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Abstract. We investigate the relation between local unitary symrastand entanglement
invariants of multi-qubit systems. The Hilbert space oftsagstems can be stratified in terms
of states with different types of symmetry. We review thereetion between this stratification
and the ring of entanglement invariants and the correspgrgiometric description in terms
of algebraic varieties. On a stratum of a non-trivial symmefroup the invariants of the
symmetry preserving operations gives a sufficient desorigf entanglement. Finding these
invariants is often a simpler problem than finding the ir@at$ of the local unitary group. The
conditions, as given by the Luna-Richardson theorem, fagmwthe ring of such invariants is
isomorphic to the ring of local unitary invariants on theasim are discussed. As an example
we consider symmetry groups that can be diagonalized by lodtary operations and for
which the group action on each qubit is non-trivial. On thatsim of such a symmetry the
entanglement can be described in terms of a canonical fodtharinvariants of the symmetry
preserving operations. This canonical form and the inwsiare directly determined by
the symmetry group. Further, we briefly discuss how somentcproposed entanglement
classification schemes capture symmetry properties.
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1. Introduction

Symmetries play an important role in many areas of physics. quantum mechanics,

entanglement makes possible local unitary symmetries ofymarticle systems that can not
exist classically. These kinds of symmetries has beerzetilfor example in measurement
based and topological quantum computation([1,12,/3, 4, 5]exnor correcting codes [6].

In spin lattices such symmetries are relevant for phasesitrans as well as string and
topological orders |7,/8,/19, 10].

The fact that many of the well studied entangled states duetuthe Bell states, GHZ
and W states have a non-trivial symmetry group has motivetedise of symmetries for
characterization and classification of entanglement [2,[18]. For example, bipartite
entanglement in relation to symmetries has been investigat Refs. [[13| 14] and three-
gubit entanglement and continuous symmetries has beeiegtundRef. [13]. More recently
the relation between entanglement and symmetries for pgation invariant multi-qubit
states has been explored [15] 16}, (17,1820 211, 19, 22]. yihenstry groups which are
only exhibited by entangled systems can furthermore be f®eehtanglement verification
protocols and witnesses [23,124].

The classification and characterization of multipartitaaglement is a difficult problem
due to the rich structure of different ways in which multiglebsystems can be entangled.
Therefore, several approaches have been developed to gieamingful structure to the set
of entangled states. These include the use of entanglemamtants|[11] 25, 26, 12, 2[7, 128,
29,30/ 31), 32, 33, 34, 35], canonical forms|[36,/37/ 38| 4034}, and geometric descriptions
in terms of algebraic varieties [36,38,/42].

In this paper we investigate the relation between locabupgymmetry groups in multi-
qubit systems and entanglement invariants. We review h@h symmetries are related to
different subsets of the entanglement invariants, and hagads to a geometric description
of the set of entangled states in terms of algebraic vasieti€urthermore, we use the
theory of Luna stratifications [43, 44] to see how the presearfca symmetry allows for a
simplified description of entanglement in terms of the iratis of the group of symmetry
preserving operations. We apply the Luna-Richardson &mg45] to the context of multi-
gubit systems and discuss the conditions for when symmetsrishines the structure of the
ring of polynomial entanglement invariants. In particulg study symmetry groups that are
diagonalized by local unitary transformations and a dpsion of entanglement in terms of
canonical forms and invariants of symmetry preserving afp@ns. These canonical forms
and invariants are directly determined by the symmetry grand are closely related to the
invariant comb approach for describing entanglement[[32/33,.35]. Using these results
we then briefly discuss how different types of symmetries lsarassociated with different
invariance properties and comment on the role of symmeiniesome of the previously
proposed classification schemes based on entanglemenaimgd46/ 47|, 42].

The paper is organized as follows. We first briefly review sopmeperties of
entanglement invariants in Sedf._12.1 followed by a reviewhoiv the Hilbert space of a
multi-qubit system can be stratified into sets of states wditterent types of symmetries in
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Sect[2.2. In Sect._2.3 we consider the groups of local yn#mmetry preserving operations
and review the results from algebraic geometry that reldesnvariants under action of this
group to a description of the entanglement. In Selct. 3 we thesspecial case of non-trivial
locally diagonalizable symmetries and describe the aasatistrata in terms of canonical
forms and invariants under the symmetry preserving opmrstiFinally, in Sec{.]4 the results
are discussed and comments are made on the role of symniesase previously proposed
classification schemes.

2. Entanglement and symmetries

2.1. Entanglement invariants

Any entanglement property of arrqubit system is by definition invariant under some group
G of local operations that includ&sJ(2)*". Therefore, any function of such an entanglement
property must be invariant under action@fand thus constant on eachorbit. To construct
any possible function of entanglement we need a basic seincfibns that can distinguish
any two orbits, i.e., any difference in entanglement.

The orbits of a compact linear grodp acting on a real vector space are distinguished
by the polynomial invariantd [48]. In other words, for anyotw-orbits there is at least
one invariant polynomial that takes different values on dilits. However, this is not
true for complex vector spaces. Therefore, to get a set @riawts that distinguish the
orbits of a complex vector space€, such as the:-qubit Hilbert space, one must represent
the complex vectors as real vectors and consider the actianreal representation af.

A polynomial invariant/(|¢’)) under such an action can be expressed as a function of the
coefficients and the complex conjugated coefficients of tigiral complex vectory) [31].

A generating set of these invariants can be chosen from therbbgeneous polynomials. A
bi-homogeneous polynomiél( |)) scales under multiplication d¢f)) by a complex scalak
asl(Aly)) = eI (]+))) for some positive integersandb. The pair(a, b) is the called the
bidegreeof I(|v))).

Commonly one considers polynomial invariantsif (2)*" and the subset of these
polynomials invariant unde8L(2)*". The groupSL(2)*" represents the stochastic local
operations and classical communication (SLOCC), up to &allscaling factor of the
state vector, and therefore the polynomials invariant utide group describe entanglement
properties preserved by SLOCC. A bi-homogeneous polynoimiariant underSU(2)™"
action is an invariant o8L(2)*" if and only if the bidegreéa, b) satisfiesa = 0 or b = 0,
or if it is a product of such invariant polynomials. Sin8E(2)*" is not a compact group
its invariants do not distinguish a8ll.(2)*" orbits. If at least on&L(2)*" invariant is non-
vanishing for a state we say that it is SLOGE@mistabld49]. Otherwise it is called SLOCC
unstable

We denote the ring of polynomial invariants under actiorGobn X by C[X]“. All
other functions of entanglement can in principle be coms$tidi as functions on the ring of
polynomial invariants. An example of the more general fior that can be constructed
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is the field of ratios between polynomials @ X]“. This so called field of fractions or
function fieldof C[X]“ is denotedC(X)“ and includes also functions with singularities in
lower dimensional subsets of the Hilbert space. Since thetion field includes the ring of
polynomial invariants it too gives a complete descriptibthe entanglement.

For two qubits the ring of polynomial invariants is genedaby the real valued1, 1)
polynomial that is the norm of the state vector and the compsdued(2,0) polynomial
that is the complex concurrence [26] together with its carmonjugate of bidegre@@, 2).
For greater number of qubits the number of generators iseseand there are several with
the same bidegree. Moreover, for a given generator it ingftessible to add or subtract
powers or products of other generators without changingbttegree. Therefore, the set
of bi-homogeneous generators is not given but a matter atehdifferent choices gives
different physical meanings to the generators and a natawalto choose is with respect to
some entanglement property of interest.

One case where such a choice must be made between captufergrdi properties
of an entangled system is the selection of bidege®) generator of the entanglement
invariants of a four-qubit system. For example, by addingustracting different fractions
of the third power of the bidegre@, 0) generator it can be chosen to distinguish between
different degeneracy configurations [50] of permutatioramant states [46], or alternatively
to distinguish between states exhibiting different togatal phases [47].

For two or more qubits there is an uncountable numbes1f2) " orbits. A simpler
and more coarse grained classification of entanglementeachieved by considering only
the polynomial invariants and orbits under SLOCC. For twd #mee qubits the number
of SLOCC orbits is finite. But for more than three qubits thigeg again an uncountable
number of orbits. This has lead to the development of diffeegproaches to arrange the set
of entangled states into a finite number of classes.

One such approach is to consider the algebraic varietiesciassd with a set of
invariants, i.e. the zero locus of each subset of the inntgig86, 38, 42]. Geometrically,
an algebraic variety is similar to a manifold except that &nhave singular points where
the tangent space is not well defined. These varieties giveomgtric structure to the
set of entangled states. Since the number of generatorsites fivere always exist such
geometric descriptions with a finite number of varieties.wdwer, different choices of the
set of invariants leads to geometric descriptions withedéht physical meaning.

Another way to describe a set of entangled states is by cealdorms, i.e., a collection
of basis vectors in terms of which any state in the set is egibée after a local unitary
transformation[36, 37, 38, 39], or SLOCIC [40] 41]. Such adp$on is related to invariants
if the canonical forms are chosen to describe the algebmaieties associated with the
invariants|[36| 38, 42].

2.2. Symmetry groups and symmetry strata

We say that am-qubit system in statg)) has a local unitary symmetry if there exist a non-
trivial group H C U(1) x SU(2)*" such thaty|)) = |¢) for everyg € H. Let us establish
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some properties of the action of the local unitary group &edsymmetry groups of states that
will be needed in the Sedf.2.3. The connected gi®uf2) " has no non-trivial connected
Abelian normal subgroup and is therefore semisimple. A giike U(1) x SU(2)*" where
the identity component is a product of a semisimple group @malgebraic torus is here
calledreductiveto agree with the notation in Refl._[45]. |f) belongs to a closed orbit of
the reductive groug: the symmetry groug/ C G is reductive. Sinc&l(1) x SU(2)*" is a
compact group all orbits under its action are closed. In dlewing we letG be the local
unitary group.

Next let us divide the symmetry groups into classes based lweth&r they can be
transformed to each other by local unitary transformationso symmetry groups? and
H’ are said to belong to the same symmetry class if they are gatgui.e., if there is a
local unitary transformatio® such thatd’ = UHU'. We denote the symmetry class that
includes the group! by (H). For a system of a finite number of qubits the different pdssib
symmetries fall into a finite number of symmetry classesteStantangled in the same way
now belong to the same symmetry class, but the converse eraBnnot true, states on
differentG orbits can belong the same symmetry class. In particukacampletely factorized
states, i.e. the unentangled states all belong to the sam@ealyy class since they are on the
same orbit. Hence, symmetries in any other class are egtibitly by entangled states.

The set of all states with symmetries belonging to the samarstry class is called a
symmetry stratum. We denote such a stratumXhy,, whereH is the representative of the
symmetry class. The symmetry strata can be given a parti@rioig based on inclusion in
the closure of a bigger stratum. H, C H, the stratumX g, exhibiting symmetryH, is
included in the closure of the st ;) exhibiting symmetryf/,. When discussing the closure
of a stratum we refer to closedness in the Zariski topolodye Zariski topology is the one
where closed sets are algebraic varieties, i.e., the zeus lof a family of polynomials. We
denote the closure of the symmetry stratii;, by X . It follows that the closurex (*)
contains all states with a symmetry group that includes grsup conjugate td{.

The symmetry strata can range in size from a single locahpndrbit to an uncountable
set of orbits. For any number of qubits there is a unique lEggteatum which is dense in state
space called the principal stratum. For three or more qubigsstratum corresponds to the
trivial symmetry groupl[12]. Since the symmetries of contglefactorized states belong to
the same class all such states belong to the same straturoe Haiother strata contain only
entangled states. The symmetry stratification for the spease of permutation invariant
states has been studied(in[[20] 21].

We can give aG-invariant description of the symmetry strata. The grouptgunt
X/G maps each symmetry stratum to a corresponding stratum irorthie space. This
stratification of the orbit space is called a Luna stratifamaf43,/44] and each Luna stratum
Zy = X/ G is the set of closedr-orbits of states whose symmetry groups are conjugate
to H.

The Luna strata can be given the same partial ordering ag/thmstry strata. A Luna
stratumZ g, is contained in the closure of a Luna stratdiy, if and only if H, C H,. We
denote the closure d&f ) by ZW)  The largest stratum corresponding to the trivial symmetry
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group is again called he principal stratum. It follows frdme previous discussion that?) is
the set of closedr-orbits of states with a symmetry group that includes a sulggronjugate
to H. The setZ;, is a dense open subsetsf”) [45].

The closure of each Luna stratum in the orbit space is an edgetariety just like the
closure of a symmetry stratum in the Hilbert space. Sincereéehe orbit space, the closure
of each stratum correspond to the vanishing of a subring lyiypmials inC[X]“. We are
interested in the case whetkeacts onX such thatX is a rational finite-dimension&l-module
since this is true for the action of the local unitary grouploen-qubit Hilbert space. In this
case the closurg") of each Luna stratum is an irreducible variety, i.e., it isthe union of
two smaller varieties [51]. The closure of the principahsim is the full Hilbert space, and
thus no polynomials are zero everywhere on this stratur@f¢) is in the closure ofZ (1),
i.e., if H, C H,, the subring of vanishing polynomials ¢f**) is contained in the subring of
vanishing polynomials o (#2),

The non-vanishing polynomials on the closufeé?) of a Luna stratum is the so called
coordinate ringC[Z#)] of Z(H). A coordinate ringC[Z#2)] is contained inC[Z )] if
H, C H,. Note that this means that the set of orbits with symmetrggl&,) is described
by a smaller number of parameters than the orbits with symynedtss(H;). The most
symmetric states, i.e., those with symmetry groups notainet in any other symmetry
group, thus belong to the smallest strata of Hilbert spatie iglatively specific entanglement
properties. Examples of this are the highly symmetric twibijBell state and three-qubit
GHZ state which both belong to symmetry strata containing@le local unitary orbit.

To each symmetry group we can thus associate a subring afgdataent invariants, the
coordinate ring of the closure of the symmetry stratum. lemrnore, when there is a choice
in selecting a set of bi-homogeneous polynomials filGpx |“ to describe the entanglement
of the system one may choose them to reflect the symmetryfisaaion by selecting them
from the coordinate rings of the different strata.

2.3. Symmetry preserving operations and their invariangsi

Given a symmetry group! of ann-qubit system in staté ¢)), we consider the subgroup
of G that preserves the symmetry of the system while not negspagserving the state.
This subgroup is the normalizer grolNy;(H) of H in G which is defined as the group of all
g € G suchthatyH = Hy, i.e., g that commutes with the groufi as a whole. IfH is a
closed reductive subgroup of the reductive gréijpV (H) is a reductive group [45].

In each symmetry straturk ;) we can select the subs&y; C Xy of states for which
H is the symmetry group. Every state X} can by definition be brought t&; by a local
unitary transformation. If two elements of; are in the same close@-orbit they can be
transformed to each other by elements of the normalizengiou H ) [45]. This means that
everyG orbit in Xz contains a uniquéVi(H) orbitin X;;. Next letX* denote the set of
states such thaftl is a subgroup of the symmetry group. From the discussiondticsg2.2
we see thaiX ! is the closure of{. Every closed orbit in X /) meetsX*, but they do
not necessarily meet in a uniqd&; (H) orbit. There could be more than ong;(H) orbit in
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aG orbit of X (),

To the symmetry groupl we can associate the rifigj. X 7']Vo ) of polynomial functions
on X that are invariant under action df;(H). In other words, these are the polynomials
which are invariant under any symmetry preserving opemndtia=. We introduce aVq(H)
invariant description o ;; by definingZy = Xy /Ng(H) as the set of closed (H) orbits
whose symmetry group i&. Let Z¥ be the closure of/;;. The coordinate ring o’ is
the ringC[Z"] = C[XH]NaUD) of Ny (H )-invariant polynomials ol . SinceNg(H) is a
compact group all orbits are closed and any two orbits atendisished byC[Z#].

Since everyG orbit in X contains a uniquéVe(H) orbit, there is a morphism from
Z" to ZUD which is an isomorphism fron#;; to Z ) but not necessarily from all ot” to
ZM) . The reason why the isomorphism may not be valid on alf 8fis that aG orbit in
X ®) may contain more than on®(H) orbit. A morphism which defines an isomorphism
outside a lower dimensional subset is callebimtional morphism andZ” is said to be
birationally equivalento Z). Further, this birational morphism means that the cootdina
ring C[Z"] which distinguishesN(H) orbits on X* also distinguishes inequivalently
entangled states oki;; but not necessarily on all of . Thus,C[Z*] is sufficient to describe
the entanglement properties 8f;. Since every state iX 5 is G equivalent to a state iN
a description of the entanglement propertiesXgf gives a description of entanglement in
X(m)- For a principal stratum with trivial symmetry group, thermalizer is the full group
G. However, for a non-trivial symmetry group the normali2éf(H) is a subgroup ofs. In
this case, instead of finding the ring@finvariants, which can be a difficult problem, one can
solve the often easier problem of finding thig (H ) invariants.

The ring C[Z*] includes a subring isomorphic 6[Z#)], but is not isomorphic to
C[Z™)] unlessZ¥ is isomorphic toZ). The existence of a birational map between
irreducible varieties nevertheless implies an isomorptigtween their function fields. The
function field of the coordinate rin@[Z(")] on a stratum closure is defined as the ring of
quotients of elements i6[Z )] and is denoted (Z")).

Lemma 1. Two irreducible varieties andY are birationally equivalent if and only if there
is an isomorphism of the function fiel@$.X') = C(Y") which is the identity on the field.

Proof. See Ref.[[52] O

One can make a stronger claim if there is a birational morphis: X — Y andY
is normal A irreducible varietyY” is normal if its coordinate ring[Y'] is integrally closed,
i.e. if any ring in the function fieldC(Y") which includesC[Y] and is finitely generated as a
module overC[Y] is C[Y] itself. In this case an isomorphism exists.

Lemma 2. Lety : X — Y be a surjective birational morphism of irreducible algelara
varieties. IfY is a normal varietyp is an isomorphism of varieties.

Proof. See. Ref.[[53] O

What lemmaR implies is that £ ")) is a normal variety and if” is irreducible, there is
an isomorphism betweeri” and Z!") and an isomorphism the coordinate rirgsz /] and
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C[Z™)]. This is the essence of the Luna-Richardson theorem [45ap#edi to our context
the theorem says the following

Theorem 1. Let G be a reductive group andl C G a symmetry group. Assume that’?)

is a normal irreducible variety and thaZ* is irreducible. Denotery : X(H) — Z(H)
andryn : X — ZH, Lety : Z" — ZUD be the unique morphism such that such that
X(mxu(x)) = 7xun(x) for everyz € XU, Theny is an isomorphism of varieties and
C[Z"] is isomorphic taC[Z )],

Proof. See Ref.[[45]. O

The Luna-Richardson theorem tells us that iz ()] is integrally closed it is isomorphic
to C[ZH]. In this caseC[Z] gives a description of the entanglement in allof .

The above discussion including theoreim 1 was madé&fer U(1) x SU(2)™", but the
main points only requirés to be compact and reductive and thus are true for any compact
reductive subgroup of the local unitary group contairfiig2) *". In sectiori.3.2 we consider
such subgroups to clarify the relation between certain sgtries andsU(2) " invariants.

While we have seen that there exists descriptions of thenglgment in terms oN (H)
invariants onXy and that there under some circumstances is an isomorphismedre the
ring of N¢(H) invariants and the ring aF invariants on the closure of the symmetry stratum,
we have no general method for constructing theses invarart isomorphisms.

3. Symmetry groups diagonalizable by local unitary operations

3.1. Local unitary diagonalizability and canonical forms

Finding all the possible symmetries of anqubit system is in general a difficult task.
However, a subset of the symmetries can still give a usefdigbadescription. Here
we consider the case where the symmetry grélgan be diagonalized by local unitary
operations. In the symmetry strata of such a grélfhe setZ* can be easily described in
terms of canonical forms.

In particular we consider the subset of these groups thataetrivially on all the qubits,
or more precisely, symmetry groups containedJifi) x SU(2)*" where all elements can
be diagonalized by the same local unitary operations andevfog each qubit subspace
at least one element of the group acts differently frath In this case the invariants of
the symmetry preserving operatiofi$Z*] can be constructed from the canonical form in
a relatively easy way. Thus, for locally diagonalizable syatry groups we can directly
construct the description of the entanglement outlinedeict. 82.3.

This subset of symmetries still capture many physicallgresting cases. An example is
the non-trivial symmetry groups of permutation invariaiatss. For these states an element of
a symmetry group occurs only if all other elements relatatiiyg permutations of the single
qubit actions are also in the symmetry group. Therefordyisidase any non-trivial symmetry
group has a non-trivial action on every qubit.
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Given a locally diagonalizable groui our first step is to find the set of stat&d’, i.e.,
the fix points ofH. Therefore, we study the equationg) = |)) whereg is an element of
H. SinceH is locally diagonalizable we can choose a basis wtiérie diagonal. A group
element in such a basis is of the fogm= €917 x /%29 x . .. x e!¥n7: x ¥ ' wheregy, 0 € R,
and can thus be fully described by the §61, 0}. Let us denote the basis vectoss, . . . s;,)
wheres;;, is either0 or 1. The expansion of a state) satisfyingg|y) = |¢) in these basis
vectors gives

L
) = cilsji . sim), 1)
7j=1
for some positive integef.. Each basis vector that is included in the expansion/of
is individually preserved by the group action. Therefore,etich locally diagonalizable
symmetry groupH we can associate the s&{H) of basis vectors that are preserved by
action of the group.
For each basis vector it (H) action by a group element gives the condition
e!(Xk= o1V +0) — 1 This is equivalent to an equation in the exponénfs | ¢;.(—1)%* +
6 = 2a;m wherea; is an integer. A state ik ” with L terms in the basis expansion gives us
a system of, equations.

(_1)311 - (_1)31n 1 01 2may
(=1)2t oo (=1)%20 1 ; 2mas
: T o | |
(_1)sm . (_1)3Ln 1 0 2may,

(2)

If the group H is discrete andy)) € Xy Eq. [2 has a unique solutiofy,, 6} for a given
choice of integers;. In this case there is + 1 linearly independent rows on the left hand
side. WhileS(H ) for a discrete group/ contains at least+ 1 elements it may contain more.
There are thus in general several sets af1 linearly independent rows which each uniquely
define the groupd through then + 1 linearly independent solutions of Efl 2 for different
choices ofz;. A combinatorial algorithm to find such linearly indepentigets corresponding
to this kind of discrete symmetry groups was described i [54

If there are less then + 1 linearly independent rows in the left hand side of EQ. 2 the
{¢k, 0} are dependent variables and there is a continuous set ¢ibsEuThus, in this casd
is a continuous group. As for the case of discrete groupg tmexy be several sets of linearly
independent rows which each uniquely define the same gkbupn important distinction to
be made is whetheis a discrete or continuous variableflfs discrete ¢ D x SU(2)"",
where D is some discrete cyclic subgroup 6f1). If 6 is continuousH is not contained in
such a group and but only iti(1) x SU(2)*". Moreover, ifd is continuous all invariants in
C[X )% have bidegrees of the tyge, a) for a € N [54,[47].

By definition every state inXy is in span(S(H)) and every state for whicll/ is a
subgroup of the symmetry group is alsaspun(S(H)). Therefore, ifXy is non-empty and
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dense inspan(S(H)) it follows thatspan(S(H)) = X*. So far we have considered locally
diagonalizable symmetry groups in generality but we now enakestriction to the groups
with non-trivial action on all qubits.

Lemma 3. Consider a symmetry groufd which is diagonalized by local unitary operations.
If two basis vectors in the sél(H) associated with{ differ from each other in only theth
entry corresponding to théth qubit it follows that each element of the symmetry grélp
must act trivially on thé:th qubit.

Proof. Consider the equatiop’(>i=1¢:(-D*+0) — 1 for the phase factor resulting from
action ofh € H on a vector inS(H). If two vectors differ only in thekth entry the ratio
of their phase factors is??*. Since both vectors are ifi( ) it follows thate™* = 1 and
thuse’®r = +1. O

For a group that acts non-trivially on every qubit if followsat X ;; is non-empty and
dense irspan(S(H)).

Theorem 2. Assume that{ is the largest group which can be diagonalized by local uyita
operations and is such that |y) = [¢) for every|y) € span(S(H)). Assume that the action
of H is non-trivial on every qubit. Then for almost all statesspun(S(H)), H is the full
symmetry group.

Proof. Assume thaty) is a state for which the groufi satisfiesi|i)) = |¢) for everyh € H.

ThenletU ¢ H be such that/|¢)) = |¢). We considet/ in the basis for whict is diagonal
and write it on a form where its action on the first qubit is idigtiished from its actiod’ on

the remaining qubits

U= <_‘; (f) x U 3)

The state vectofy) in the same basis is expanded in terms of the basis vegtdfs. The
expansion can be divided into the collection of teffiys® |#) for which the state of the first
qubit is|0) and the collection of termgd) ® |¢) with the state of the first qubit id).

[¥) =10) @ 16) + [1) @) (4)

Here (0|0) and(p|y) are assumed to be non-zero(¢flp) = 0 or (d|¢) = 0 elements of the
symmetry group cannot have a non-diagonal component agftirtige first qubit.
SinceU must satisfyU|¢)) = |¢) it follows specifically that

0) ®16) = al0) @ U16) + B|0) @ Ul) (5)

The assumption of non-trivial action implies th@ty) = 0. Taking the norm of both sides
therefore give$s|2(0|0) = |5|*(¢|e). This is possible for non-zerd only if (0]0) = (p|p).
This condition on the form ofi)) is satisfied only by a subset of the statesjinn(S(H)) of
measure zero. Hence, for almost all statespin (S(H)), H is the full symmetry group.

U
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The proof of Theoreml2 implies the following corollary.

Corollary 1. Let a state|y)) have a symmetry group/ that is not diagonalizable by
local unitary operations but contains a subgroéfs that is diagonalizable by local unitary
transformations and which has a non-trivial action on eveapit. Then:)) has at least one
maximally mixed one-qubit reduced density matrix.

Proof. The necessary requirement for a symmetry group which isauwatlly diagonalizable
for the kth qubit subspace within the stratum of locally diagondlieasymmetry group with
non-trivial action on every qubit in Theordm 2 is equivalenthe reduced density matrix of
the kth qubit being maximally mixed. O

From Theorenl]2 we see that if acts non-trivially on each qubit it follows that
X" = span(S(H)) and Xy is dense inspan(S(H)). Since each state ix!) can be
transformed by local unitary operationstd it follows thatS(H ) corresponds to a canonical
form for all of X(),/'' However, as described above there are in general propeetsub
si(H) C S(H) such thatH is the maximal locally diagonalizable subgroup of the syrimne
group of each state expanded in the vectors;aff ). In this case there are subsetsof?)
for which s,(H) corresponds to a canonical form. We define the following &staies

SHY=S )= > ¢li) | ¢;#0 Vg, (6)
|7)€si(H)

If s;(H) is such that for the states & (H) the rows in the left hand side of Eq.] 2
are linearly independent artdis uniquely defined for any choice of right hand side but no
subset ofs;(H) has the same property, the statesSgff{) areirreducibly balancedn the
sense of Ref.[[35]. The entanglement of such states has bésmsiely studied in Refs.
[32,[33,134/ 35, 47]. IfH is a discrete locally diagonalizable group, then eagli/) has at
leastn + 1 elements.

While the setss;(H) correspond to canonical forms on?) they also correspond to
weight polytopes of the maximal Abelian subgrouof(2) " which is diagonal in the same
basis asl{. To see this, consider thgh row of the left hand side of Ed.] 2 and exclude the
entry in the last column. This part of the row can be viewed @scéorv; in R™. In this way
each basis vector iy ( H) corresponds to such a vectorii. As described in [54] the vectors
v; are the weight vectors of the maximal Abelian subgrouf®f2) " which is diagonal in
the chosen basis. In other words, the entries of each vaedhaeigenvalues of the action of
a set of generators of the group. As such they describe thet@simal action of the group.
The weight polytope is the polytope R* spanned by the collection of these vectors.

The solutions to Eq.]2 can be found through a Gaussian eltramaf the left hand side
to row echelon form. Iff c D x SU(2)*", whereD is some discrete cyclic subgroup of
U(1), i.e., if 0 takes only a discrete set of values, there are integeesZ corresponding to
this Gaussian elimination such that

Z z2jV; = 0. (7)

J
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For the local SLOCC semistable irreducibly balanced staléthe z; can be chosen positive
[49, [35]. This means that the convex hull of the weight pghgtaontains the origin in
R"™. The irreducibly balanced states for which ajlare positive correspond to polytopes
where none of the vectors can be removed without reducingtihgope to one which
does not contain the origin in its convex hull. Thus, theseducibly balanced states are
both minimal non-redundant sets of basis vectors which &@CE semistablel [35] and
minimal non-redundant sets of vectors which define localggdnalizable subgroups of
D x SU(2)*" where|D| = 3 z;. The irreducible balancedness implies that these groups
are not subgroups of any locally diagonalizable group doathin D x SU(2)*" where|D|

is finite. If a set of vectorsS(H) which is not irreducibly balanced but contain irreducibly
balanced sets defines a locally diagonalizable giduthis group is a subgroup of the locally
diagonalizable groups defined by the irreducibly balancetd sontained inS(H). The
connection between irreducibly balanced states and SLOQ&iants has been described
in [35], as a part of the invariant-comb approach for cortding polynomial entanglement
invariants [32| 33, 35, 34]. The relation between such irolaly balanced states and locally
diagonalizable symmetry groups has been used in the studyotogical phases [54, 47].

If for an irreducibly balanced statg must be chosen from both positive and negative
integers, the state is SLOCC unstable and the weight paytioes not contain the origin in
its convex hull. It is however contained in the affine hulll[8Z]. Such irreducibly balanced
states have been termed affinely balanced in [54]. Thesedefswe locally diagonalizable
groups inD x SU(2)*" where|D| = Y z; which are not subgroups of any other locally
diagonalizable group i x SU(2)*" where| D] is finite.

3.2. Invariants under symmetry preserving operations

We have seen how a locally diagonalizable symmetry grdupith non-trivial action on all
gubits determines a canonical form on its symmetry stratodrtlaat this canonical form gives
direct information about the behaviour of the state undedSC operations. This canonical
form in turn determines the algebra of entanglement inmésian.X ;. To see how we must
consider the group of symmetry preserving operatip$H ) as described in Se¢t. 2.3.

Theorem 3. The normalizerNg(H) of a locally diagonalizable symmetry group which
does not act trivially on any qubit is the maximal Abelianguup of G, which containsd
and is diagonalizable by local unitary operations, in pratiwith a finite group of spin flips.

Proof. Let f = e x f1 X fa X ... X f, € Ng(H), wheref; € SU(2). By definition
fH =Hf,Ile., for every element

h=e%xhy xhyx...xh,c H thereis an element

B =e " x h'y x h'y x ... x W, € Hsuch thatf,h; = h, f, up to a factor:1 for everyk.
The factor£1 can be absorbed ifi. Let h be an element with non-trivial action on théh
qubit and let

a B e 0 ek 0
— , h. = . , h! = .y .
Ji <—5* o ) k < 0 e—m) F < 0 e‘“%)
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Then the conditiory,hy, = h_ fi is equivalent to

a B et 0\ [e% 0 a B

This implies thatve® = aeis and e+ = Bei% must be satisfied which is possible for
non-zeroa and non-zerg only if ¢, = 0 or 7. However this contradicts the assumption
thath acts non-trivially on theé:th qubit. Hence, either or 5 must be zero. Any matrix for
which 5 = 0 commutes withH.

If o = 0 it follows thate=*** = ¢i%, i.e.,h, = h';. By assumptionp;, # mn for integer
m. Thus,a = 0 implies that there is a subsBtof the qubits such that for evefyc H there
isanh’ € H whereh;, = I, for eachk € Z and}_, _,(—1)**¢, = mn for eachj. Since
hy, = h';, = o,h'0,, this implies that for every vectarin S(H) there is a another vector in
S(H) related tov by action ofs,, on each of the qubits in the subsetThen the operations of
simultaneous, on any such subset of qubits is included in the normalizeusTN (H) is
the product of the maximal Abelian group containiighat is diagonalizable by local unitary
operations and a finite group of spin flips.

0]

Theorem B establishes the general form\ef(H ) for locally diagonalizable/d with
non-trivial action on every qubit. The polynomials@jx “#]¥¢(#) are at minimum invariant
under the action of the maximal Abelian subgrougibtontainingH. Therefore, any such
polynomial is an algebraic combination of monomials ingatiunder the maximal Abelian
subgroup of5. We can now consider the ringg§ X #)V¢(#) for different choices of.

If G = D x SU(2)™", whereD is a cyclic subgroup of/(1) of order|D|, the symmetry
groups included irG are those with elements, given 8;, 6}, for which § are multiples of
I%TI' As described in Sec._3.1 the symmetry groups of this kiedtawse for which there are
si(H) C S(H) corresponding to &;(H ) of irreducibly balanced states. For each skgl#)
there is a unique lowest degree monomial, up to complex gatijon, of the form

m; = ﬁcjé(zﬁrzj)c;é(zjlzj)’ @)
j=1

where z; is the integer multiplying the vectar; in Eq. [ for the set of vectors; in R”
associated witly;(H), andc; is the coefficient of the corresponding basis vector in Htlbe
space(|3b, 47]. Such am; is invariant under the maximal locally diagonalizable Aael
subgroup containind? of D x SU(2)™", with |[D| = 3" z;. This follows since Eq[]7 is a
condition for invariance of a monomial under the infinitealraction of this maximal Abelian
subgroup. More precisely, the conditions for invariancdarraction of the generators of the
maximal Abelian subgroup is a set of linear equations wheah lse expressed as a sum of
weight vectorst:1 zjv; = 0 where each coefficient; or ¢} in m; correspond to a term
in the sum. The complex conjugated coefficientsrincorrespond to the negativg since
these are the coefficients of the state related by a univepsallip operation to the original
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state [55/ 4/7]. We call this kind of monomialseducibly balanced The ring of invariants
of the maximal Abelian subgroup @ x SU(2)*" is generated by the irreducibly balanced
monomials together with the monomiads|?.

The relation between the irreducibly balanced sets of veand locally diagonalizable
subgroups oD x SU(2)*" for discrete cyclicD described in Secf._3.1 thus carries over to the
irreducibly balanced monomials. Each irreducibly bal@hoenomialm; uniquely defines
H throughs;(H). Conversely, each locally diagonalizable symmetry grélufor which 6
takes discrete values uniquely defines a set of irreducillgrited monomials.

If No(H) is the maximal Abelian subgroup containififythe ringC[Z] is generated
by the irreducibly balanced monomials and the mononig|3. If on the other handV (H)
includes a groug:* of spin flips the elements df[Z%] must be invariant under these spin
flips as well. If a subset of the vectors spannifij supports an invariant of the maximal
Abelian subgroup a spin flig® € G* maps this set of vectors to a new set supporting an
invariant/®. If the number of qubits involved in the spin flip is even orhigtbidegreda, b)
of I is such thaw — b is divisible by four, then the sum + /¢ is invariant under the spin
flip. Let the indexa run over all the possible sets of vectors related by spin ftipgiding
the identity operation. Then the invariants §f;(H) are the sum$ . I“ where either the
bidegree(a, b) of I is such thats — b is divisible by four or all spin flips involve an even
number of qubits. ThéV(H) invariants are thus a subring of the invariants of the makima
Abelian subgroup of- that containg.

With the general form of’[Z#] known we can state the following.

Theorem 4. The closure of the set of states for which a grdiighat is diagonalizable by
local unitary operations with a non trivial action on eachljuis the symmetry group is an
irreducible variety.

Proof. If X* is notirreducible it must be possible to express it as themnof sets where one
or more of the polynomials i€ [ X 7]V¢(H) vanishes. However for a generic elementof
which is a linear combination of all basis vectorssifi7) all polynomials are non-vanishing.
Hence, X is irreducible.

O

Thus, for each locally diagonalizable symmetry gradpghat does not act trivially on
any qubit the function field oV (H ) invariants onX ! is isomorphic to the function field of
SU(2)*" invariants on the symmetry stratukii”). Furthermore, it ) is normal there is an
isomorphism betwee@[Z#] andC[ZH)] by TheorenilL, i.e., in this case the structure of the
ring of polynomial entanglement invariants is directlyetetined by the symmetry. We now
make a few comments on how the individual invariants\ef( ) relate to different types
of G invariants and how the vanishing of the different invarsarglate to different types of
substrata of larger symmetry groups.

As described in Refs.| [35, 47] the irreducibly balanced nmiads of bidegreda, b)
wherea or b is zero are related t6L(2)*" invariants. On a sef;(H) of states inZ#
corresponding to an irreducibly balanced sgf7) any restriction of arsL(2)*" invariant
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polynomial toZ” is a power ofn; [35,/47]. Thus, the irreducibly balanced monomials of this
type are associated with the locally diagonalizable symymgtoups of SLOCC semistable
states. When all the irreducibly balanced monomials of driee(a, b) wherea or b is zero
vanishes, this indicates that the state is SLOCC unstabtbeie are additional irreducibly
balanced monomials this means that the symmetry stratuiondies both SLOCC semistable
and SLOCC unstable states. If all the irreducibly balancedamials vanish this indicates a
substratum where the symmetry group contains an Abeliagreup which in turn includes
H as a proper subgroup. This substratum is by necessity atsobge SLOCC unstable
states.

A special case is whe§(H) of a locally diagonalizable a group contains a single
irreducibly balanced set of vectors corresponding to alsipgir of irreducibly balanced
monomials related by complex conjugation of bidedié#) and(0, d) respectively.

Theorem 5. Assume that the generators 6fZ%] include only one irreducibly balanced
monomialm; up to complex conjugation. Assume further that the bidegfékis monomial
s (d,0). Then there is a a single generator, up to complex conjugatid the SL(2)™"
invariant polynomials irC[Z /)] and it is of bidegreérd, 0) for somer.

Proof. Assume tha®; and P, are two polynomials of[Z /)] that does not contain complex
conjugated coefficients of the state vector. Their bidegmest be multiples ofd, 0).
Assume the bidegree @, is (r1d, 0) and the bidegree aP; is (rd, 0).

By Bézout's identity there is an elemeft of the function fieldC(Z)) of bidegree
(gcd(rq,12)d, 0), Wheregcd('r’l, r9) IS the greatest common divisor of andr.

Consrdeercdmrz) and P;. These two invariants are of the same bidegree. Their
restrictions toZ” are up to a complex factor both equal td'. Compensating for this
complex factor the two invariants have the same value evegysvonZ . Since every state
in ZH) is local unitary equivalent to a state i’ the two invariants have the same value
everywhere orZ . Therefore, their difference is not in(Z*)) and they are equivalent as
elements ofC(Z! ), ie.,

P = chd&,rz) ) (20)

Thus, P, is a power ofP. By repeating the argument it can be seen that there is areatem
in C(Z) such that alSL(2)*" invariants inC[Z")] are powers of it. This element is not
a quotient of polynomials since this would imply that&ll(2) " invariants ofC(Z ) were
quotients. ThusC[Z®)] has only one generator of tB&(2)*" invariant polynomials.

0]

Theorenlb shows that for the special case of SLOCC semissédities with a locally
diagonalizable symmetry group that acts non-trivially dingabits, and for which there is
a single irreducibly balanced sef(H) of vectors defining a canonical form, there is only
one SL(2)*" invariant polynomial among the generators@iZ/))]. In other words such
a symmetry can be directly associated with a unique entarggie measure derived from
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the polynomial. However, it must be stressed that this de¢®xclude the possibility that
several locally diagonalizable symmetries may be assatiaith the sam8L(2)*" invariant
polynomial in which case their symmetry strata are distisiged by other invariants.

The locally diagonalizable symmetry groups of SLOCC unstatates falls in two
categories, those which are subgroupsiofk SU(2)*" for some discrete cyclic group,
and those which are subgroups only 6f1) x SU(2)*". The first type is described by
the irreducible monomials with bidegrde,b) where0 # a # b # 0 and|a — 0| =
|D|. The relation between this type of monomials &id(2) " invariant polynomials is
described in[[4[7]. The locally diagonalizable symmetryug® which are subgroups only
of U(1) x SU(2)*" have symmetry strata whose coordinate rings are polynsmiade up
from factors of the typec;|2. These are related 16(2) " invariant polynomials orZ#) of
bidegree typéa, a) since any such polynomial is made up of factors of the typé.

We end by commenting on the role of invariants that are mad# afithe factorgc;|? in
the coordinate ring of a stratum of a locally diagonalizaylemetry which acts non-trivially
on all qubits. These are related to substrata correspondingn-Abelian symmetries and
to Abelian symmetry groups that are not locally diagondlieza From Theorerhl2 we have
that the existence of a symmetry of this type required thie stasatisfy a condition on the
coefficients of the basis vectors #(H) equivalent to the at least one reduced one-qubit
density matrix being maximally mixed. These conditions@rthe form

Dol =Y Il =0, (11)
JESko JESk1
whereS;,, andSy, are the sets of coefficients of basis vectorS [/ ) with thekth qubit being
in state0 and1 respectively. IfNg(H) does not contain any spin flips the polynomial in the
left hand side of Eq._11 is if€[Z%]. If Ng(H) contains spin flips there will be a polynomial
in C[Z!] containing the left hand side of Eg.111 as a factor. Thus, atsaiim corresponding
to a non-Abelian or locally non-diagonalizable Abelian syetry is always the zero locus of
one or more polynomials of this type @ Z].

Theorem[2 thus implies that a symmetry group with non-Alpelaa locally non-
diagonalizable Abelian action on the state space ofthequbit is possible only if the state
of this qubit contains no local information. A symmetry gpowith this type of action on
every single qubit state space can thus occur wifi only if all reduced density matrices
are maximally mixed, i.e., only for the maximally entangsdtes. Examples of non-Abelian
symmetry groups of this type are those of tié/ 7 states([13] and cluster states [1]. In
the symmetry stratification we thus find these maximally egliad states among the smallest
strata. Moreover, for the permutation invariant statesoféae 2 together with the permutation
invariance implies that non-Abelian symmetries or localtyn-diagonalizable symmetries
inside stratum closures of locally diagonalizable symgngtoups with non-trivial action on
all qubits occur only for the maximally entangled states.
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4. Discussion

We have reviewed the symmetry stratifications of Hilbertcgpand seen that it is possible
to choose a set of entanglement invariants ofnagubit system such that the symmetry
strata of the system correspond to varieties defined by tteelaeus of one or more of the
invariants. There is thus always a set of functions of enlteangnt that go to zero when the
system transitions to a more symmetric state. Moreovesdh® set of functions describe the
transition between two given symmetry strata regardleggefe in the stratum boundary the
transition occurs. Local unitary symmetry is an importaaimfestation of entanglement and
are relevant for many quantum information tasks and for titeetstanding of different phases
of matter. Therefore, a description of entanglement thatrafly captures these symmetries
may be useful.

The problem of describing entanglement on a symmetry stratfia groupH can be
reduced to the problem of describing the invariants undergifoup which preserves the
symmetryH. In the presence of a symmetry a description of this kind meypkfy the
analysis of entanglement properties. Furthermore, waudsed conditions for when the ring
of polynomial entanglement invariants on the symmetrytsiraor alternatively its function
field is isomorphic to the ring of invariants of the symmetrggerving operations.

As a special case we studied the locally diagonalizable sgtmyngroups that have a
non trivial action on each qubit. The closure of the set dfestavith a particular symmetry
group H of this type can be expanded in a $&t) of basis vectors. This set of vectors thus
serve as a canonical form for all the states in the closurbeo$ymmetry stratum. Using the
canonical form one can construct the coordinate fig*/] which is sufficient to describes
the entanglement properties of states within the symmétagusn. In other wordsC(Z )
distinguishes inequivalently entangled states once trep@ught to the canonical form. We
also described conditions for when a SLOCC invariant canifeeitly associated to a stratum
of such a symmetry.

We end by commenting on the role of symmetries in some recemtbposed
classification schemes for entanglement. Several classiis of multipartite entanglement
using invariants and canonical forms with the aim of aclmg\an arrangement of entangled
states into a finite number of classes have been proposedartioyar, we consider Refs.
[41,(46,42| 47] where the case of four qubits has been stuthete first of these, Ref. [41],
the infinite set of SLOCC entanglement classes is arrandeaine different families. While
thus achieving a tractable classification scheme this geraent does not distinguish between
states with qualitatively different entanglement projsrsuch as for example the four-qubit
GHZ state and the cluster states.

These qualitatively different types of entanglement can digtinguished by the
polynomial invariants. For four qubits the subring of paymial invariants that areL(2)**
invariant is generated by four polynomials [30]. In Ref! [[3&aximally entangled
states representing inequivalent types of four-qubitregieanent were found usin‘gL(Q)X4
invariants constructed through the invariant-comb apgrod hese states are the GHZ-state
75 ([1111) +10000)), the so called x-stat%(\/éum) +]1000) +|0100) +-]0010) +|0001)),
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and the two state$(|1111) + [1100) + |[0010) 4 [0001)) and3(|1111) + [1010) + |0100) +
|0001)), related by a permutation of qubits, which are local unigqyivalent to cluster states.

A classification scheme for four qubits that distinguishesseen these qualitatively
different types of entanglement was proposed in Ref. [46this scheme the four generators
of the ring ofSL(2)** invariants are chosen such that each of them is non-vagisinity on
one of the four states in Refl._[32]. A similar classificatimmneme based on the subring of
invariants with bidegree&, b) for a # b has been discussed In [47].

The classification schemes in Ref§. |[46] 47] can be undetstoterms of symmetry
strata in the following way. Each of the four states repréagrdifferent entanglement types
in [32] is such that the basis vectors define a canonical fofitihe symmetry stratum of
a non-trivial locally diagonalizable symmetry group. Farck of these symmetry groups
the canonical form is a single irreducibly balanced set aitwmes. Therefore, each of the
four invariants in [[46] is the unique generator of thE(2)** invariants in its respective
symmetry stratum. Therefore, this classification autocadlyi captures the structure of the
four symmetry stratum closures associated with the fouestaThe classification in [47]
works in the same way but distinguishes a larger set of symyrs&tata since it uses a larger
set of invariants.

Finally, we comment on the geometric classification schesné&lur qubits presented in
Ref. [42]. The purpose of this scheme is to create a geonyattare of the different kinds
of entanglement in terms of algebraic varieties combinirgapproaches of using invariants
and canonical forms. This scheme does not explicitly takemsgtries into account and the
description in[[42] does not include the full four-qubit tet@pace, but it still distinguishes
between some of the symmetry strata including those of thedabit W and GHZ states as
well as that of the X state.

In conclusion we can see that the classification of entargjbgds in terms of symmetry
strata is closely related to some of the already existingsdiaations.
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