 7@67 1 Thus pap is entangled if and only if det(pl3) < 0. Therefore we

~t
|

get the desired inequality. O
Example C.5 (The family of two-qubit Werner states). Two-qubit Wener state of single parameter
is defined by py, = w|p~ )}~ | + (1 — w)%, where [p~) = w and w € [0,1], which can be

rewritten as
1 3
Pw = Z <]12®]12—wk_z:10k®(7k> .
In such a case, a = b = 0 and C = —wl3. Then two-qubit Werner state p,, is entangled if and

only if Eq. (C.11) becomes

1+2(C"C,C"C) +8det(C) < (C,C)* +2(C,C) (C.12)
— 1+ 6w — 8w’ < 9w + 6w <= % <w< 1.

Example C.6 (The family of two-qubit Bell-diagonal states). Two-qubit Bell-diagonal state of three
parameters is defined by
1 3
PBell = <]12 QI+ ) hop ® Uk) ,
k=1
where t = (t,tp,t3) € D (specified later). The set D is a bounded and closed region: D C
[—1,1]3. The above mentioned D is determined by

)
1—t —t) —t3

WV

11—t +1t+t3
1+t —tr+t3

WV

~

WV

~

o o o o

1+t +1t—t;3

WV

In this case, a = b = 0 and C = diag(ty,t2,f3). Now two-qubit Bell-diagonal state ppy is
entangled if and only if Eq. (C.11) becomes

142(C7C,C7C) +8det(C) < (C,C)* +2(C,C)

2
3 3 3
= 142) 48t < (Z’%Z) +2) £

j=1
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Note that

3 3

2
3
(Zt}) +2Y) 2 —2) tH —8htats — 1
=—(h—tb-t+)(h+tta—t—-1)(h—t+ts—-1)(h+ta+t+1) >0,

which is equivalent to |t1| + |f2] + |£3] > 1.

C.2 Proof of Theorem 3.1

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Note we obtained that a complete set of LU Bargmann invariants {By : k =
1,...,18} for the invariant ring of LU invariant polynomials for two-qubit states. Using the
18 Bargmann generators, we can test the LU equivalence of two-qubit states by experiment via
measuring Bargmann invariants. Besides, we can use 7 Bargmann invariants to test entanglement
of two-qubit states: By using Lemma B.23, Eq. (C.11) can be equivalently transformed into the

following form:
6(By + By — ByBy — By — Byg) + 12(Bs — B3) + 3Bf + 4B < 1.

This completes the proof. O
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