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Optimal Entangling Capacity of Dynamical Processes

Earl T. Campbell
Department of Physics and Astronomy, University Collegedon, Gower Street, London, WC1E 6BT, UK.

We investigate the entangling capacity of dynamical opamatwhen provided with local ancilla. A compari-
son is made between the entangling capacity with and witth@uassistance of prior entanglement. An analytic
solution is found for the log-negativity entangling capaaf two-qubit gates, which equals the entanglement
of the Choi matrix isomorphic to the unitary operator. Sigipgly, the availability of prior entanglement does
not affect this result; a property we call resource indepecé of the entangling capacity. We prove several use-
ful upper-bounds on the entangling capacity that hold feregal qudit dynamical operations, and for a whole
family of entanglement monotones including log-negatieind log-robustness. The log-robustness entangling
capacity is shown to be resource independent for generalndips. We provide numerical results supporting a
conjecture that the log-negativity entangling capacityesource independence for all two-qudit unitaries.

PACS numbers: 03.67.Mn

Quantum information theory, and its various practical ap- Dynamical process
plications, has lead to a mature theory of entanglementas ar described by CPTP map A
source. Itis now common to think of entanglement as almost a
fungible commodity. Two different quantum states with mani I
festly very different non-locality properties may sometsibe a | O @ | b
converted into each other by local operations, they cankaso

diluted [1] and distilled([2]. The laws governing the cagabi < (O Q) m
ties of local operations to interchange between differatdre = =)

; S S
gled states are understood in terms of entanglement maasure = @) () =
and monotones that quantify the amount of entanglementin a 9 a < > 4 2
given quantum staté![3]. = -~

@) @
Entanglement can be created between physical systems
where there is a suitable non-local dynamical process. As
_ \O Q)
we can quantify the entanglement of quantum states, we
can quantify the efficacy of a dynamical operation at pro-

ducing entanglement. Such quantities are called the enta@- , . I .
gling power, capacity or strenglﬂ [4] of a dynamical process IG. 1: Many architectures for quantum communication arsd di
' AR tributed quantum computation have the above structuresilpygs
Theaverageentanglement generated by unitaries, commonlyeeatedly over many locations. Physical systetand B can-
called the entanglingower, has been studied by Zanardi and ot freely interact (e.g. because of spatial separation)ow-H
coworkers[[5H7]. Whereas theaximumentanglement that ever, they can interact by a fixed dynamical process desttiea
can be produced by unitaries is usually called the entagglincompletely-positive trace-preserving map, which acts on Hilbert
capacity [8<10]. In the practical context of attempting to spaceH,, ® H,. Furthermore, physical systemsand B also contain
maximize entanglement production for utilization as pdrt o quantum system&,,, andH, respectively. For example, bothand

a quantum information protocol, the most appropriate quan may contain many identical qubits, such as in two ion traps co
tity is the entanglement capacity (herein the EC). taining many atoms [13]. We show finite ancillary Hilbert spabut

Kraus and Cirac considered the EC for two-qubit unitariesfor simplicity assume arbitrarily large local Hilbert sac Further-

ac_ting on t\_/vo-qu_bit product stat_eB [8]. Le_ife'r al extendgd_ _ Eﬂi’e\ﬁFﬁzrs];g?]fegrwﬁﬁzsrbi?g&n s;scli]sr%r:énts Within eadfoloca
this analysis to find the entangling capacity when the ihitia
two-qubit state has prior entanglemeént [9], and found thiat t
can boost the entangling capacity. In both papers it was ob-
served that access to local ancilla can enable much higher e physical system where this optimisation is applicabler Fo
tangling capacities for some unitaries, with the swap gate aéxample, this structure is embodied by two separate eletro-
the most striking example. Without local ancilla the swafega Magnetic traps each containing many ions, with a fixed optica
has zero entangling capacity, but with local ancilla thewa Process for producing entanglement between tfaps [13].
gate can produce two Bell pairs. Despite numerous examples We prove that two qubit unitaries have an EC, measured
where local ancilla prove beneficial, no previous work has esby the log-negativity [14, 15], that has a simple closed form
tablished an analytic solution for the entangling capawiti Interestingly this EC equals the entanglement ofGhei ma-
access to local ancilla. trix py isomorphic toU via the Choi-Jamiolkowski isomor-
Furthermore, optimising the entanglement produced from ghism [16/ 177]. This proof will also hold for a restricted sta
dynamical process, with access to local ancilla, is a prable of higher dimensional unitaries that we characterize. Cira
that occurs in a broad range of architectures for quantum tec et al [L€] have previously proposed quantifying capabilities
nologies|[11-13]. Figurlg 1 shows the essential componénts ®f entangling unitaries by considering the entanglement of
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10 Ern(U) = ELy(U) whereS denotes the set of separable density matrices, and
2 7 N E(p)_ is an appropriate entanglement monotone for density
8 081 74 N matrices. However, when prior entanglement is availabke, t
o [EnU) //¢ D\ maximum increase of entanglement is:
8 0.6 - I' \\ D
> | /7 A\ EP(A) = sup{E(A(0)) - E(@)|lr €D}, ()
c L
—_ /4 . . . .
> " ¥4 )\ whereD is the set of all physical density matrices, and we
% 7 Eun(U) AN have denoted the availability of this resource by a supitscr
€ 2 /e N\ This quantity cannot be smaller than the unassisted cgpacit
L /' ‘\ E(A), but in general may be larger. The von Neumann en-

L T 12 ‘ tropy [25], E,~, is an example where some unitary gates have

been shown to exhibitan increadé’y, (U) > E,n(U), when
assisted by entanglemeht[19]. We do not need to invoke ex-
otic unitary gates to observe the phenomena, as it occuns eve
for simple two-qubit phase gates, as shown inHig. 2. Alterna
tively, we may be interested in knowing how much entangle-
ment could be produced given access to a restricted class of
resources, such as bound entanglement [20]:

‘ 0.5 10
Strength of phase gate ¢

FIG. 2: The maximum increase in entanglement created by sepha
gate,U = exp'®?4%2, as measured by: (thick dashed) the von
Neumann entropy with initially separable states; (thickdahe
von Neumann entropy assisted by prior entanglement; (theog-
negativity both with and without access to prior entangleine

EP(A) = sup{E(A(0)) — E(0)|o € B}, ®3)

tcr;ﬁ 9“0' matrix. Howiver, Clr_aet al d|?]_not Elhow that The whereB is the set of all physical density matrices with only
O matrix captures the maximum achievable entangiemeryf, entanglement. Formally, all operatorgiare positive

for any continuou_s monotones. Our results give a concretg, i definite before and after partial transposition.
operational meaning to the entanglement of the Choi matrix. Since the von Neumann EC violates resource indepen-
_It is surprising that our result fortw_o—qubit unitaries tsl dence, such thakD, # E,n, there is a temptation to infer
with or without the assistance of prior entanglement. Wey, 5 his phenomé]r;fa would be observed for other EC mono-
call this propertyesource independencé the log-negativity  ysnes. Here we present results that counter this intuition,
EC for two-qubits. In deriving our result for two-qubit uni- gying that many other entanglement monotones have an in-

taries, we prove two theorems that are useful in their oW e ent resource independence, which makes them cleader, an
right. These theorems provide upper-bounds on the EC in th§mp|er candidates for EC monotones.

more general setting of two-qudit completely-positivee&ra We are principally interested in the logarithmic versions

preserving maps. The first upper-bound we prove also aps¢ negativity [14,15] and robustneds [21] and other similar

plies to a whole family of EC monotones that includes bomdecomposition-based monotones (defined in seEflon 113 Th
log-negativity EC and log-robustness EC. Our Upper'bou”dﬁegativity is defined as:

entail that log-robustness EC is always resource indepgnde
and give us reason to suspect that log-negativity EC is also Ex(p) = (|p"]] = 1)/2 (4)
generally resource independent. We support this congectur

with a numerical study of the log-negativity EC for two-qutr wherel" denotes a partial transpose over systgnand||...|
unitaries, where we found no violations of resource independenotes the trace norm:

dence.
|A]] = tr (\/ﬂ) . ()

The robustness qof was first defined [21] as the amount of
any separable stat€ that must be mixed witl» to make the
whole mixture separable:

I. NOTATION AND DEFINITIONS

We aim to solve the following problem: for a given
cqmpletely-positive trace-prefserving (CETP) nagcting on . o+ to! )
Hilbert spacedi, ® Hy, what is the maximum entanglement Es(p) = inf{t|o = Epeails € S}, (6)

that can be produced? This maximization problem depends
on what resources are available. Throughout, we assume thgheres is again the set of separable states. Despite the con-
local ancilla (typically labelled as Hilbert spaé&, ® Hy),  trast between the conventional definitions/§ and Es, we

local unitaries and classical communication are freelylava will see that they are actually very closely related [14].

able as is appropriate in many communication and distribute  Throughout, we are interested in logarithmically rescaled
computation scenarios. The maximum achievable entanglesariants of both monotones &5, (p) = log, (1 +2E,(p)).
ment for a dynamical map\, when the initial state is separa- Logarithmic variants of negativity and robustness arengfty

ble, is given by: subadditive under tensor products, such that:

E(A) = sup{E(A(0))|o € S}, 1) E(p1 @ p2) < E(p1) + E(p2). ()



We desire this property as any monotone violating this condi N=DT  or >0
tion can never give rise to an EC that is resource independent  ————_

(see AppendixA). Indeed, the concept of resource assisted E
can become meaningless when subadditivity is not respected
Conversely, if an EC is resource independent, then a rescali
of the underlying entanglement monotone that destroys sub-
additivity must also remove resource independence. Under
fairly weak assumptions such a rescaling can always be found

(see AppendikB).
When a subadditive entanglement monotone always satu- D: set of
rates the inequality, such that del.lsity
Ern(p1 ® p2) = ELn(p1) + Ern(p2), (8) matrices,
o - \ c>0
the entanglement monotone is said to be strongly additive. -
Strong additivity gives entanglement monotones a clegrer o / \
erational interpretation, and so is typically desirablayAC B=DnNN

monotone that is both resource independent and strongly ad- S: separable states
ditive has the following elegant property: given a dynarhica
map A with entangling capacity£(A), we can use the dy-

namical mam times to prod.u.ce,_ at best, exaCﬂﬂ(A). .en' operators: operators if? have non-negative eigenvalues; operators
tanglement. The log-negativity is both strongly additvela iy s have partial transposes with non-negative eigenvaluezraep
provides an upperbound on the number of singlets that can kgys in 3 have both the previous properties; operatorsSinan be
distilled [22], and so we will focus on this monotone. decomposed as a positive sum of separable operators. THe who

Note that, our notation for EC monotones always uses a cabpace shown represents all Hermitian unit-trace matrices.
ligraphic superscript to denote the resources that areaete
to the maximization problem, and a subscript to describe the N N . ]
under'ying entanglement monotone for quantum states. When these conditions hOld, any Hermitian unit-trace matl’l

p, can always be decomposed into zero-entanglement opera-

tors,p = (1 + t)o* — to~. This result is well known for the
. DECOMPOSITION-BASED MONOTONES set of separable statés [23, and so will also hold for any
set that contains. Collectively, these properties ensure that

. . " E\q is always an entanglement monotone, and simil 27
Here we introduce the idea of decomposition-based monq’oﬁogarithrxic quantitiegs] which we denote- ad [27]

tones of entanglement, as first discovered by Werner and Vi-
dal [14]. They proposed entanglement monotones of the form: Erm(p) =logy (14 2Em(p)). (10)

FIG. 3: An heuristic diagram of different sets of zero-eglament

Em(p) = inf{t|p = (1+t)o" —to—;t > 0;0% € M}. (9) Familiar monotones in this far_nily include negativity and ro
bustness of entanglement, which are:

This formula returns the minimum value obver all real lin- Es(p) = Es(p)

ear decompositions gf into matricess® that belong to a B ’

specific setM. We will call operators in the sett zero- En(p) = Enl(p),

entanglement operators as forale M we haveEx((0) =  whereS is the set of separable matrices, akid= DI. The

0. However, remember that a zero-entanglement operator isquivalence for robustness is immediate, but for negtiet

not necessarily separable, as the monotone may fail totdetegyires a little work. The more familiar definition of negatjv
entanglement for some states. In order to ensure that tie qus in terms of the trace norm and partial transpose. For any
t|ty is well-defined and monotonic under local Opel‘atione, W unit-trace hermitian Operator, there is a|WayS decommsit
require that the set of zero-entanglement operators hdslthe jnto positive unit-trace operatops= (1 + t)o+ — to—. We
lowing properties/[26]: can always find such a decomposition whefeare orthog-
onal, and then the trace-norm is simp@y+ 1. Clearly no
smaller value can be achieved, and so finding the trace norm
is equilvalent to a minimization problem:

1. the setM is a compact and convex, such that+ (1 —
p)o’ € M, whenever,c’ € M and0 < p < 1;

2. all matrices inM are Hermitian and unit-trace, $0= llpl| = inf{2t + 1p=tot — (1 —t)o ;0" € D} (11)
T 1 )
o' andtr(o) = 1;
However, when calculating the negativity we take the phrtia
3. the setM includes all separable statésC M; transpose first:

o L - -+
4. the set is invariant under local unitaries, © Pl = inf{2t +1)p" = (1 +1)o* —to™;0% € D}, (12)
Up)M(Us @ Up)t = M. = inf{2t+1p=tet — (1 —t)o ;0% € DI = N}.
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Hence, when calculating the negativity, instead of takimg t E(p*) = logy(1 + 2t), where there will exist an optimal
partial transpose we can find the minimal decompositiort w.r.decomposition:
the partial transpose of the physical density operators.

In addition to more familiar entanglement monotones, Vi- p* =1+t —to ;0% € M. (17)
dal and Werner also discussed an intermediate monotone for
the setB3 that containgr that are positive and have a positive Think of this as a decomposition into zero-entanglement op-
partial transpose. They observed that these monotones-are grators. Acting with the CPTP map gives:

lated by the inequalities:
A(p*) = (L+1)A(0F) — tA(o7), (18)

E >F > Enx(p) >0, 13
s(p) 5(0) (v) (13) Even though\ (o) are not always physical density matrices,

which follows from the inclusionss ¢ B ¢ A. For an We can still apply the formula for calculating their entasg|

overview of how these sets relate see figlle. 3. ment and we can compare it with the entanglement produced
by acting on the physical state . Performing this calcula-
tion, and some algebraic manipulation (see Appehdix C), we

lll. THE DUALITY THEOREM find:

* * +
Having introduced the family of decomposition-based en- Erad(Ap7) = Bim(p?) < max{ Eaa(Ae™))}- - (19)
tanglement monotones, we now formulate our first upperthis tells us that if we knew the optimal physical inppt,
bound on the corresponding EC monotones. then the entanglement produced would not exceed the entan-
glement produced from the zero-entanglement operators,
Theorem 1 For any logarithmic decomposition-based entan-ando~—. However, we don’t yet know whai* is! Despite
glement monotonek; o((p), the corresponding entangling this, we can still give an upperbound by maximizing over all

capacity of a CPTP map satisfies: zero-entanglement operatosse M, such that:

EDm(A) < Bij(A) = sup{Epm(A(0))|o € M}. (14) EDpm(A) < sup{ELm(A(0))|o € M}, (20)
Furthermore ifM C D, whereD is the set of physical density which proves the first part of our theorem. If all zero-
matrices, then we have equality, and hence: entanglement operators are also physical density matrices

then the maximum is physically attainable, and the inequal-
EP (A = EML(A). (15) ity is saturated. Formally, M C D we have an equality,

which is an especially strong result for log-robustness:
This theorem instructs us that the resource assisted EC can
never exceed the entanglement produced from applying th€orollary 1 The log-robustness entangling capacity of any
CPTP map to an operator with zero-entanglement w.r.t. thespp map\ satisfies:
entanglement monotone used.
Consequently, arough_interpretati_on of this theorem is _tha EPs(A) = Ers(A) (21)
the EC monotones considered are inherently resource inde-
pendent. However, this is only true when the above equaland so the maximum possible increase is achievable with an
ity holds, as it does for log-robustness EC. However, herénitially separable state.
only the inequality is proven to apply for log-negativity EC
This is because the set of zero-entanglement operatéys, For log-negativity the result is weaker. It tells us that the
includes unphysical operators with negative eigenvalfoes ( resource-assisted EC is no greater than the dual optimizati
mally N/ € D). Clearly, when maximization over some un- of the maximum increase when the initial matrix is a, poten-
physical operators is required to rigorously derive an uppe tially unphysical, zero-entanglement operatore N. The
bound, we do not guarantee that the upperbound is attainablgetsD and A\ are two very closely related species of matrices
Since the resource independence interpretation is not a(-note that\' = D' ) and so it isn’timmediately clear that we
ways strictly accurate, the more cautious reader may prefer have gained much by exchanging a maximization everD
think of the theorem as simply relating two optimizationipro  for a maximization oves € . However, the duality theo-
lems. The optimization giving the upper bound we will cadl, i rem will prove its worth by playing a pivotal role in deriving
absence of more appropriate terminology, the dual problem.the entangling capacity for two-qubit unitaries.
To prove the theorem, we begin by recalling our definition From a numerical perspective, the upper bound is actually
of resource assisted entangling capacity: easier to work with for reasons we explain later. For now we
simply remark that numerical simulations indicate thdtdit
EP(A) =sup{Erm(A(p)) — ELm(p)|lp € D}. (16) s lost from the relaxations needed to derive this bound, as
numerical studies have not revealed any instances where the
We shall usep* to label a physical state that achievesbound cannot be saturated. We discuss this further is sec-
the supremum. The initial entanglement of this state igion[VII]



IV. AN UPPER BOUND ON LOG-NEGATIVITY
ENTANGLING CAPACITY

So far we have derived a general upper bound for a whol

family of EC monotones. Herein we focus solely on log-

negativity EC. Also, whereas the previous bound involved a

maximization procedure that typically must be performed nu

merically, here we will derive a bound that can be evaluayed b
standard algebraic techniques. The bound we find here takes

a very simple form for two-qubit unitaries, with later sects

5

where A;, and By, are proportional to unitaries, such that
Al A, = 1/d, and B} B, = 1/d,.

or basic unitaries the related operator norms are simply
Oallop = |OBllop = >=; Ai/V/dady, and so our theorem
tells us that:

EP\(U) < 2log, (Z \/si_db> . (27)

Not all unitaries are basic, but many are. Cruciadll,two-

demonstrating that the bound is saturated by preparingthe aqubit unitaries are basic (see AppendiX. D), and so thidtresu

propriate Choi matrix.
We begin by defining some notation. For a CPTP map
there will always exist a Kraus decomposition:

A(p) = 3 Kipk], (22)

and each Kraus operator has a Schmidt decomposition:

a2
Kl' = Z /\j,iAj,i X Bj,i-

Jj=1

(23)

Recall that operator Schmidt decompositiohs| [28] always

have {) d = min(d,, dy); (ii) coefficients\ that are positive
real numbers; andii) sets of operator§A; ;,..A.2;} and
{By,i,...Bsa ;} that are orthonormal sets, with orthonormal-

ity defined w.r.t the inner produc¢f\/, N) = tr(MTN). Our
theorem will also make use of the operator norm:

(Y| M) } 7

which for Hermitian/ is simply the largest eigenvalue. We

(24)
(V)
can now state the main result of this section:

1Mo = sup{

Theorem 2 The log-negativity entangling capacity of any
CPTP mapA is upper bounded by:

ELn(A) < log, <Z IIOA,iIIop-IIOB.,illop> ;o (29

where:

Oai

> N AL Aj
j

OB, Z /\j,iB;,iBjJ
J

For unitary maps, the CPTP map has a simple form with

single Kraus operator. The theorem simplifies even furthef

for a particular class of unitaries that we cadisicunitaries,
which we define as:

Definition 1 A unitary U acting onC% @ C% is said to be
basic if there exists an operator Schmidt decomposition:
d2
U= \Ar® By,
k=1

(26)

applies to many physical systems.

Having laid out the results of this section, we now turn
to proving them by utilizing the duality theorem, Thral (1).
We will find an upper bound on the resource-assisted EC, by
considering the dual problem of maximizing the entanglemen
producible from zero-entanglement operatoerss N. Since
the log-negativity is a monotonic function of the negatiyit
the maximum is achieved for the samgeso we are interested
in finding the maximum of:

M@ = 11> (Kio K", (28)
< YK (29)

with the second line following by convexity of the trace norm
Our proof will proceed by focusing on the maximum for in-
dividual Kraus operators. For brevity, herein we drop the
subscript, s.tK; — K. For these single terms we have that:

KoK'=Y \eAj(Ar ® Br)o(4; @ By, (30)
k.j

taking the partial transpose we arrive at:

(KoK = 3" \edj(Ae ® B )o"'(4; @ BY)T,(31)
k.j

The next step is to find the trace norm of this expression. As
outlined in sectiof ]I, taking the trace norm is equivalent t

a minimization problem over all decompositions into pesiti
unit-trace operators. By finding a decomposition, whichsdoe
not necessarily give the minimum, we are able to deduce an
upper bound on the trace norm. Here, we are always able
to find a decomposition (see Appenflix E) such that the trace
norm is bounded as follows:

(KoK < Y Mdjtr(ATA; @ BiBio"). (32)
7.k

Making use of the more compact notation introduced earlier,

his is equivalent to:
(KoK = tr(04 ® OLoh).

Maximizing over allc € N (or ¢! € D) is equivalent to
finding the operator norm, and so:

Suﬁ)/II(KUKT)PII < 1|04 @ OF|lop, (33)
[AS

= ||OA||0p~||Og||0pv
10 allop-|OB|op-



The Hilbert space on which This state is entangled between Hilbert spaégs, and
a Hermitian map A acts. Alice Bob H, . However, the initial statep, can be separable with
respective to a partition betweéf, ,» andH, ;/, by choosing
the basis such that), , = |j)alk)s and|z)e v = |7)a |k)sr
(see figurél). It then follows that:

* N\ (e e
= @) =D i alk)eli)ar (ko //dady. (36)

a’ b’ J=1 k=1
Switching the order of the qubits fromb,a’, b’ toa, a’, b, v/,
we arrive at:
D
b D da dy
An ancillary Hilbert D) = > ldbalddarlk)olk)e /v dads, (37)
space of equal dimension j=1k=1
da | - dy
FIG. 4: The Hilbert spaces used in defining the Choi matrix= — [9)ali)ar Z [K)olk)y 7
(A ® 1)(®) for a dynamical map\. For any bipartitionH, ® Hy, = Vida 1 Vdy

of the space on which acts, we find the Choi matrix can be defined
with the initial state as a separable staf®, = [P 4)|®5), w.rtthis  which is simply a separable state:

bipartition.
|®) = |®4)|P5). (38)

I,_As such the Choi matrix is both mathematically intriguand
operationally meaningful as it can be prepared from a separa
n?le state and a single use of a dynamical map.

The second line follows because the operator norm is mu
tiplicative under tensor products, and the last line foldve-
cause transposition does not change the eigenvalues ofiHer
tian matrices. Taking the logarithm and applying the dyalit
theorem (Thnl11), proves theoréin 2. VI CHOI MATRIX ENTANGLEMENT
It is important that this result holds when local ancilla are
available, and we will clarify this now. For brevity, we have
denoted the Kraus operator iy. However, we implied the
availability of local ancilla, which is equivalent to findjrihe
EC for an operatok ® 1, ® 1;,. For this extended Kraus op-
erator, the appropriate bound is determined|Byy ® 1,/ ||op
and||Op @ 1y ||op. However||O4 @ Ly/||op = ||Oal|op, and
so the upper-bound does indeed allow for local ancilla.

Now we show that basic unitaries saturate the upper-bound
described by theoreni](2), and more concisely by equa-
tion (24). We achieve this by using a basic unitary to repro-
duce its Choi matrix. Operationally, the Choi matrix is pro-
duced by applyind’ to the initial separable statgh )| P 5).
Establishing the entanglement of the Choi matrix doesn't ac
tually rely on the operator being a basic unitary, and can be

As we remarked earlier, this result takes an especially sim g
ple form for basic unitaries, and we shall see that basic uni(_:on5|dered asa usefL_JI. lower bound for the EC of any general
’ Kraus operator. Specifically, we show that:

taries saturate the bound. However, in seckion]VIIl we give

some explicit examples that fail to saturate it. Theorem 3 The log-negativity entangling capacity of any

Kraus operatorK satisfies:
V. CHOI MATRICES

A
Efx(K) > Epy(K) > 2log, (Z m) . @9)
Before showing that the bound can be saturated, we will re- k ot

view the concept of a Choi matrix. The Choi-Jamiolkowski where)\; are the Schmidt coefficients Af. Equality holds if

isomorphism [16]_17] shows that there exists a one-to-ong is a basic unitary, such as a two-qubit unitary.
correspondence, an isomorphism, between Hermitian matri-

ces and Hermitian maps|29]. In particular, for every miap Itis important to remember that we can produce the Choi state
that acts on a Hilbert spacg?= @ Cd, there exists a Hermi- fromaninitially separable state, and hence are provingtiea
tian matrixp, that acts orC% © C%. We callp, the Choi  l0og-negativity is resource independent for all basic uieta
matrix for A, and it is defined by: We begin with:

pa = (A @ 1)(®), (34) K[0A)|®p) = \e(Ak|®a)) ® (Bi|®p)),  (40)
k

whered = [2)(2], and: and we shall prove our result by showing that, except for a
dody factor of \/d,d, this decomposition is already a Schmidt de-

|®) = Z 12)a.6|2) 0 b,/\/m_ (35) composition. We proceed by proving a straightforward, and
= ’ possibly well-known, fact:



Lemma 1 For orthonormal sets of operatofsd; }, the set of N X
states{|1a, ) = V/d, Ar|®4)} are orthonormal. ggé 171
. . : ) z -~
The lemma is proven in AppendiX F. From this lemma, it &> 16T ,/
follows that a Schmidt decomposition of the Choi matrix is: S ’-g o
Q154 .
Ak g L e
K|®A)|®p) =) ——— , 41 ®
[©4)|®5) zk: mmalwsn (41) 2814 )
oD
It is well known that the log-negativity of a pure state fol® © g 131
directly from its Schmidt coefficients, such that: % % 5 4 s 6 5
Ak o= Log-Neg entangling capacity
Ern(K®KT) = 2log =, (42) i B
L ( ) 2 (; \/M> (resource unassisted) En (U)

which holds for any Kraus operator. For basic unitaries thi FIG. 5: Numerically calculated log-negativity EC for ramaly se-
achievable entanglement and the upper bound coincide, givected two-qutrit gates, allowing for two-qutrit anciljaqubits. The
ing a closed form for the EC, and proving our main resultachievable log-negativity with separable states (resounassisted),
(theoreniB). ELN(U)., is compared toEJL\fN(U), yvhich is an upper bound on
We have shown that for a particular class of unitary opern€ maximum resource unassisted increBigk (/). For all exam-
ations, which includes all two-qubit gates, the maximum in—'r:celdo',nﬁStances these quantities are equal (up-to numegieaision
crease of log-negativity from one application of the unitar ° )
has a simple closed form. Furthermore, the same choice-of ini
tial state produces this maximum. As such, if we are promised ) )
that a unitary belongs to the class of basic unitaries, tren nignore mixed states because the maximum for any convex
further analysis is required to find the optimal strategygien- function over a convex set is attained by an extremal mem-
erating entanglement. We also have the surprising resatit tn Per of the convex set. We calculated an upper bound of the
unlike entropic quantities, such as von Neumann entropy, th"éSource-assisted EC by considering the dual problem of max
log-negativty EC is resource independent for 2-qubituigga  IMizing over zero-entanglement operators. Again this-opti
Although the Choi matrix entanglement equals the |og_m|zat|on can be performed over just '_[he extremal members
negativity EC, this does not entail the same for the EC baseflf the zero-entanglement séf. Alternatively we could have
on different monotones. Indeed, Kraus and Cifac [8] showedlirectly calculated the resource assisted entanglingogpa
that preparing the Choi matrix does not always maximizelZx (U), but this would have requiret [30] searching over a
the linear-entropy (assuming pure states only). The counte!@rger space including non-extremal points. Surprisinigiis
example they gave employed unitaries of the fotm =  More comprehen5|vg seaych was not necessary as the upper-
expi® | whereW is the two-qubit swap gate, and the Choi bounc_i proved to be tight in all observed instances, as can be
matrix was non-optimal whefiwas below a critical value. In  S€en in figuréls.
these cases, there is no unique answer to what the besggtrate We allowed for ancilla qubits equal in dimension to the tar-
is, as both entanglement monotones are meaningful. Howeveget qubits, and so considered 4-qutrits in total. Sincelloca
the strength of our result is that it provides a nice analgtic ~ maxima are not guaranteed to be global maxima, and the di-
lution, whereas no general solution for the linear-entrB@y ~ mensionality $* = 81) involved in the problem is quite large,
is yet known. a fairly intensive search must be performed to encourage con
fidence in having found the global maxima. Numerical ac-
curacy was benchmarked against unitaries randomly sdlecte
VIl.  NUMERICAL EVIDENCE from a family of basic unitaries, for which the results alsay
matched our analytic result up-to our working numerical pre

What do the results so far tell us about the existence of recision of 10~6. Similarly for non-basic unitaries, all instances
source independent EC monotones? To recap, we know thaf numerically found values foEYy (U) and Epn (U) dif-
log-robustness EC is always resource independent, and thigred by no more than this level of precision.
log-negativity EC is resource independent for basic uigisar Consequently, it is extremely likely that all two-qutritiein
such as two-qubit gates. The most obvious open question tgries are resource independent. In other aspects of detang
whether log-negativity EC is resource independent formHl u menttheory where special properties have held for twotgubi
taries, or indeed all CPTP maps, or whether this is a singubut not for higher dimensions, the emergent behavior can be
lar feature of 2-qubit gates. Here we report numerical evi-observed for just two-qutrits. For example, bound entangle
dence in favor of the conjecture that for all unitaries weehav ment [20] and in-equivalence of entangling and disentaigli
EP(U) = Ern(U). capacity[23] both manifest themselves for qutrit systents a

We consider 50 different gutrit unitaries randomly se- larger. As such there is little reason to suspect that twtoitqu
lected from the Haar measure, which are typically not ba-gates are exceptional in any way, and we are inclined to con-
sic unitaries. To calculat&, v (U) we performed a Monte- jecture that resource independence will hold true for adl-tw
Carlo search over the set of pure separable states. We cgudit unitaries.



VIIl.  TRACTABLE QUDIT EXAMPLES IX. CONCLUSIONS

We have seen that various analytic bounds on EC are satu- We have investigated the maximum entanglement that can
rated for two-qubit unitaries, and that the duality uppeutod . 9 X ang ;
be achieved by a dynamic process allowing for use of ancil-

N . . . . . . |
ELN(U) seems to be tight in h_|gher dimensions. In th'.s Sec lary Hilbert space, with particular attention paid to theobb
tion we examine some analytically tractable two-qudit uni-

taries, and show that in higher dimensioflsgreparing the that can sometimes be achieved by exploiting prior entangle

Choi }natrix is not alwavs 3 timal: and Y the u per-bgound ment. These quantities depend on the underlying entangle-
ys op ! bp ment monotone that is used to quantify the entanglement of

expressed by theoreﬂ_Z IS not aIV\_/ays saturated. There_ Afe guantum state. We considered a family of monotones

many ways to generalize two-qubit control-not gates, with ; [P i .

some generalizations giving basic unitaries, but we slualt that includes log-negativity and log-robustness, with & pa

sider the non-basic (fat > 2) family that acts on systems ticular focus on log-negativity. We found that this family
: o of entangling capacity monotones is often insensitive ® th
andb of dimensiond:

availability of prior entanglement, a property we call resze
U, = (1 — [0)0 141050 & X 43 mdepende_nce of the entangling capacity. Our.most gengral
a=( 0701) @ L4103 (0] & Xa, (43) result, which covers a whole family of entangling capacity
monotones, we call the duality theorem as it tells us that the
resource-assisted entangling capacity cannot exceedthe s
lution of a dual problem determined by the structure of the

d—1
X, = Z lj @ 1), (44)  entanglement monotone.
j=0

The duality theorem immediately entails that log-
robustness is resource independent for all dynamical epera
tions. For log-negativity, the duality theorem entails aaer
result with a murkier interpretation. However, furtheruks

where X is the generalized Pauli bit-flip operator:

with & indicating addition moduld. A slight rearrangement
gives the Schmidt decomposition with correctly normalized

operators: built on the duality theorem prove that log-negativity enta
1 1 X gling capacity is resource independent for all two-qubit un
Uy = /d(d—1) 1-— 00l ® — + V/d|0){(0] ® =2, taries, and other so-called basic unitaries. Furthermeee,
(d—-1) Vd Vd presented numerical evidence that two-qutrit unitariesres

source independent. This leads us to the conjecture that all
Given that the Schmidt coefficients agéd(d — 1) andv/d,  unitary gates are resource independent for this particutar

the entanglement of the Choi matrix is simply (see Egh. 42): ric of entangling capacity. Settling this conjecture is apes
cially interesting open problem.

Epn(Us@U)) = 2log, ((\/ d(d—1) + \/E)/d) , (45) We have also shown that the log-negativity entangling ca-

— — pacity of two-qubit gates has a closed form, and equals the

= 2log, (V l—d='+vd 1) g entanglement of the corresponding Choi matrix. For no other

_ _ _ o measure of entangling capacity has a closed form been found,
which vanishes in the limit of large. and so this result may prove extremely useful in simplifying
However, if we consider the input stat¢) = (|0) +  the analysis of entangling capacity. We have seen that laeyon

|1))]0)/+/2, then it is easy to check thak;|+) produces one two-qubit unitaries the Choi matrix no longer captures tie |
e-bit of entanglement, diog,(2) of log-negativity. Conse- negativity entangling capacity. However, the simplicifytioe
quently, ford > 2, preparing the Choi matrix is not optimal. result for two-qubit unitaries is encouraging evidence tha
No operator with only two non-zero Schmidt coefficients canclosed form may be also be found for higher dimensional uni-
produce more thatvg,(2) log-negativity and so this must be taries, and maybe even general dynamical maps.
the entangling capacity for all values @f

We now consider the value of the upper-bound imposed by
theoreni 2, which tells us that:

Ern(Ua) < logs (|0allop-|OB|lop) » (46)
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Appendix A Appendix B

In the papers preamble we asserted that subadditivity of an We show here that an entanglement monotafig, that
entanglement monotone is a necessary property for the-corrées subadditive, can always be rescaled into a non-subadditi
sponding EC to be resource independent. The basic intuitiomonotone. Consequently, a resource independent EC can al-
is that when subadditivity is violated, one can boost entanways lose this property by appropriate rescaling. A second
gling capacity by simply appending an ancillary entangledmonotoneF is a rescaling of; if and only if there exists
state that actually plays no active role. Indeed, this spuria monotonically increasing functiom, such thatEs(p) =
ous boost may ensure an infinite amount of resource assistgdF1(p)). We proceed under the weak assumption that if
EC for almost all CPTP maps, making the quantity devoid ofFE; (p) > 0, then
concrete meaning. This rough intuition will suffice for un-
derstanding our main results, but for the interested reaeer Ei(p®p) > Ei(p). (B1)
shall provide a rigorous proof here.

If an entanglement monotone is not subadditive, then ther
must exist at least two quantum statgsandp-, such that:

'e[his assumption is satisfied for all well-known entangletnen
monotones, and only fails to hold for extremely contrived-co
structions. We can now break subadditivity forz p, by

E(p1 ® p2) > E(p1) + E(p2). (A1) choosing a rescaling function such that:
We now define a CPTP map that will violate resource inde- 9z +6) > 2g(x), (B2)

pendence: wherexz = Ey(p), andz + 0 = Ei(p ® p). Our earlier

assumption ensures that> 0, and so we simply choose a
rescaling function that more than doubles in the gap between
r andx + 4.

Since a rescaling can always break resource independence,
it is reasonable to ask whether the inverse operation can al-
ways be performed. That is, can we always rescale a mono-
tone to create a resource independent EC? We do not cur-
rently have a solution to this problem. However, one fact is

1, , clear: rescaling a strongly-additive resource-depeneitain-
A (ca®0B) = npr1®oa @op +(1 _”)E‘X’Uu’@%'v (A3)  glementmonotone can not make it resource independent with-
out also breaking strong additivity.

A1 (o) = tre 5(]0,0)(0,0|0)p1+(1—trs 5(|0,0)(0,0]0))1/d,

(A2)
whered is the dimension op,, andtr, ;(...) is a partial trace
over target qubita andb. Clearly, with the initially separa-
ble statel0, 0) and one application ak; we can produce the
outputp;. For any other separable inputy ® o5, we have
that:

where:
n = tr(]|0,0)(0,0|0), Appendix C
gwr @0y = trap(|0,0)(0,0la)/7,
O @0y = tres((L—10,0)(0,0))0)/(1 — 7). In this appendix we compare the entanglemen\gp*)

with that of A (o%), which results in the inequality in Eqfn.]19.
The above output state can always be produced froby lo- ~ Recall that the zero-entanglement operatots, are given by
cal operations and classical communication. Therefoneesi the decomposition gf* in Eqn[1T.
E is monotonic under such operations the resource unassistedWe begin by considering\(c=), where the CPTP map,
EC cannot exceefl(p), and we haveéZ (A1) = FE(py). A, preserves the trace and Hermiticity o, and hence the

We will now prove that the resource assisted EC can alnew operators also have optimal decompositions into zero-

ways exceed this value. We consider the entangled inpet staéntanglement operators, such that:
0,0)(0,0] @ p2 where p, is in the ancillary Hilbert space B
|Ha/ é Hb|/. Since the ancillary qubits are uncorrelated w.r.t Ale™) = 1+a)o™" —ao™", (C1)
the target qubits, this ancillary resource plays no activein Ao™) = (1+b)o T —bo . (C2)

the dynamical process, such that: o ) )
Combining these equations with Eqn] 18, we have that:

A1(]0,0)(0,0 = A4
1(| ) >< ) |) ®P2 P1 ®p23 ( ) A(p*) _ (1 +t)(1 + Q)U+’+ _ (1 —|—t)(10'+’_, (CS)
the entanglement of which is: —t(1+b)o " +tho .
E(A1(]0,0)(0,0]) ® p2) = E(p1 ® p2), (A5)  We can simplify this expression by defining new operators
7 Blo) = Eee) g - H0(raett vtho
o = ,
where the second line uses the violation of subadditivity. | (L +6)(1+a)+tb
follows directly thatE™ (A;) > E(A;), and so the EC is not o (A +t)act ™ +t(1+b)o"

resource independence. 7= I4+ta+t(1+0d)
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Since the zero-entanglement operators form a convex set, iitvolved; in these instances one must exhaustively seaech t
follows that 52 are also zero-entanglement operators. Infamily of Schmidt decompositions for one that is basic.

terms of these new operators we have: However two-qubit unitaries are always basic and we shall
give a proof here. This feature of two-qubit unitaries falto
Ap*) = (1+1t)5" —t'5%, from the widely exploited [4,18, 9] fact that all two-qubitiun
taires are local unitary equivalent tolegonaloperatot iz,
where, such that:
= (1+ta+t(l+0). (C5) U= (Ua®Up)Udiag(Va @ Vi), (D1)

This decomposition of\(p") is of the correct form for cal- \ynere the diagonal operator has the form:
culating the entanglement, but may not be the decomposition
that minimizes’. Hence, it gives an upper bound on the en- Uding = expi(Xi-1€i95®95) (D2)
tanglement:
whereo o 3 are the Pauli spin matrices and the operator is
Em(A(p7)) < t'=((1+t)a+t(1+D)). unitary for all reale;. Expanding out the matrix exponential,

, . and including the local unitaries we have:
Next, we definec = max{a, b}, and use it to replace these g

variables. This replacement further increases the latiger s 4
of the inequality, and so we have that: U=Ua® UB)(Z a;jo; @0;)(Va @ Vp), (D3)
J=0
Em(A(p") < Q+t)c+t(1+c). (Co)

wherea; are complex numbers determined &y We define
Adding contributions to both sides gives a useful factdi@a  A; = Uyo,;Va/\/d, andB; = Arg(a;)Upo; Vi /\/dy, With
any complex phase absorbed by the operators. It is straight-
1+ 2Em(A(p7) < (1+20)(1+21), (C7)  forward to check tha{A;} and{B;} are orthonormal sets
= (1+2c)(1+2Em(p")). and are proportional to unitaries. Consequently, all twbig

unitaries have a basic decomposition with= |a;|.
Taking the logarithm, and applying EJn{10), gives:

Erm(A(p")) <logy(l+2¢) + Eppm(p”). (C8) Appendix E

Subtracting the initial entanglement gives: This appendix takes equation {31), and derives an upper

Erm(A(p*) — Bpp(p®) < logy(1 + 2¢). (C9) boundonits trace norm, producing equatiod (32). As outline
in the main text, the overall strategy is to find a valid, but no
Notice how the terms involving the variabldave cancelled necessarily minimal, decomposition. We begin by introdgci
out, simplifying the nature of the bound. Next, we observea more compact notation:
that the following three facts)(c = max{a, b}; (i) 1 + 2a =

Epm(A(oh)); and i) 1+ 2b = Epa(A(o™)); joinly entail (KoK =Y " Nedi Mk, (E1)
that: k.j

1+ 2¢ = max{ELm(A(05))}, (C10)  where,
and hence: M= (Ay® B] )" (A; BT (E2)

ELm(A(p*)) — Ep(p®) < max{E_m(A(c))}. (C11)  The trace normis evaluted by searching over real decomposi-
tions of positive unit-trace operators. Recall that for pogi-

This complete derivation of the inequality. tive Hermitian matrix p, the matrixC' pC" is also positive and
Hermitian for anyC'. Consequently, the diagonal terms; ;,
are always positive and Hermitian. However, the cross terms
Appendix D M; 1.+, are notindividually positive, and so the trick is to find
an appropriate decomposition for collections of cross gserm
In general, to search for a basic decomposition of a givert turns out that we can find such a decomposition for the sum
U we find an orthonormal Schmidt decomposition. This will Of paired cross terms\/; ;. + M ;, such that:
be a basic decomposition if each term is proportional to a - _
unitary. If all the non-zero Schmidt coefficients are differ Mjp + Myj = M — M, (E3)
ent, then there is a unique Schmidt decompositioty pand
finding it gives a conclusive answer as to whetbleis basic.
Whereas degeneracy in the Schmidt coefficients entails a fam - 1 r ;
ily of valid Schmidt decompositions and the problem is more MG, = 5 (Xgk £ Xuj)ow (Xjw £ X))’ (B4)

where the new operators are:



and theX; ;, are operators:

Xj_’k = Ak®BJT (E5)

Now our tilded operatorsMjE , are positive matrices. Col-
lecting these equations together we have that:

ZAQMM + ) A

k.j<k

(KoK k),

where each of the operators is positive and Hermitian. Now
we can use our decomposition, which is not necessarily opti-

mal, to prove a bound on the negativity, such that:

I(KoKHT| < > Ate(M)
+ ) N (tr(M) + (M),
k,g<k

Again we can further simplify pairs of terms:

(M + M) = te(Xjpo" X[, + X jo
= tr(X;’ka_,kcr

"X} ). (E6)
D)+ te(X] Xy j0h),

where the second line follows from the linearity and cycli-

cality of the trace. Since the diagonal terms similarly swti
tr(My k) = tr(X,I wXrro!), we have that:

IEGEDT < 3 Mjtr(X] X 0™),

7.k

= > MAtr(AlA; @ BiBLo").
7.k
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This completes our proof.

Appendix F

Here we prove lemmél] 1, as follows:

(Garhoa,) = dal®al(A] © 1)(4; ® 1)]a)
= Y (w.al(AL © 1)(4;® Diy.y)

z,y

= D (2lALA;ly)(zly)

z,y

= D (2l A{A)ly)s,

z,y

= 3 (alA] Ala).

x

(F1)

The final line is simply the trace operation performed in the
computational basis, and so:

(F2)

(alha;) = tr (ALAJ)

= Ok,

where we have used that the operatofs } are orthonormal.
A similar proof holds for systenf.
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