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Entanglement detection and estimation are fundamental in quantum information science. Com-
pared with discrete-variable states, for which lots of efficient entanglement detection criteria and
lower bounds of entanglement measures have been proposed, the continuous-variable entanglement is
much less understood. Here we shall present a family of entanglement witnesses based on continuous-
variable local orthogonal observables (CVLOOs) to detect and estimate entanglement of Gaussian

and non-Gaussian states, especially for bound entangled states.

By choosing an optimal set of

CVLOOs our entanglement witness is equivalent to the realignment criterion and can be used to
detect bound entanglement of a class of 2 + 2 mode Gaussian states. Via our entanglement wit-
ness, lower bounds of two typical entanglement measures for arbitrary two-mode continuous-variable

states are obtained.

Entanglement is recognized as a valuable resource in
quantum information processing. However, it is far from
simple to determine whether or not a given state is entan-
gled and how much entanglement it contains if the given
state is indeed entangled, in both discrete-variable sys-
tems and continuous-variable systems. Therefore, entan-
glement detection and estimation are fundamental prob-
lems in quantum information theory @]

For entanglement detection, many efficient criteria
have been proposed E@] In discrete variable systems,
the famous positive partial transposition (PPT) crite-
rion is necessary and sufficient in two-qubit and qubit-
qutrit systems, but it is only necessary for separability
in higher-dimensional systems E] There exist entangled
states with PPT known as bound entangled states for
which many criteria B—E] have also been proposed. For
instance, the realignment criterion introduced in Ref. [3]
can be used to detect bound entanglement. Ref. [6]
proposed a family of entanglement witnesses and corre-
sponding positive maps that are not completely positive
based on local orthogonal observables (LOOs), which can
detect two kinds of bound entangled states. In continu-
ous variable systems, although a lot of entanglement cri-
teria have been proposed for continuous variables, many
of them are corollaries of the PPT criterion, or equiva-
lent to the PPT criterion. For instance, the entanglement
conditions in Refs. ﬂﬂ@] are corollaries of the PPT crite-
rion, and the infinite series of inequalities in Refs. HE, E]
are equivalent to the PPT criterion. Therefore, only a
few criteria can be used to detect bound entangled states
in continuous variable systems ], and one needs
entanglement conditions of continuous variables to com-
plement the PPT criterion.

For entanglement estimation, much interest has re-
cently been focused on lower bounds of entanglement
measures. Generally speaking, calculations of entangle-

ment measures are formidable as the Hilbert space di-
mension increases. Up to now, only a few analytical re-
sults for certain entanglement measures have been ob-
tained, such as entanglement of formation (EOF) of two-
qubit states [20, 21], isotropic states [22], Werner states
], and two-mode symmetric Gaussian states [24]. In
order to estimate entanglement, several lower bounds
of entanglement measures have been proposed for dis-
crete variables . However, unlike discrete variables
there are few results about lower bounds of entanglement
measures presented for continuous variables m, @]

Our purpose in this work is two-fold: on the one hand,
to construct an entanglement criterion which can be used
to detect continuous-variable bound entangled states; on
the other hand, to obtain lower bounds of entanglement
measures for continuous-variable states. To this aim,
we present a family of entanglement witnesses (EWs)
based on local orthogonal observables for continuous-
variable systems. The witnesses are used to detect en-
tangled Gaussian and non-Gaussian states. Further-
more, we present the realignment criterion for Gaus-
sian states which is equivalent to our entanglement wit-
ness with optimal choice of continuous-variable local or-
thogonal observables (CVLOOs). Using the realignment
criterion, we detect bound entanglement in a class of
2 + 2 mode Gaussian state. For entanglement estima-
tion, lower bounds of entanglement measures for arbi-
trary two-mode continuous-variable states are proposed.

Continuous-variable local orthogonal observables.— The
main tool we use is the CVLOOs which is a natural gener-
alization of LOOs for discrete variables. In discrete vari-
able systems, take an d 4 X dp system as an example, local
orthogonal observables {G}} (v=A or B) are a complete
set of orthogonal bases of the observable space for sub-
system v ﬂa], which consists of d2 observables satisfying

Te(GYGY) = 0y and ¢ = X% | Tr(¢? GY)GY. The local
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orthogonal observables have been widely used in many
problems for discrete variables, such as detecting bound
entangled states ﬂa], necessary and sufficient condition for
nonzero quantum discord [31], and quantifying quantum
uncertainty based on skew information [32]. However, to
our knowledge there is no analogy of local orthogonal ob-
servables in continuous variable systems, and we present
here the CVLOOs for the first time.

Let us focus on two-mode continuous-variable states, a
complete set of CVLOOs for each mode consists of infi-
nite observables G()) of this mode satisfying orthogonal
relations

TH[GNG(N)] = 6P (A = X), (1)

and complete-set condition o = [(G(N)),G(N\) d?),
where A is a complex number index.  There are
infinite complete sets of CVLOOs. For later use,
we introduce one typical complete set of CVLOOs:
{g(N)} = {D(0)/v/x,[D(a) + D' (a)]/v2r, —i[D(a) —
Df(a)]/v/2r}, where D(a) is the Weyl displacement op-
erator defined as D(a) = exp(aa’ — a*a), with « satis-
fying (i) Rea > 0 or (ii) Rea =0 and Ima > 0.

Detecting  continuous wvartable entanglement by
CVLOOs.— If we choose two arbitrary complete sets of
CVLOOs {G(X\)} for subsystem A and {G()\)} for sub-
system B, respectively, we can construct the following
EW candidate:

W o=1- / G(\) @ G2\, (2)

That is because for any pure product state ¢ = |a)(a| ®
b)(b| we have Tr(oW) = 1 — [(G(A))a(GA)pd2X >
1— [[(G\))2d2X [(G(N))2d2N ]2 = 0, where we have
used the Cauchy inequality and the complete-set condi-
tion of CVLOOs. For any separable state Tr(pW) > 0
holds because of the linearity. Furthermore, we can as-
sociate a positive map to each EW candidate W through
the Jamiotkowski isomorphism [33] as O(p) = Trp(1 @
oTW) = 1Trp — [(G(N)T),G(N)d%\. Therefore, we have
an entanglement criterion based on the positive map: if
a state p is separable then O ® 1(p) > 0, where O ®
1(0) = Trao — [(G(A) ® GV))oGo(A) ® G(N)d2Ad2N,
{Go(A\)} is another complete set of CVLOOs for subsys-
tem A. If Go()\) is the same as G()), then we obtain the
continuous-variable version of reduction criterion M]
In the following, we construct a typical EWs belong-
ing to Eq. (@), and calculate its expectation values for
arbitrary two-mode state. The typical EW is as follows,

W,

where we have used the Weyl displacement operator D(\)
and p4 = p1 + pe with pq, po being real parameters. For
an arbitrary two-mode state g, its characteristic function

s = 1= v/Tans] / GON) ® G(—ph — psA*)d2N, (3)

is defined as the expectation value of the two-mode Weyl
displacement operator x (A1, A2) = Tr[oD1(A1)D2(A2)],
and its Wigner function is defined as the Fourier
transform of the characteristic function W(ay, o) =
74 [exp[S7 (Mra; — M) x (A1, Ag)d® A d?Ag.  After
some algebra, one can obtain the expectation value of
W,

H1p2)

Tr(oWhip) =1 = 7/ |1 pit | /W(uza* — o, a)d?a.
(4)

When Tr(oW,,,,) < 0, it is immediately indicated that
o is entangled.

Let us define the position and momentum operators
as @ = (a+ a')/2 and p = —i(a — a')/2, respec-
tively. The Wigner function of two-mode Gaussian states
is: W(&) = (2m)~2(DetV)~1/2 exp(—£V 1€ /2), where
the four-dimensional vector ¢ has the quadrature pairs
of all two-modes as its components £ = (x1,p1,Z2,p2)
with é = (Z1,p1,22,p2), and V is the covariance ma-
trix defined by Vij = Tr[o(A&AE; + AEAE;) /2] with
A& =& — (£). There is a standard form for the covari-
ance matrix V' of two-mode Gaussian state,

- (45)

where A = diag(a, a), B = diag(b, b) and C = diag(c1, ¢2)
with a,b > 1/4 and ab > c¢?,¢3. Under this stan-
dard form, it can be obtained that Tr(oW,, .,) = 1 —

VIl /2y (a+ b2+ 2e100 ) (@ + by + 2ep0)]. Tt

is obvious that the minimum of Tr(oW,,, ., ) is
1
Tr(oWpp,) =1 - (6)
4/ (Vab — [er]) (Vab — [e])

for two-mode Gaussian states. It is worth noticing that
this minimum EW condition is equivalent to the con-
tinuous variable PPT criterion shown in Ref. ﬂg] for all
the symmetric two-mode Gaussian states. Since all the
entangled two-mode Gaussian states can be transformed
by local operations into symmetric entangled Gaussian
states without destroying the entanglement M], one can
use this EW with certain local operations to detect all
the entangled two-mode Gaussian states.

The witness W, can also be used for detecting
entanglement of non-Gaussian states. For example,
consider the single-photon-added two-mode symmetrical
squeezed thermal state with its Wigner function given by

Wsrs(ai, az)

Wiay,ar) =
(00, 02) (1 + 2n)2(cosh? r + n cosh 2r)

X |:(I2 + 2nxo 4 5 cosh 2r — xp sinh 2r)?
+(p2 + 2nps + pa cosh 27 + py sinh 2r)?
—(1 4 2n)(n + cosh?r)|, (7)



FIG. 1: (color online). Expectation value of the entangle-
ment witness Wy, ., shown in Eq. @) with g1 = 0 and
p2 = 1 for the single-photon-added two-mode symmetrical
squeezed thermal state with parameters satisfying 0 < r < 2
and 0 < n < 2. All the states except in the black region
can be detected by the entanglement witness. Moreover, one
can also obtain a simple lower bound of CREN for entangled
states using Eq. ().

where r and n are the squeezing parameter and av-
erage photon number respectively, o; = x; + ip; and
x;, p; are real parameters, and Wsrg(aq,a2) = 4[(1 +
2n) )~ 2 exp[—2(Ja1|* + |az|?) cosh 27 /(14 2n) + 4(z120 —
p1p2)sinh 2r/(1 + 2n)] is the Wigner function of two-
mode symmetrical squeezed thermal state. Using Eq. ()
with 11 = 0 and pp = 1, one can derive Tr(oW,,,,,) =
1 —e*n(1 +n)/[(1 + 2n)%(cosh? 7 + ncosh2r)]. Using
this expectation value, we have checked all the states
with 0 <n <2 and 0 < r < 2, and the results have been
shown in Fig. [l All the states except in the black region
of Fig. Mhave Tr(oW,,,.,) < 0.

Realignment criterion and bound entanglement.—
In discrete variable systems, the witness W =
1 - Y,Gf ® GB with optimal choice of LOOs
is equivalent to the realignment criterion ﬂa—@],
ie, [R(o)|l < 1 for all separable states with
R(A® B) == A® LY, li)(jj)BT @ 1 [H]. The
same situation exists for Eq. (2). Consider an n + n
mode state p, which can be generally expressed
by o = F_znfw(alv"' ; Qt2n) exp[Zz?gl()‘:ai
o)) @22 DOG)TT, d2aid?Ai. Tt is worth noticing
that R(o) = 73" [W(a,- -, a9,)exp[3 " (\a; —
a7y DO D(B;) DT 27, D(B] TTy 428,

122, d2a;d?\;. Therefore,  the characteris-
tic function of R(o)RT(0) is x(p1, - ,p2n) =
7-(-271_[1/[/((117"' 7a2ﬂ)W(al + (/J’l + /J’;kz+l)/27 , 0 +

(Hn + 15,) /2, 0ng1s -+ on) TTjy exp[(knty — 1)y —
X 2

(N2+j - /Lj)a; + (Kjbnts — /L;un+j)/2] Hi21 d*;. For

Gaussian states, this characteristic function can also

be written as x (w1, ,pon) = agexp(—AVzriAT/2)

where A = (b17a17 e 7b2nua2n) with Hi = (ai + Zbl)/27

3

and Vgt is the covariance matrix of R(0)R'(0), hence
one can obtain the covariance matrix Vpr+. According
to the Williamson theorem @, |, the covariance
matrix Vrrt can always be written in the diagonal
form Vgt = STvS where S € SP(4n,r) 1s a symplectic
transformation and v = diag(v1,v1, -+, Van, Van) is the
covariance matrix of a tensor product of thermal states.
Thus, one can finally arrive at

2n
IR@I = vao [ (Vovi+ 172+ Vi —1/2). (8)
i=1

Note that Eq. (8) can be calculated for all the n+n mode
Gaussian states. One only needs to get the characteristic
function of R(0)R'(p) firstly, then obtain the covariance
matrix Vrpr+ and calculate its symplectic eigenvalues.
For two-mode Gaussian states with a standard form
of covariance matrix in Eq. (@), the two symplec-
tic eigenvalues are v; = Vab/(4\/ab—c?) and ay =

1/(16 [T, \/ab— ¢2). Therefore, one has [|R(0)| =
/(@I

which is exactly equivalent to Eq. (6). It means the
minimum of Tr(oW),,,,) is realized under the optimal
choice of CVLOOs. It is worth noticing that Ref. @]
has obtained partial results of Eq. (@), but no results
about multi-mode Gaussian states until now.

For multi-mode states, consider the example of 2 4 2
mode Gaussian state with its covariance matrix given by

\/Vab—|¢;]) for two-mode Gaussian states

10 0 0

(el R ..o |00 0 -1

V_(CRT bh)mthR_ 00 10 |°O
0-10 0

where 14 is a 4 x 4 identity matrix, a,b > 1/4 and ¢ is a
real parameter. This covariance matrix corresponds to a
valid state if and only if |¢| < \/ab —y/a?+ b2 —1/16/4.
It can be checked that this 2 + 2 mode Gaussian state
is a PPT state, i.e., its partial transposition is still a
valid state which means the PPT criterion is of no use.
Moreover, if the state is detected as entangled state it
must be bound entangled state. After some algebra, we
can obtain its four symplectic eigenvalues that are the
same v; = Vab/(4vab — ¢2) and ag = 1/[16(ab — ¢2)]2.

Therefore, based on Eq. (8], the realignment criterion is

1

R(o)|| = <1 10
IRl 16(ab + ¢2 — 2v/abc|) (10)
holds for arbitrary separable states. Therefore,

if IR > 1, Vab — 1/4 < | <
\/ab— a? + b2 —1/16/4, the state must be bound en-
tangled. For the special case a = b, the state reduces
to Simon state l@/, in which the realignment criterion
IR(0)|] <1 is not only a necessary condition but also a
sufficient condition for separability.

i.€.,




Estimating continuous variable entanglement.— Before
embarking on our results, let us introduce two en-
tanglement measures first. One famous entanglement
measure is EOF. For pure state |p), it is defined by
Er(l¢)) = S(04), where S(p) is the von Neumann en-
tropy and pa4 is the reduced density matrix of subsys-
tem A. For mixed state p, the EOF is defined by the
convex roof, Er(0) = ming,, |4} >_; Pilr(|¢i)), where
the minimum is taken over all possible ensemble real-
izations of ¢ = ). pi|¢i)(pi|. The other entanglement
measure is convex-roof extended negativity (CREN). For
pure state |p), it is defined by the negativity N (|p)) =
ll){@|*2 || — 1 where || - || stands for the trace norm. For
mixed states, CREN is also defined by the convex roof.

When 7 = 0 and g = 1, the entanglement wit-
ness Wy, ., can not only be used for the detection of
entanglement, but also for its quantification of CREN.
It is worth noticing that for an arbitrary pure state
|Y) =Ua®@Up >, /Hk|kk) with \/ix being its Schmidt
coefficients, we have N(|1)) (> VAR)? — 1 and
(Wi s ) = 1| 5 o/ (R|UU AT . Suppose that
the minimal ensemble realization for N (o) is {q:, |¢:)}-
Therefore, one has a simple lower bound of CREN,

N(¢) = min

e lon) sz (li)) Z% (19:))

_ZQZ ¢1|Wu1u2|¢1> = (QWmuz) (11)

Y%

where the inequality holds since we have used the fact
(X VER): > | 2k VER(E|UEU AlK)|?. For example, one
can obtained a lower bound of CREN for the single-
photon-added symmetrical squeezed thermal state ac-
cording to Eq.  ([@D): N(e) > e*n(l + n)/[(1 +
2n)%(cosh? 7 + ncosh 2r)] — 1.

The continuous-variable SWAP operator can be writ-
ten as,

V- / G(\) @ G(\)d2), (12)

which has the swapping property V]i1)|we) = [t2)|t)1)
with [11) and [i2) being two arbitrary one-mode state.
Thus, for an arbitrary two-mode separable state o
one has Tr(psV) > 0 because of the swapping prop-
erty. Similar to the EW W, ,,, one can obtain the ex-
pectation value of V for an arbitrary two-mode state,
Tr(oV) = 7 [ W (e, @)d®cr, where g is entangled provided
Tr(oV) < 0. Interestingly, it can give a lower bound of
EOF for the two-mode state g satisfying Tr(oV') < 0,

Fr(o) > Hy (1 + /1 —2 (TrQV)z), 13)

where Hy denotes the binary entropy function. In order
to obtain Eq. (I3), we first prove that C(p) > —Tr(oV),
where C(p) denotes the concurrence of o defined by

C(lg)) = [2(1 — Tre%)]/? for pure states and convex
roof for mixed states. Consider an arbitrary pure state
|V) = Ua®@Up Y, \/Hr|kk) with /iy being its Schmidt
coefficients, we have C(|v)) = (230,44 e )2 and
(WIVI$) = Sy v/wriw (K'K|ULUs © ULUlKE). Sup-
pose that the minimal ensemble realization for C(p) is
{qi, |¢i)}. Therefore, one has a simple lower bound of

concurrence,
}ZPZC(W%‘» = Z ¢:C(|¢i))

> — Zqz-<¢>i|V|¢>i> = —Tr(oV), (14)

C = min
(Q) {pi>lei)

\%

where the inequality holds since we have used the
fact (2 Zk;ﬁk’ pupi )P > — Dk \/W%’k’IUEUB ®
U]TBUA|I<:I<:> for arbitrary unitary matrices Uy and Up.
It is worth noticing that one can acquire a lower
bound of EOF from concurrence, i.e., Ep(p) >
CO(R(L") (C(p))) where the function CO(R(Ln) (2)) is a mono-
tonically increasing function and co(R(Ln) (x)) = Ha(1/2+
VI —=22/2) when 0 < z < 1 for arbitrary integer n [40].
Therefore, Eq. ([I3]) can be obtained.

As the last example, consider the pure state |p) =
(Ja1)|az) — |az)|a1))/v/2 with vacuum-state noise, i.e.
§ = ple){p| + (1 — p)|00){(00|, where |a1) and |as) are
coherent states. With the swapping property, one can
get that Tr(6V) = p(exp(—|a; —az|?) —1)+1—p. When
p > 1/[2 — exp(—|a; — a2|?)], we have a lower bound of
EOF for the state, Ep(0) > H2(1/2+ /1 — (TrdéV)?/2).

Discussions and conclusions.— Some generalizations
can be obtained for the above results. First of all, the en-
tanglement witness Eq. (2]) can be viewed as continuous-
variable version of EW shown in Ref. ﬂa], and it can be
improved to its nonlinear form, i.e., F/(¢p) = 1— f
G\ + (G ©1 -1 ® G )>Q/2]d2)\. For any pure
product state o = |a){a| ® |b)(b| we have F(p) = 1 —
[Tr(|a){al)® + Tr(|b)(b])?]/2 = 0. For any separable state
F(p) > 0 holds because of its concavity. This improved
nonlinear form comes from the discrete-variable nonlin-
ear EW given by Ref. ﬂﬂ], and can be regarded as its
continuous-variable version as well. Besides, it is worth
noticing that the EW W, can be generalized as W’/ =
1— [GA) @ G(LONIOA,X)/O(fr(N), fi(A)|7H/2d2A,
where A\, and f.(\) (\; and f;(\)) are real (imaginary)
parts of A and f()), respectively, and A — f(}\) is a
map C — C. Last but not least, from the entanglement
witness V' one can obtain lower bounds of other entangle-
ment measures besides EOF and concurrence. For exam-
ple, the tangle of p has a lower bound 7(g) > [Tr(oV)]?
when Tr(pV') < 0.

Besides the entanglement detection and estimation,
the CVLOOs may have many other applications. For
example, authors of Ref. @] have proposed a necessary
and sufficient condition of nonzero quantum discord us-
ing LOOs for discrete variables. Using CVLOOs, one



can also obtain a necessary and sufficient condition of
nonzero quantum discord for continuous variables as well.
Luo has introduced a measure quantifying quantum un-
certainty based on skew information and LOOs @], the
measure can probably be extended to continuous vari-
ables using CVLOOs. These potential applications will
be of further research interest.

In conclusion, we present a family of entanglement
witnesses based on local orthogonal observables for
continuous-variable systems, which are used to detect en-
tanglement of Gaussian and non-Gaussian states. We
present the realignment criterion for Gaussian states
which is equivalent to our entanglement witness with op-
timal choice of CVLOOs. Using the realignment crite-
rion, we detect bound entanglement in a class of 2 + 2
mode Gaussian state. Furthermore, lower bounds of en-
tanglement measures for arbitrary two-mode continuous-
variable states are also proposed.
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Appendiz.— Here we provide some details of the calculations. We have introduced one typical complete set of
CVLOOs, which can be rewritten as

DO Y —
NG T if A=0,

G\ = W if ReA>0or Rea=0and Ima > 0, (S1)
%\/227:@ if ReA<0Oor Rea=0and Ima <0,

where D(a) is the Weyl displacement operator defined as D(a) = exp(aa’ —a*a), with the complex number parameter
a satisfying (i) Rea > 0 or (ii) Rea = 0 and Im o > 0. The complete set of CVLOOs {G(\)} comes from the non-
Hermitian basis {D(a)}. Tt can be checked that Tr[G(A)G(N)] = 63 (A — ), since the Weyl displacement operator
has the property Tr[D(a)D' (/)] = 763 (a — o).

A. ENTANGLEMENT WITNESS W,,, ,.,

We have introduced a typical EW as follows,

e = 1=Vl 6000 6(-pnr = A = 1= L [ o) & D+ ayis, (52)

W,

since Tr[G(—pu X — ppA*)G (=N — p2A*)] = 6P [ur (A = N) + pa(A* = N*)] = 6B (A = X)/|uspu—|, Eq. (82) belongs
to EW Eq. (@) in the main text. Let us note that the characteristic function is defined as the expectation value of
the two-mode Weyl displacement operator

X(A1, A2) = TrloapD1(A1)D2(N2)], (S3)

and its Wigner function is defined as the Fourier transform of the characteristic function

2

1
W, a2) = — /exp[Z(A;ai — X)) x(Ar, Ao)d2 A d? s (S4)
i=1

Conversely,

(A:OZZ — )\iaf)]W(al,ag)dzaldzag. (85)

2
=1

XOue) = [ expl-

(W) = 1= DO © DG + a2

= 1—M/x(>\,u1/\+u2>\*)d2/\

i

Therefore,

=1- |M = /W (1, 2) exp(Aaj — N an) exp[(pn A + pa ")z — (A" + pad)as]d*Ad?ard®ay

. \/Iu ft | /Wah
1 \/|M ot | /Wa as)26D(

) exp[ N\ (poa — prian — ay) — Mpgos — prah — af)]d®Ad?ayd?as

pod — pras — aq)d*ardas

1-— W\/M/W(ugag — g, an)d?ag, (S6)
where we have used the identity [exp(\*z — Az*)d?\ = 726 (2).

Define the position and momentum operators as # = (& + af)/2 and p = —i(a — a')/2, respectively. The Wigner
function of the two-mode Gaussian state is:

W(Ofl, Ofg) = m exp ( — %gv_lgT)7 (S?)



where V is the standard covariance matrix Eq. (&) in the main text, the four-dimensional vector £ = (z1,p1, 22, p2)
and a; = z; + ip;. Substituting this Gaussian state Wigner function into Eq. (S@) and using the Gaussian function

integral formula twice:
+oo
9 T
/ exp(—azx® + bx + ¢)dx = \/jexp
e a

_ Vip—p
Tr(oWpp,) = 1-
2\/(a +bp? + 2e1p-)(a + bpd + 2e2p14)

. ! . (89)

a s
2\/(Iu g+ bl 2ea = ) (7o Bl 4202 )

Since a/|p+ |+ blp+| > 2V ab, the equation holds when |p+| = y/a/b. In order to obtain the minimum of Tr(oW,,, 4,),
the sign of p— and p4 can be chosen so that cipu— /|p—| = —|e1| and copuy /|py| = —|ca|, respectively. Therefore, the
minimum of Tr(oW,,, ., ) is

b2
— +4c

o tel,  with a>0, (S8)

one can get

1
Tr(eWhips) =1 — (510)
1/ (Vab — ler ) (Vab ~ [ea))
when p = —ci1v/a/(|e1|vb) and py = —cav/a/(|c2|v/b). For symmetric two-mode Gaussian states, i.e., a = b, this

minimum EW condition is equivalent to the continuous variable PPT criterion shown by Simon ﬂ Because Simon’s
PPT criterion for symmetric two-mode Gaussian states is that
1 a?
4
a + Y
(16 8
holds for arbitrary separable states, this condition is exactly equivalent to Tr(oW,,,,,) > 0 in Eq. (S10) with a = b.

lc1ca])? — a?(c] +¢3) > (S11)

B. REALIGNMENT CRITERION FOR GAUSSIAN STATES

In discrete variable systems, the realignment criterion is [[R(0)|| < 1 for all separable states with R(A ® B) :=
A® LY, lii)(j7])BT @ 1. In continuous variable system, consider an n + n mode state o, which can be generally
expressed by

2n

2n 2n
=— /W ar, - ann)expd (e — o)) Q) D) [ [ d*eud® A (S12)
™
i=1 i=1

i=1

Since in n 4+ n mode system

il = / ®D 8] ®D WL 25; (s13)

=1

one can have

2n n n n 2n
T * 2 212
R(0) = — / Wilen, - an) expld (A = N ®D DD QDB [T % T] € ec?A814
i j= j= =
Therefore, the characteristic function of R(0)R(0) is x (11, , pan) = Tr[R(0)RT(0) @27, D(u;)], i.e.,
n i+, n Mo
X(,u'lu"'ann) = 7T2 /W(ala"'7a2n)W(al+%u'”7an+%7an+1,"',a2n>

n %% 2n
% % % Mg 45 — o oy 5
s TL el = ) = (s = ppalexp (P05 ) T o (s19

j=1 i=1



For Gaussian states, this characteristic function is still a Gaussian function, and it can be written as

1
X(p1, -, pi2n) = ag exp(—EAVRwAT), (S16)

where A = (b1, a1, , by, az,) with p; = (a; +ib;)/2, and Vg is the covariance matrix of R(0)R' (o), hence one
can obtain the covariance matrix Vzri. According to the Williamson theorem m the covariance matrix Vzgri
can always be written in the diagonal form Vgt = STvS where S € SP(4n,r) is a symplectic transformation and
v = diag(vy,v1, -+, Van, Vo) is the covariance matrix of a tensor product of thermal states given by

ORRI = ® n; +1 Z (n +1) ) (K, (817)

where 7i; = 2v; — 1/2 is the average photon number of each mode. Denote the matrix J as

J = @<_10), (S18)

the fast way to compute v; is via the eigenvalues of the matrix J Vg g+, which are +ivy, - - , +ivo,. Therefore,
2n oo 7_1%
IR(o)| = vao HZ - (S19)
=10 (i +1
Using the identity
oo _k )
n:
i - _, (S20)
kzzo(mﬂ)% ni+ 1=/

one can finally obtain

IR ()| = \/—H (\/2V1+1/2+\/21/1— 1/2) (S21)

Note that Eq. (S2I)) can be calculated for all the n+n mode Gaussian states. One only needs to get the characteristic
function of R(0)R'(p) firstly, then to obtain the covariance matrix Vgt and calculate its symplectic eigenvalues.

For examples, the covariance matrix Vrp+ of two-mode Gaussian states with a standard form of covariance matrix
is

b+16a(ab—c3) 0 _b716a(abfcg) 0
32(ab—c3) 32(ab—c3)
0 b+16a(ab—20?) 0 b—lﬁa(ab—ch)
VRRT = b—16a(ab—c3) 32(‘11(7) v b+16a(ab—c3) 32(‘18 D ' (822)
T 32(ab—c3) 32(ab—c3)
0 b—16a(ab—c?) 0 b+16a(ab—c?)
32(ab—c?) 32(ab—c3)

The two symplectic eigenvalues are v; = vab/(4+/ab — ¢?) and ag = 1/(16 Hle \/ab — ¢?). Therefore, one has

IR(0)] = ! (523)

4TI,/ Vab — el

for two-mode Gaussian states which is exactly equivalent to Eq. (SI0). For higher-mode states, consider the example
of 2+ 2 mode Gaussian state with its covariance matrix given by

V= ( aly cR > with R = (S24)

CRT b]].4

coor
o
I
—
o



where 14 is a 4 X 4 identity matrix, a,b > 1/4 and ¢ is a real parameter. This covariance matrix corresponds to a

valid state if and only if V 4+ iJ/4 > 0 ie. |¢| < \/ab — /a2 +b* —1/16/4. Tt can be checked that this 2 + 2 mode
Gaussian state is a PPT state, i.e., its partial transposition is still a valid state which means the PPT criterion is of
no use. Moreover, if the state is detected as entangled state it must be bound entangled state. After some algebra,
we can obtain its covariance matrix Vp i as

_b—lﬁa(ab—c2) 0 0

b+16a(ab—c?)
32(ab—c?) 0 ) 0 0 32(ab—c?) ) 0
0 e ! R !
2 2
0 0 Umater 0 0 0 Toaras O
b+16a(ab—c?) b—16a(ab—c?)
0 , 0 0 32((157702) 0 ) 0 0 32((157702)
e R e . o
0 meer 0 0 = 0
0 0 e 0 0 0 Mt 0
b—16a(ab—c? b+16a ab—c?
0 0 0 32((157702) ) 0 0 0 32((157702) )

Its four symplectic eigenvalues are the same v; = vab/(4vab — ¢2) and ag = 1/[16(ab — ¢?)]?. Therefore, based on
Eq. (S20), the realignment criterion is that

1
<
16(ab + c2 — 2v/ablc|) ~

IR()Il = (S25)

holds for arbitrary separable states. If |R(g)|| > 1 i.e. vab—1/4 < || < \/ab — /a2 +b% —1/16/4, the state must

be bound entangled. For the special case a = b, the state reduces to Simon state @], in which the realignment criterion
IR(0)]] <1 is not only a necessary condition but also a sufficient condition for separability.

C. ESTIMATING CONTINUOUS VARIABLE ENTANGLEMENT

When g1 = 0 and pp = 1, the entanglement witness W, ,, can be rewritten as
W = 1 /g )& G-\ )d2A 11__/1) )@ D()d2A = 1 — Zm Uil (S26)

It is worth noticing that for an arbitrary pure state [1)) = Ua®@Up >, \/1ix|kk) with /1 being its Schmidt coefficients,
we have N'([¢)) = (3, )2 —1and (|W,, o |00) = 1= >, /aR(k|ULUA|K)|?. Suppose that the minimal ensemble
realization for N (o) is {¢;, |¢;)}. Therefore, one has a simple lower bound of CREN,

= min sz (Ip:)) Zqz (1600) > =D il Wi a3} = =Tr(eWy oz ). (S27)

{pislpi)}

where we have used the fact (3", /ix)? > | >, /AR (k|UEUAK)|? since [(k|UEUA|K)| < 1.
The continuous-variable SWAP operator can be written as,

_ /g()\) © G(\d2A = % /D()\) @ DI NN = 3 [i) il (S28)

Similar to the entanglement witness W), ,,, one can obtain the expectation value of V' for an arbitrary two-mode
state,

Tr(oV) = W/W(a,a)dQ(x, (529)

where o is entangled provided Tr(oV) < 0. C(g) denotes the concurrence of o defined by C(|¢)) = [2(1 — Tre%)]'/?
for pure states and convex roof for mixed states. Consider an arbitrary pure state |[¢)) = Us ® U ), \/1k|kk) with
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V/Hx; being its Schmidt coefficients, we have C([v)) = (232, 4 fureu )2 and (Q|V]g) = S, /e (KK | ULUs

U;;UA|I€I€>. Suppose that the minimal ensemble realization for C(p) is {q¢;, |¢i)}. Therefore, one has a simple lower
bound of concurrence,

C = {;Drnlion sz |(pz = ZQZ'C(|¢1 = ZQZ ¢1|V|¢z (QV) (830)
where the inequality holds since we have used the fact that
23 e > = ki (KK UNU @ ULUa k) (S31)
kK’ kk/

holds for arbitrary unitary matrices U4 and Ug. Let us prove Eq. (S31)). Define

U U, + Uiy,
My = S T (832)

where uy; = </€|UI‘UB|I>, and define three sets Py = {(k,1)| My, > 0}, P_ = {(k,1)|Mi < 0} and P_(k) = {l|(k,]) €
P_}. Therefore,

—Z~/Nkﬂk’<k kllUI‘UB@)UT UAlkk Z”ﬂkﬂk’Mkk’ Z ﬂ/ﬂkﬂk’Mkk’ = A_. (833)

Kk’ Kk’ (k,k")eP_

It is worth noticing that

A% = E \/Mkﬂk’ﬂlﬂl’Mkk’Mll’ :Il +IQ+I3+I4, (834)
(k,k")eP_
(1,1"yepP_

where Iy, I, I3, I, are corresponding to the cases: (i) k=1land ¥’ =1" (ii) k =l and k' £’ (iii) k # L and k' =1’ (iv)
k # 1 and k' # I, respectively. Thus,

L= > kM, (S35)
(k,k')eP_
I, = Z S/ Pkt for Mpggr My < Z ko for Mg Z My, (S36)
(k,k")EP_, (k,k")eP_ U'eP_ (k)
(L,1yeP_ k! £/ VK
Iz = I, (S37)
2
Il + IQ + I3 S Z Mk/llk’( Z Mkl’) S Z Mk bk (838)
(k,k")eP_ reP_(k) (k,k")eP_
I, = Z Vg ket pgphr Miygger My < Zﬂkul Z My My
(k,k")EP_ k#l k#l k'€P_(k),l/€P_(l)
(L1YeP_ k' £/ K/ £
2
< Zﬂkﬂl( Z Mkk’) < Zukul, (S39)
k£l k' €P_ (k) k£l
where we have used |/ < (pr + )/2 and Y, [Myg| < 37 Ju] - |uig] < 1. Therefore, one has
A? <2 Z kL (540)
k£l

from which we can derive Eq. (S31)).
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