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Detection of the genuine non-locality of any three-qubit state
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It is known that the violation of Svetlichny inequality by any three-qubit state described by the density operator
pAaBc witness the genuine non-locality of p 4 pc. Butitis not an easy task as the problem of showing the genuine
non-locality of any three-qubit state reduces to the problem of a complicated optimization problem. Thus, the
detection of genuine non-locality of any three-qubit state may be considered a challenging task. Therefore,
we have taken a different approach and derived the lower and upper bound of the expectation value of the
Svetlichny operator with respect to any three-qubit state to study this problem. The expression of the obtained
bounds depends on whether the reduced two-qubit entangled state is detected by the CHSH witness operator or
not. It may be expressed in terms of the following quantities such as (i) the eigenvalues of the product of the
given three-qubit state and the composite system of single qubit maximally mixed state and reduced two-qubit
state and (ii) the non-locality of reduced two-qubit state. We then achieve the inequality whose violation may
detect the genuine non-locality of any three-qubit state. A few examples are cited to support our obtained results.
Lastly, we discuss its possible implementation in the laboratory.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The correlation statistics between the subsystems obtained af-
ter performing a local measurement on the entangled system
(1, 2 may be incompatible with the principle of local real-
ism. Since Bell’s inequality (3] has been derived using the
principle of local realism so the generated correlation may vi-
olate Bell’s inequality. This type of correlation may be called
a non-local correlation [@—B]. The generalized form of Bell’s
inequality that may be realizable in an experiment was given
by Clauser et.al. [7] and it is popularly known as Bell-CHSH
inequality. Freedman and Clauser also have provided strong
experimental evidence, using a generalized form of Bell’s in-
equality, against the existence of local hidden-variable theo-
ries [IE]. B. S. Cirelson [IQ] proved that quantum mechanics
allow up to 2v/2 as an upper bound of generalized Bell’s in-
equality. The upper bound of 2v/2 has been achieved by the
two-qubit maximally entangled state. In 1982, A. Aspect et.al.
10] showed that maximum violation of generalized Bell’s in-
equality can be achieved in an experiment. Later, Horodecki
et. al. [L1]] also studied the problem of non-locality for two-
qubit states and provided a criterion to check the non-locality
of pap in terms of M(pag), where M (pap) is the sum of
the two largest eigenvalues of T*T. T denote the correlation
matrix of pap. The criterion states that any two-qubit state
violates Bell’s inequality if and only if M(pag) > 1.

A lot of research had already been done in studying the prob-
lem of two-qubit non-locality [12-21]. Therefore, researcher
turn on to the study of non-locality of multi-partite state 22-

27]. As the number of qubits increases in the system, the com-

plexity of the system also increases. Therefore, the study of
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the non-locality of the multipartite system is a difficult prob-
lem but in spite of that some progress has been achieved. In
particular, the non-locality of the three-qubit system is rela-
tively easier to handle. Non-locality of a three-qubit state can
be tested by various inequality such as Svetlichny inequality
(28], Mermin inequality [29] and logical inequality based on
GHZ type event probabilities [3d]. The experimental verifi-
cation of the non-locality of the three-qubit GHZ state is re-
ported in [31]. The non-locality of three-qubit pure symmet-
ric state have been explored in [32]. The standard non-locality
and genuine non-locality of GHZ symmetric state have been
studied in [33].

Mermin inequality [29] can be considered as a generalized
form of the Bell-CHSH inequality and it can be violated by not
only genuine entangled three-qubit states but also by bisepa-
rable states. Thus, the discrimination of the classes of three-
qubit entangled state is not possible by merely observing the
violation of Mermin inequality. But fortunately, there exists
another inequality known as Svetlchny inequality (28] viola-
tion which guarantees the fact that the three-qubit state under
investigation is a genuine entangled state. Therefore, the gen-
uine tripartite nonlocal correlation that may exist in the three-
qubit state p4pc may be detected by Svetlichny inequality,
which is given by 28]

[(Sv)pancl <4 M

where S, denote the Svetlichny operator, which may be de-
fined as

Sy, = a

7 =
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.o

=

Here 6,5’ ; 5,(? and 5,07 are the unit vectors and the
g; = (oF,07,07) denote the spin projection operators. To
obtain the maximal violation of the Svetlichny inequality, the
expectation value of the Svetlichny operator must achieve

the value 4/2. In particular, the violation of Svetlichny
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inequality by three-qubit generalized GHZ state, maximal
slice state, and W class state has been studied in [@ . and
it has been found that the maximal violation 4v/2 may be
obtained for GH Z state. The theoretical result of Ghose et.al.
has been demonstrated experimentally in [36]. An operational
method to detect the genuine multipartite non-locality for
three-qubit mixed states has been investigated in 37]. Also,
the genuine nonlocality of three-qubit pure and mixed states
has been extensively studied in [38].

In order to obtain the violation of the Svetlichny inequality,
one has to calculate the expectation of the Svetlichny operator
by maxmnzmg overall measurements of spin in the directions
a, a’ b 1% , C, d. Consequently, the problem of the violation of
the Svethchny inequality reduces to an optimization problem,
which is not very easy to solve for any arbitrary three-qubit
state. This motivates us to find a way by which we can
overcome this problem. To achieve our task, we derive
the upper and lower bound of the expectation value of the
Svetlichny operator with respect to any three-qubit state.
These newly obtained upper and lower bounds depends on the
non-locality of the reduced two-qubit state of the three-qubit
system and we have shown that this may pave the way to
study the genuine non-locality of any three-qubit state.

This work can be organized as follows: In section-II, we
have provided a short summary of results and concepts
developed in earlier works. In section-III, the lower and upper
bound of the expectation value of the Svetlichny operator is
obtained, which may be considered the main ingredient to
fulfill the motivation of this work. In section-IV, we have
derived the inequality whose violation guarantees the genuine
non-locality of any three-qubit state. In section-V, we have
illustrated our result with a few examples. Lastly, we have
provided the conclusion.

II. RECAPITULATION

In this section, we have re-stated an important inequality and
a corollary and then revisited the non-locality of the two-qubit
state studied in [39]. These ingredients may be used as a tool
to develop the content of the later section.

A. A few Results

R-1: For M be any n X n co lex matrlx and N be any n x n
Hermitian matrix, we have

Amin(M)T7(N) < R(TT(MN)) < Amax (M Tr(N) (3)

where M = & +M " and R(x) denotes the real part of x.

Proof:- Let us assume that the eigenvalues of M may be ar-
ranged in an ascending order as Ay, = A1 < Ao <
An = Amaz- To prove R-1, let us recall the lower and upper
bound of R(Tr(MN)) which is given in
> M) An—ig1 (N) < R(Tr(MN))

=1

N)@)

i

In L.H.S., Replacing all the eigenvalues of M by its minimum
eigen values and in R.H.S. if we replace all the eigenvalues
of M by its maximum eigenvalue. We get the desired result

given in (3).

Cor-1: For M be any n x n complex matrix and N be any
n X n Hermitian matrix, we have

Tr(M)Amin(N) < R(Tr(MN)) < Tr(M)Apnaz(N) (5)

where M = MMt and R(x) denotes the real part of x.

Cor-2: For M be any n x n complex matrix and N be any
n X n Hermitian matrix, we have

Tr(M)Ak(N

where A, (V) denote the first non-zero eigenvalue of N.

) < R(Tr(MN)) (6)

B. Revisiting the nonlocality of two-qubit entangled states
determined by Sn 1.

Let us consider an XOR Game played between two distinct
players Alice(A) and Bob(B) and suppose that they share a
two-qubit state p 4 p which is given in the form [42]

E[I®I+E*.?®I+I®7.?+chaj ®a;] (7)
where ¢; € R and o; denote the Pauli matrices and the unit
vectors @ and b are given by @ = (a1,a2,a3) € R? and
EE (bl, ba, bg) € R3.

If players A and B play the game using the shared state p4p
then the maximum probability P™%* of winning the game
overall strategy is given by[@, 44

PAB =

maz _ L (BeHSH)pas

P =3 1+ 1 ]
where Bopsy = Ao ® Bo+ Ao ®@ B1+ A1 ® By — A1 ® By
denote the Bell-CHSH operator and Ay, By, A1 and By de-
note the Hermitian operators. Also we have (Bousw)pas =
T’I’[(A() ® Bo + AO ® B1 + Al ® BO — A1 ® Bl)pAB].
The strength of the non-locality of psp denoted by
Snr(pap) in terms of P™** may be defined as

3
-0
4’}

)

Sni(pag) = maz{P™*" — ©)
For any classical theory, P™* < % and hence Sy (pag) =
0. For quantum mechanical theory and for non-signaling cor-
relation, we have P > 2 and thus Sy (pap) # 0. We
have further considered different measurement setting ry—,
xz—, and yz— planes to calculate the maximum probability
of success of winning the game. In these planes, the max-
imum probability of success of winning the game is denoted
by P.y, P.., and P, respectively. Therefore, the correspond-
ing maximum probability of success may be expressed as

1 B(ij)
—H+Lﬂﬁ@ﬂ%nn=m%z&i¢jum

* 2 4



The Bell operators B(C””;_’,gH, BgIZ{)SH and Bgé)SH can be
written in terms of the observables o, 0, and o as[43]

i o; +0; 0; — 0,

B{sn = 0i® \/5]4-0'1-@ \/5]

o;, +0; o, — 0

+0;® \/5'7—0’;'@9 \/5'77
ihj=mzy,2 & i#] (11)

In terms of P, P,. and P, the strength of the non-locality
S](\,;J[? (pAB) (17.7 = ,Y, %, 7 7é ]), may be defined as

S§P(pan) =maz{P,0},i,j = 2.y,2 i#j  (12)
where P = {P;% — %,P;’;‘”” — %,PJ’;‘” — % .

The strength of the non-locality Sy, (pap) can also be ex-
pressed in terms of the CHSH witness operator and therefore,
the expression of Sy (pap) may be given in the following
result.

Result-1:- If psp denote any arbitrary two-qubit bipartite
state shared between the two distant players Alice and Bob
and if Bo g sy represent the CHSH operator and Weopgsy =
2] — Beopgsy denote the CHSH witness operator then the
strength of the non-locality Sy, (pap) may be given by

TriWensapaB]
5 ,0} (13)

Sni(pap) = mar{—
Further, if the game is played with a shared two-qubit state
pap and if measurement is performed in different planes such
as ry—, yz— and zx— plane then

pmer 3 TT[WgI{I)SHpAB]
17 -5 9

I 3 i =xyz & iF G (14)

Therefore, the strength of the nonlocality Sz(\ler) (pap) may be
re-defined in terms of witness operator Wéf 1{1) Ssp as

S(ij)

Tr[Wg
NL(pAB):maI{_M;O} (15)

8

We should note here a few important facts regarding the
strength of the non-locality of p 4, which is given below:
(F1) If P > 2 then Sy 1(pap) # 0.

(F2) If the players are playing the game with a separable state
pifgp) then P™** € [0, 2] and thus Sy (pas) = 0.

(F3) It is known that there exists two-qubit entangled states

pffgt) which does not violate the CHSH inequality and thus

from (8), we have P™* < %. Therefore, pffgt) is not de-
tected by the CHSH witness operator Wegsy and hence
Tr[WCHSHPEfgt)] > 0. We may now conclude from
the definition (I3) of the strength of the non-locality that
Sni(p9%) = 0. By going through the above facts, it may
be easily seen that the conclusion made in (F3) is not cor-
rect since the state under consideration in (F3) is an entan-
gled state. Therefore, we may infer that the definition of
the strength of the non-locality given in (I3) does not hold
good when CHSH witness operator We ggy does not detect

the entangled state pffgt). Thus, to resolve this problem, we

consider an entangled state p9%, which is not detected by
Wen sy and re-define the strength of its nonlocality as

3

SNEC () = TP D)+ (1= DK (16)

_ Tr[Wensupas(pas)™B]
where 0 <r < land K = IN(pan) .

The parameter r is chosen in such a way that SY ¢ (p5%) >
0. The upper bound of 7 can be obtained by imposing the
restriction SY¢¥(pap) > 0 and it is given by

K
%_Pmam+K

r< a7
Therefore, in this way, we have shown in [@] that it is pos-
sible to calculate the strength of non-locality of any bipartite
two-qubit entangled state whether it is detected/not detected
by the CHSH witness operator.

Furthermore, we have derived the relation between the non-
locality of pure three-qubit entangled state in terms of the
strength of non-locality of two-qubit entangled state. In 13491,
the relations are derived for a few three-qubit pure entangled
states. In this work, we will generalize the relationship be-
tween the non-locality of any arbitrary three-qubit state and
the non-locality of its reduced two-qubit state.

III. LOWER AND UPPER BOUND OF THE EXPECTATION
VALUE OF THE SVETLICHNEY OPERATOR

In this section, we construct the Hermitian operators to derive
a connection between the two-qubit nonlocality determined
by the strength of the nonlocality Sy and the nonlocality
of an arbitrary (either pure or mixed) three-qubit state deter-
mined by the Svetlichney operator .S,,. The construction of
the Hermitian operator makes us enable to derive the lower
and upper bound of the expectation value of the Svetlichney
operator with respect to an arbitrary three-qubit state. The de-
rived bound of the expectation value of the Svetlichney oper-
ator provides us a new way to discriminate the genuine three-
qubit entangled state.

To proceed forward, let us consider a three-qubit state (pure
or mixed) described by the density operator p4pc and its re-
duced two-qubit entangled state p;;, i,5 = A, B,C and i #
7, which can be related by the following way:

pi; = Trlpascl, i,j,k = A,B,Candi#j #k (18)
The two operators may be constructed as

Ay =pSy+ (1 —p)(I2® Wersw) (19)

By = papc(I2 ® pij), i, = A, B,C, i #j (20)

where p € [0,1] and Wepsu(= 2l — Bomsu) denote
the CHSH witness operator. [» denotes the identity matrix
of order 2. Now, in the subsequent subsections, we derive
the lower and upper bound of the expectation value of the
Svetlichney operator in terms of two-qubit non-locality
determined by Snr.(pi;)-



A. Lower bound of the expectation value of Svetlichney
operator in terms of two-qubit non-locality determined by Sn 1,

To derive the lower bound of the expectation value of Svetlich-
ney operator S, let us start with the quantity R(Tr[A; B;]). It
can be expressed as

R(TT‘[AlBl])

R(Tr[(pSy+ (1 —p)(I2 ® WersH)) %
pasc(lz @ pij)])

pR(Tr[Suvpapc(l2 ® pij)]) + (1 —p) x
R(Tr[(I2 ® pijWensH)paBc)) (21

Since (Is ® p;;) and papc is a hermitian operator, and
Supapc and (Io ® p;;Weo sy ) are complex matrices so after
applying Cor-1 on 1)), we get

R(TT[SUPABC(IQ ® pZJ)]) S )\maz (IQ ® pij)TT[SvaBC]
(22)

R(Tr[(Iy ® pijWensu)papc)) < Trl;® pyWomsn)

/\ma;ﬂ (PABC) (23)

Using [@2) and 23) in @I, we obtain

R(Tr[AiBl]) = R(pTr[Supapc(l2 @ pij)]) + (1 —p) x
R(Tr[(I> ® pijWensu)pac])

< PAmac(l2 @ pij) Tr[Supasc)

+ (1 =p)Amac(paBe)Trlz @ pijWensH)
= PAmaz(I2 ® pij){Sv)pasc

+ 2(1 = p)Tr[WersHpij| Amaz(pABC)(24)

In the last step, one can easily check that Tr[S,papc]=
Tr(Svpapc), Trlls ® piiWensu) = Trll ® pijWensH],
and TT[IQ X PijWCHSH] e 2T7’[WCHSHPij]-

Again applying LHS of R-1 on Hermitian operator pS,, + (1 —
p)(I2 @ Wensn)), and papc(I2 @ pij) be any complex ma-
trix and using Tr[S,] = 0, we get

R(Tr[(pSy + (1 = p)(Il2 @ Wensn))pasc(I2 @ pij)])

>TrpSy + (1 —p)(I2 ® Wensa )| Amin(paBc(I2 @ pij))
(25)

=8(1— p))\mm(m)

In the second line of (23), we have used the linearity prop-
erty of trace and Tr(Wepsy) = 4, where Wopsy =
21 — Begsu. Combining the inequalities (24) and (23), we
get

[PAmaz (L2 ® pij)(Sv)panc +2(1 = p)Tr[Wenshpij] x
)\maz (PABC)] Z 8(1 - p))\mzn (PABC (12 ® plj)) (26)

After simplification, the inequality (26) can be re-expressed
as
8(1 — p)Amin(pasc(I2 @ pij))

p/\maac (12 ® pij)

<S'U>PABC 2

_ 2(1 = p)Tr[Wensupijl Amax (pABc),27)
\
p)\maac (12 & pij)

Since our aim is to establish the relationship between
(Sv)panc and the strength of the nonlocality Sy (pi;) of
two-qubit entangled state p;; so we shall consider two cases
in which we discuss the following: (i) When p;; is detected
by the witness operator Weo g sy and (i) When Wepgsm does
not detect the state p;;.

1. When the entangled state p;; is detected by the witness
operator Wensu

Let us recall the definition (I3) of Sn 1 (p;;) and can be re-
expressed for the entangled state p;; as

—TrWensHpij)
8

SnL(pij) =
Putting this value of Sy r,(p;;) in @7), we get

8(1 = p)Amin(paBc(l2 @ pij))
PAmaz(I2 @ pij)

16(1 — p)Amaz(paBc)SnL(pij)
PAmaz(I2 ® pij)

<S'U>pABC 2

(28)

2. When Wcush does not detected the entangled state p;j

In this case, Snr(p;;) is defined in a different way and it is
given by (16)

ew max 3
SNE!(pig) = (P =)+ (L=1)K (29
where K is defined as
T,
TriW, i 7
o Wensapij(p;)] (30)

4N(Pz‘j)

where T'; represent the partial transposition with respect to the
qubit ’j” and N (p;; ) denote the negativity of the two-qubit en-
tangled state p;;.

To derive the lower bound of (S,) for this case, we need a
lemma which can be stated as:

Lemma-1: If an entangled state described by the density op-
erator p;; and the witness operator We gsp does not detect it
then

Amin [(sz )Z]TT[WCHSHPU]

T
4Amax [pij IN(pij)

where K is given by ([B30).

The proof of the Lemma-1 can be found in the Appendix-I.
Now we are in a position to establish the relationship between
SN (pij) and (Sy) pa e When the witness operator We s
does not detect the entangled state p;;.

K>

€19



Using (B1), the expression for the strength of the nonlocality
SNew(p;;) given in (29) can be written as

ew max 3
SNi¥(pij) = r(P _Z)
Tr(WensHpijl| Amin [(Pg-j )%
T
4 naz [pij ]N(pzj)

The above inequality (32) may be re-expressed as

+ (1-7) (32)

4zsNew » _TPmaz_§
TrWensupij] < SvE" (i) = s 4)](33)
(1- T)/\min[(Pij )?]

where Z = N(pi;) AMmag [pzj]
Using the inequality (33) in 27), we get

Amin(paBc(lz @ pij))
S, > 8(1— :
< >pABC - ( p)[ pAmaac(IQ & ng)

- G (34)

where G =

p(l_r))\mi7l[(p£j)2]>\7naz(12®Pij)
We are now in a position to collect all the above obtained
results in the following theorem:

Theorem-1a: The lower bound of the expectation value of
the Svetlichny operator S, with respect to three-qubit state
pABC 1s given by

. 8(1 — p)Amin(papc(I2 ® pij))
Sy >
(1) (Sv)pape = Py @ po)

n 16(1 = p)Amaz(paBc)SnL(pij)
p/\maac(IQ oy pij)

(35)

and

. . -~ Amin(paBc(l2 ® Pij)) _
() (Su)oanc 2 8(1—p)| T PAET L
(SN2 (pig) — r(Pmer — 2)) x Ay
P(L = ) Amin (0] ) Amaz (L2  pij)
(36)

where A1 = (N (pij) Amaz (03} ) Amaz(pABC))
according as when the entangled state p;; does or does not
detected by the witness operator We s

B. Upper bound of the expectation value of Svetlichney
operator in terms of two-qubit non-locality determined by Sy,

Let us consider two operators A,, and B, which may be de-
fined as

A,=¢So + (1 —-q)(Lo @ Wenmsu), 0<g<1 (@37)

By, = papc(I2 @ pij) (38)

T
Amaz(papc)[SNE (pi)—r(P™" —3)N(pij) Mmaw [Pz‘jj]

The expression for R(Tr[A,B,]) is given by

R(Tr[(qSy + (1 = q)(I2 ® Weonsw))pasc (I2 @ pij)])

= qR(Tr[Svpasc(l2 ® pi;)]) + (1 = @) R(Tr[(I2 ® Wensn)
xpapc(l2 @ pij)])

= qR(Tr[Svpasc(l2 ® pij)]) + (1 = ) R(Tr[(I2 @ pi;
xWensu)papc))

> qR(Tr[Supapc(l2 ® pij)]) + (1 = ¢)Tr[(I2 ® pijWersH)]

><Amin (PABC)
= qR(Tr[Svpapc(l2 @ pij)]) +2(1 — Q) Tr[Wensupij] x
Amin (PABC) (39)

In the second and third lines, we have used the linearity
and cyclic property of the trace. We have used the LHS in-
equality of Cor-1 on Hermitian operator p4 pc and consider-
ing (I ® pijWensnh) be any complex matrix in the fourth
line. In the last line, we have used Tr[l> ® p;;Wensu] =
Tr(l> ® pi;Wersn) and one of the properties of the trace
i.e. TT[(IQ ® pijWCHSH)]=2TT[WCHSHPij]-

Applying RHS inequality of R-1 on the Hermitian operator

¢Sv+(1—q)(Io®@Wemsa)) and considering papc (12 ® pij)
be any complex matrix, we get

R(Tr((qSy + (1 — q)(I2 @ Wensh))papo(l2 @ pi;)])
< Tr(gSy+ (1 —q) (L2 ® WersH)]|Amaz(pasc(l2 @ pij))
= 8(1 — @) Mmaz(pasc(l2 ® pij)) (40)
In the third line, we find T'r[S,] = O and Tr[lo @ Wensu] =

8.
Combining (39) and (@0Q), we get

qR(Tr[Svpapc(I2 ® pi;)]) +2(1 — ) TrWensupij] X
)\min(pABC)
S 8(1 - q)Amax(pABC(IQ & pz])) (41)

Again using Cor-2 on Hermitian operators [ ® p;; and
Suypapc be any complex matrix, we get

Tr[Svpasc]he((I2 ® pij)) < R(Tr[Svpasc(lz ® pij)])
= Tr[Svpapc| e((I2 ® pij)) < R(Tr[Sypapc(lz2 @ pij)])
(42)

where Tr[Sypapc] = Tr[Svpasc].
Using (@2)), the inequality (#I) may be re-expressed as

8(1 = @) Mmaz(paBc(lz ® pij))

g k(12 @ pij)
_o2(1- Q)TT[WCHSHPij]/\mm(PABC),43)
k(12 @ pij) :

where A\, (I2 ® p;;) is the first non-zero eigenvalue of (Iz ®
Pij)-

lele upper bound (43)) of the expectation value of the operator
S, with respect to any three-qubit state p4pc can be further
studied in terms of the non-locality Sy (p;;) of two-qubit
state by considering the following two cases: (i) When the
state p;; is detected by We gy and (ii) When the state p;; is
not detected by Weopsw .

<S'U>PABC' S




1. When the state p;; is detected by WcrsH

In this case, we are considering the two-qubit entangled
state p;;, which is detected by the witness operator Wegsp .
Therefore, using the definition of Sy,(p;;) given in (I3), the
inequality (@3) reduces to

8(1 — @) Amax(paBc(lz2 @ pij))
qA k(12 ® pij)

16(1 — q)SNL(pij) Amin(paBc)
g e (L2 @ pij)

<S'U>pABC S

(44)

2. When p;j is not detected by Weopsa

When the entangled state p;; is not detected by WergH,
the expression of the strength of the non-locality is given by
SNew(p;;). Therefore, we can re-write (I6)) for the entangled
state p;; as

3

SNE(pig) = (P =)+ (1=K, 0<r <1 45

where K is given by

TriWensapij(pij)']

K =
4N (pij)

Here N (p;;) denote the negativity of the state p;; and upper
bound of r is given by

K

T<3 max
3 _ pmar 4 K

(46)

It can be shown that the quantity K satisfies the inequality

Amaz(WersH)Amaz (pij ) Tr[Werswpis] + T?‘[(Pij )%

K<
B 8N (pij)

8N (pij) (SN{“ (pig)—r(P™*"—3)) TT‘[(pT-j)Q]
i

where Ay = i
The results given by (@4) and (9] can be collectively given
by the following theorem:

Theorem-1b: The upper bound of the expectation value of the
Svetlichny operator S, with respect to any three-qubit state
paBc can be expressed in terms of Snr(p;;) and S]J\\,[zw (pij)
as

8(1 — @) Amaz(pasc(I2 ® pij))
q k(12 @ pij)

16(1 — q)SnL(pij) Amin(paBc)
q i (I2 @ pij)

(Z) <SU>PABC S

(50)

and

2(1—q) [ —
———— 4z I ® pij
q/\k(IQ ®p”) (pABC( 2 p]))

Amin(paBc) X Az ]
Amam(VVCHSH)Amam (ng)

(ZZ) <S'U>pABC S

(51

where A, — 8N(Pw‘)(S%iw(Pij)—r(Pm‘”_%)) _ TT[(pZ;j)Q]

1—r
according as when the entangled state p;; does or does not
detected by the witness operator We sy

IV. DETECTION OF GENUINE THREE-QUBIT
NON-LOCAL STATES

In this section, we will derive conditions to identify whether
the given three-qubit state (pure or mixed) is a genuine non-
local state. We will use the Svetlichny inequality and the
lower and upper bound given in theorem-1a and theorem-1b
stated in the previous section, to derive much simpler condi-
tions than the Svetlichny inequality for the detection of gen-
uine non-locality of the three-qubit state. We will show that
the genuine non-locality of the three-qubit state depends on

(47}he non-locality of the two-qubit reduced entangled state. The

The proof of the derivation of the inequality (#7) is given in
the Appendix-II.
Using @7) in @3), Tr(Wensw pi;) may be estimated as

1
Tr[W, ij) =
rWonsupi) 2 Amaz(WeHSH) Amaz (pij) .
8N (pij) (SNE" (pig) — r(P™* — 7)) 752
[ - - TT[(PU‘ ) ]]

(48)

Using @8), the inequality (@3) for the upper bound of (S,,)
reduces to

2(1—gq) [ -
SU < —— 4)\maw I 15
< >PABC’ > q)\k(IQ ® pij) (pABC( 2®p _]))

B Amin(paBc) X Az }
)\maz (WCHSH)Amam (ng)

(49)

non-locality of two-qubit reduced entangled state p;; may be
determined by Sy (pi;) and SN (pi;) accordingly the en-
tangled state p;; detected and not detected by the CHSH wit-
ness operator We sy .

A. When p;; is detected by the witness operator Wc sy

In this section, we will derive the condition of non-locality of
the three-qubit state described by the density operator pspc
when its reduced two-qubit entangled state p;; is detected by
the witness operator Weoprsn -

Theorem-2a: If any three-qubit state (either pure or mixed)
satisfies the Svetlichny inequality and if the reduced two-qubit
state of it is detected by the CHSH witness operator then the
operators A; and B; given in (I9) and 20) must be chosen
in such a way that the parameter p given by (19) satisfies the



following inequality

() If Anin(paBc(I2 @ pij)) + 2SN (pij) Amaz (PaBC) > 0,
then

0<p<up,whend{”) >0 (52)
OR
L <p<1l,whend” >0 (53)

(i) If Anin (paBc (T2 @ pij))+2SNL(pij) Amaz (PaBC) <0,
then

up < p<1,whend{”) <0 (54)
OR
0<p<ly,whend™ <0 (55)

The lower bound /; and upper bound w; are given by

2

= 2 DGR ) + 250
Amaz(pasc)] (56)
9 -
U = F X [Amin(papc(lz2 @ pij)) + 2SnL(pij) X
Amaz (pABC))] 7
where d§+) = 2Amin(panc(l ® pij))  +

25N L(Pij) Amaz(paBc)] + Amas(I2 ® pij) and dY’ =
2 min(paBc(I2 ® pij)) + 2Snp(pij)Amaz(paBc)] —
)\maz (IQ ® plg)

Proof: Let us consider a three-qubit state pspc which
satisfies the Svetlichny inequality. Therefore, we have

=4 <(Su)panc <4 (58)

Now, if a three-qubit state p4pc satisfies the Svetlichny in-
equality then our task is to construct the operator 4;. To
accomplish this task, we need to specify the parameter p.
Thus, recalling the lower bound of the expectation value of
the Svetlichny operator S, given in (28) and using (38), the
restriction on p may be obtained by solving the inequality

8(1 — p)Amin(pasc(l2 ® pij))
PAmaz(I2 @ pij)

16(1 — p)Amaz(paBc)SnL(pij)
PAmaz(I2 @ pij)

4 <

Solving the inequality (39) for the parameter p while
considering all the cases when Ain(papc(l2 ® pij)) +

2SNL(pij)Amax(pABC) > O, and /\min(pABC(IQ & plg)) +
25N L(pij) Amaz(paBc) < 0, we get the required result.

Hence proved.

Corollary-la:  Let us define the quantity Ur(Ll) =
V2[Amin(papc (T2 @ pij))  +  2SnL(pij) Amaz(paBC)],
A = V2[Amin(pasc(lz @ pij))  +
25N (Pi ) Amaz (pABC) Amaa(I2 ® pij). and UV =
V2[Amin(pasc(I2 @ pij)) + 2S8L(pij)Amaz(pasc)] +
Amaz(I2 ® pij). If the parameter p violate (33) and (54) for
some three-qubit (pure or mixed) state p 4 ¢ i.e. if it satisfies
the inequality

(1)
—_<p<ly (60)
v
when A\pin (papc(l2 @ pij)) +2SNL(pij) Amaz(PaBc) > 0

OR

oo

n

Ufl) <p<up 61)

when A\pin (papc(l2 @ pij)) + 2SN L (pij) Amaz (PaBc) <0
then the state papc violates the Svetlichny inequality and
thus exhibits the genuine non-locality.

, (1)
Note-1: We should note here that the expression of % and
+

% has been obtained by using the upper limit of (S,),, zc
ie. (Su)pane < 4V2.

Theorem-2b: If any three-qubit state (either pure or mixed)
satisfies the Svetlichny inequality and if the reduced two-qubit
state of it is detected by the CHSH witness operator then the
operators A, and B, given in (37) and (38) must be chosen
in such a way that the parameter g given by (37) satisfies the
inequality

la<qg<1 (62)
The lower bound /5 is given by
Iy = é X [Amaz(panc(la ® pij)) + 258 L(pij)
Amin(paBc)] (63)
where  d\" = 2\ maz(pasc(l2 ® pij))  +

25N L (pij) Amin(paBc)] + Ak (L2 @ pij).
Proof of theorem-2b is given in Appendiz — I11.

Corollary-1b:  Let us define the quantity U,(f) =
V2[Amaz(pasc(la ® pij))  +  2SnL(pij)Amin(paBc)]
and Uf) = V2[Amas(papc(la ® pij))  +
25N L(Pij) Amin(paBc)] + Au(l2 ® pij). If the parameter
q violates the inequality given in (62)) for some three-qubit
(pure or mixed) state p4 ¢ i.e. if it satisfies the inequality

U

U

U® =

<q<ly (64)



then the state pspc violates the Svetlichny inequality and
thus exhibits the genuine non-locality.

Result-2: If any three-qubit state (either pure or mixed) sat-
isfies the Svetlichny inequality then the Svetlichny operator
also satisfies the inequality

S < (Sy)pane <SP (65)

v

where Sgl) and 852) are given by

8(1—p) —
S = — 2 [\ I ij
v p)\maz(12®pij)[ (pABC( 2®p7))
+ 2Xmaz(paBc)Snr(pij)] (66)
8(1—q) —
8(2) = N 77 = )\maz Is @ pij
v qu(IQ ®p”)[ (pABC( 2 p]))
+ 2Xmin(paBc)Snr(pij)] (67)

The two parameters p and g satisfies the inequality (32)), (33),
(54, (55) and (©2).

Corollary-1c: If any three-qubit state (either pure or mixed)
violate the inequality (63) and if p and ¢ satisfies the inequal-
ity (60D, (61D and (64) then the given three-qubit state exhibit
genuine non-locality. In other words, for any three-qubit state
(either pure or mixed) described by the density operator p 4 ¢
if

(Su)panc < S, (Sodpane > 55 (68)

v

then p 4 pc exhibit genuine non-locality.

B. When p;; is not detected by the witness operator WcgsH

In this section, we will derive the condition of the non-locality
of three-qubit state described by the density operator papc
when its reduced two-qubit entangled state p;; is not detected
by the Witness operator WogsH.

Theorem-3a: If any three-qubit state (either pure or mixed)
satisfies the Svetlichny inequality and if the reduced two-qubit
state of it is not detected by the CHSH witness operator then
the operators A; and B; given in (I9) and 20) must be chosen
in such a way that the parameter p given by (19) satisfies the
following inequality

Is<p<1 (69)
The bound I3 is given by

Iy = 21 (70)
T 2H — )\maw(IZ & pij)

o = Amin(paBc(l2 ® pij))  —

SNCw ij)—T Pmaz_§ T]‘
( N(Ll_(:));) ] ([(pTJ)Z] + ) X (N(pw)/\mam(p” ))\maw(pABC))-

where

Proof of theorem-3a is given in Appendixz — I'V.

Corollary-2a: If the parameter p violate the inequality given
in ([&9) for some three-qubit (pure or mixed) state papc i.€. if
p satisfies the inequality

Ue = v2n
\/QH - )\maz(IQ ® plg)

<p<ly (71)

then the three-qubit state pspc violates the Svetlichny
inequality and thus exhibits the genuine non-locality.

Theorem-3b: If any three-qubit state (either pure or mixed)
satisfies the Svetlichny inequality and if the reduced two-qubit
state of it is not detected by the CHSH witness operator then
the operators A, and B, given in (37) and (38) must be cho-
sen in such a way that the parameter ¢ given by (37) satisfies
the inequality

ly<qg<1 (72)
The bounds [, is given by

- F
T F+ 2/\k(12 ® pij)

ly (73)

where F = (4Xmaz(paBc(l2 ® pij))  —
Amin(paBc) (SN(Pz’j)(Sﬁzw(Pij)*T(Pm”*%))

Amaz(qWCHSH)Amaz(Pij) 1=r

Trl(pif )]))-

Proof of theorem-3b is given in Appendiz — V.

Corollary-2b: If the parameter g violates the inequality given
in ([72) for some three-qubit (pure or mixed) state pagc i.e. if
it satisfies the inequality
) il
F 4 2v2\,(I2 © pij)

<qg<ly (74)

then the three-qubit state violates the Svetlichny inequality
and thus exhibits the genuine non-locality.

Result-3: If any three-qubit state (either pure or mixed) sat-
isfies the Svetlichny inequality and if p and ¢ are given by
(€9) and ([Z2) then the Svetlichny operator also satisfies the
inequality

S < (So)pane <SP (75)

where 5753) and 854) are given by

8(1—p)

59 = D n e ) -
max )
(SNE"(pig) = r(P™® — 3) x Al)] (76)
(1= ) Aminl(pr))?]
2(1—gq T o
S7S4) = W(@/))) |:4)\maz (PABC (12 ® pl]))
ij



/\ma;ﬂ (WCHSH)/\ma;E (ng)

where A1 = (N(pij)Mmas (03 ) Amaz(panc))  and
SN i SNew i r(pmaeT _3 T]‘
Ag = SN TP ) T gy T

Corollary-2c: If any three-qubit state (either pure or mixed)
violates the inequality (73) and if p and ¢ satisfy the inequality
given by (ZI) and (Z4) then the given three-qubit state exhibit
genuine non-locality. In other words, for any three-qubit state
(either pure or mixed) described by the density operator p 4 ¢
if

(So)pane <SP, (Se)pane > SP (78)

v

then p 4 pc exhibit genuine non-locality.

V. ILLUSTRATIONS

We are now in a position to illustrate our scheme of finding
the genuine non-locality of a given three-qubit state (pure or
mixed) with a few examples.

A. When the reduced two-qubit state p;; is detected by the
CHSH witness operator

In this section, we will illustrate our results given in (8] with
the help of the following two examples of three-qubit states
for which the reduced two-qubit state is detected by the CHSH
witness operator: (i) A pure three-qubit state belong to W
class and (ii) A mixed three-qubit state which may be taken
as a convex combination of GHZ state and two other states
belong to W class.

1. A pure three-qubit W class of state

Let us consider a pure three-qubit state of the form

WMDY ape = Ao|000) + 0.3]101)

+ 1/0.91 — A2|110) (79)

where the state parameter Ao € [0,0.953939].
(€0

The pure state described by the density operator py -~ =
|1) apc (11| is an entangled state and also we have

Amaz (04 he) =1, Amin(p4ne) =0 (80)

Tracing out system B from the three-qubit state 9541%30’ the

reduced state 954% is given by

X200 0 03\

1 0 0 0 0

Pac=| 0 0091-X o0 @D
03% 0 0  0.09

The state Pfql)c is an entangled state as there exist a witness

operator W3k o (= 21 — BY7)s ;) that detect it. The CHSH

witness operator B(Cz ;1)5 p is given by (II). This is clear from

the following fact

= 3.15966 — 0.848528)\¢ — 2.82843)\2
< 0, for A\g € [0.91753,0.953939](82)

rz) 1
TrWeisnpiac)

Since the two-qubit state pi‘l)c is an entangled state and it is

detected by ngq sp so the strength of its non-locality may

be measured by SNL(pgé) It is then given by

Tz 1
SNL(P(I) ) _ _TT[W(H)SH 54%‘]
AC 8

€ [0,0.030], for Ao € [0.917,0.953] (83)

Further, we can calculate the following using the three-qubit

state pf;])g ¢ and the reduced two-qubit state pg)c

Amaz (T2 ® p45) = 0.09 + A2
Ao = A5 9O — o)

/\mzn(pg)BC(IQ ® p(l) ))

2 200
- 4 3 2
) Py = Ao+ A, 9N+ Ao)
Me(Iy @ plil) = 0.91 — A2 (84)

Also, the range of p and ¢ are given by

0<p<0.07 (85)

093<g<1 (86)

Using the information given in (80), (83), (84), (83D, and (86),

the value of the expression of .Sy, ™ and Sy (%) can be calculated

for the three-qubit state 9541)90 and they are tabulated in the

Tablell

2. A mixed three-qubit state: Combination of GHZ state and two
W class of states

Let us consider a mixed three-qubit state of the form[@]

phe = 02/GHZ)WGHZ| + t|Wy) (W |
+ (0.8 —)[Wa)(Wa|, t€[0,08]  (87)

where [GHZ) = %(|000> +|111)), W) = %(|001> +
|010) + |100)), |W2) = %(|110> + [101) + |011)).
The mixed three-qubit state described by the density operator

Pfj)ec is an entangled state when ¢ € [0, 0.8] and also we have

/\mam(pf])BC) - ta /\min(pf)Bc) 0 (88)



Tracing out system A from the three-qubit state Pfj)ec’ the

reduced state pgé is given by

0.6+2¢
NG
0 8 (3) 2.2-2t

6

The state Pg)c is an entangled state for ¢ € [0.5, 0.8].

Let us now consider the witness operator W s, which is
given by

WCHSH - 2I®I_AO®BO+AO®Bl
—A1® By — A1 ® By (90)

where the Hermitian operators Ay, A1, By, By are given by

Ag = oy

Al = 0Oy

By = 0.950, + 0.950, + 0.4470,

B = —0.950, + 0.950, + 0.4470, on

The expectation value of W sy with respect to the two-

qubit state Pg)c can be calculated as

Tr[Wensnp'as] = —0.0266667 < 0 (92)

Therefore, the two-qubit state Pg)c is detected by witness op-

erator Weomsy. Thus, the strength of its non-locality may be
measured by Sy, (pg)c), which is given by

—TT[WCHSHPSBQ)C]
8
0.00333, for ¢ € [0.5,0.8] 93)

Snr(plhe) =

Further, we are now in a position to calculate the value of the

following expressions involving the three-qubit state Pff)ac

and the reduced two-qubit state Pg)c

Amaz(I2 © piak) = 0.5333
Me(T2 ® p2)) = 0.333(1.1 — ¢) (94)

Also, the range of p and ¢ are given by

0<p<0.05 95)

0.34 < ¢ <0.37 (96)

Using the information given in (88), ©3)), (04), (93), and (©6),

the value of the expression of S5V and S5 can be tabulated
for the three-qubit state /’542%30 in Table{Ill

10

B. When the reduced two-qubit state p;; is not detected by
Wensna

In this section, we have considered three examples of three-
qubit states in which the reduced two-qubit states are not de-
tected by CHSH witness operator W sgr. The three exam-
ples are given in the following form: (i) A pure three-qubit
state which belong to GHZ class (ii) A mixed state which may
be taken as a convex combination of three-qubit GHZ and W
state and (iii) A mixed state which may be taken as a con-
vex combination of three-qubit maximally mixed state and W
state.

1. A pure three-qubit GHZ class of state: Maximal Slice State

Let us consider a pure three-qubit GHZ class of state, which
can be taken in the form]

[N apc = %

+ Sinb|111)apc), 0 € [0, g] o7

(1000) agc 4+ Cosb|110) aBc

The pure state described by the density operator Pff)ac =

1) apc (3] is an entangled state for 6 € (0, ).
Also, for the state Pff)ac’ we have

Amaz (055e) =1, Amin(05he) =0 (98)

Tracing out system A from the three-qubit state pfj)gc, the

reduced two-qubit state pg’)c is given by

% 0 0 Cosb
3) _ 0 00 O
PBC= 1 0 00 0 (99)
Cost 00 3

It can be easily verified that pg’)c is an entangled state for the

state parameter § € [1.05, ]. Thus there must exist a witness

operator that may detect Pg)c as an entangled state. But, in

this example, our task is to show that even if some witness
operator does not detect the reduced two-qubit entangled state
then also we are able to detect the non-locality of the three-

qubit state described by the density operator pg)c.

To serve our purpose, we find here a witness operator
WéIHy)S g = 21— Bg IZ)S - Whose expectation value with
respect to the state pg’)c is given by Tr[Wé%)SHpgé]
2 > 0. Thus, the CHSH witness operator ngg)sH does
not detect Pg)c as an entangled state. Since the two-qubit

state pgé is an entangled state and it is not detected by

Wéﬁg)s g so the strength of its non-locality may be measured

by Sﬁiw(pg)c). Using (16) and (@6), we can calculate the
range of SN ¢ (pg)c) and r. Therefore, we have

1477w

New/ (3) -z
Sni“(ppe) € [0.05,1.5], 0 € [440 ) 2]

(100)



and

47T
—_— = 101
140 2] (101)
Further, we can calculate the following using the three-qubit

state pfj’gc and the reduced two-qubit state pg’)c

1+ 2Cos6
2

r<[0.51,6 € |

)\maz (IQ ® (3) )

Amin [pSLX)BC(IQ ® p(3) )]
3 — Cos20 — 21/8 + 3C0s20 — Cos40
16

)\maw [pf)BC (IQ & p(3) )]

3 — Cos20 + 24/8 + 3C0s20 — Cos4h

16
1 —2Cosb

2
Tr{WE s e (pe) o] = 1
Amin[((52)7€)2] = Cos6

Al @ p2)) =

Amar ((p56)7) = 0.5 (102)

Moreover, the range of p and ¢ are given by
0.75<p<1 (103)
059 <g<1 (104)

Using the information given in (98)), (102), (IQ3), and (104),

the value of the expression of Sf,?’) and 5754) can be calculated

for the three-qubit state /’543%30 and they are tabulated in the

Table{Ill

2. A three-qubit mixed state: A convex combination of three-qubit
W state and a state belong to GHZ class

Let us take a mixed three-qubit state of the form

pinc = pslGHZ)(GHZ| + (1= p)|W)(W], (105)
€01
where |GHZ) = %(|010> + [101)),|W) =
|010) + [100)).
The mixed three-qubit state described by the density operator

pff])gc is an entangled state when p, € [0.4,0.9] and also we

have
34+ 13/3 - 10p5+ IOpS

—5(/001) +

Amaz (05 5e) =

Amin (Pahe) = 0 (106)
Tracing out system A from the three-qubit state pf&%c, the

reduced state Pg)c is given by

P 0 0 0
@ _| 0 B+4 e 107
PBC 0 1— 3 %+ 1—3ps 0 (107)
0 0 0 0

11

Pg)c is an entangled state for p, € [0.4,0.9]. Also we have

2(3 — 2v/2 + 2v/2p,)
3
0.4 < ps <0.9

x 4
Tr [Wég)SHpgs)c] =

> 0,(108)

In this example also, we find that the same CHSH witness
operator Wé sy given in the previous example, is not able

to detect the entangled state pg% The strength of the non-

locality of p'3), may be measured by SY¢(p'2).) using ().

Therefore, SN ¢ (pfg)c) may be calculated as

SNew(p)) € [0.04,1.91628], p, € [0.4,0.9] (109)

and the parameter r is given by

r < [0.59,1], ps € [0.4,0.9] (110)

Further, we can calculate the following using the three-qubit

state pf;%c and the reduced two-qubit state pg)c

4 — Ps
6
1- s
(I @ piL) = 3p
T 4 4
Tr{W s P (p5e) ™)
6 — 4v2 + 2v2p, + (3 + 2v2)p?
9
Aminl((p50) 7€)% =

3 — 6p, + 392 — V51 — dp, + 6p2 — 4p3 + plY
18

2+ ps
Amaa ((p50) 7€) = ==

Also, the range of p in terms of state parameter p; is given by

V2H 2H
\/_H 4— Ps <p< 2H — 4— Ps

The range of ¢ in terms of state parameter p is given by

I N
Fro/ae 1S F oo abe

where F' and H given in the previous section can be calculated
using the information given in (ITT).
Using the information given in (I06), (I11), (I12), and (I13),

the value of the expression of Sf,?’) and 554) can be calculated

for the three-qubit state pf&%c and they are tabulated in the

Table{IV]

/\ma;ﬂ(IZ ® (4) )

(111)

(112)

(113)

3. A three-qubit mixed State: A convex combination of maximally
mixed state and W state

Let us consider a mixed three-qubit state of the form [@]

1- s
PPl = 8p Is + ps|W) apc (W], ps € (0.816, 1](114)



where Ig denote the maximally mixed state represented by the
Identity matrix and |W) = \/Lg(|001> + 1010) + [100)).

The mixed three-qubit state described by the density operator
/’545%30 is an entangled state when p, € (0.816, 1] and also we
have

5 1+ Tps
Amaz (9541)90) = 3

1- s
s Amin (pGhe) = —Sp (115)

Taking partial trace over the system A, the three-qubit state

Pf}ec reduces to the two-qubit state described by the density

operator pg)c, which is given by

Be 4 Lope 0 0 0
G) _ 0 be 4 Lops be 0
PRC = . . 1ep (116)
e 0 S Bt
0 0 0 =

where 0.816 < py, < 1.
p(B5)C is an entangled state for p, € (0.816, 1] but we find that

43,
‘gp>0

TrWiisnrse] = 2 - (117)
where 0.816 < p, < 1.
(1172 implies that the CHSH witness operator does not detect

the entangled state p(gé. The strength of the non-locality of

the two-qubit reduced state may be measured by SX ¢ (Pg)c)

The strength SY¢ (Pg)c) and the parameter r is given by

SNew(p$)) € [0.54124,0.5484], 0.816 < p, < 1
r € [0.61,0.69], 0.816 < p, < 1 (118)

Further, we can now calculate the following values of the ex-

pressions using the three-qubit state pff])gc and the reduced

two-qubit state pgé and they are given by

5 3 + 5]95
)‘maz(IZ & PSB%‘) = T
5)

5
9 + 30ps + 25p2 — 8v/31/9p2 + 14p3 + 9p?
288

Amag (pffj)Bc(b ® pgé)) =

9 + 30ps + 25p2 + 8v/31/9p2 + 14p3 + 9p?
288

1_ s
Ak (12 ®P(B5)c) = 4p

9 —6v2ps + (3—2V2)p?
18

x 5 5
TrWEHs e (05e) 7] =

Amin [((P50)7)?] =
9 — 6ps +21p? — 45
144
3 — ps + 2v/5ps
12

9p? — 6p? + pt

Amaz ((P50) 7€) =

12

Amae(WSie) = 2(1+V/2)
94 11p?

36 (119)

Tr(((pe) )]

Also, the range of p and ¢ in terms of state parameter p, are
given by

V2H 2H
<p< (120)
34+ps 34+ps
VH -5 o - Hp
and
F F
(121)

Frovase ~ 1T F oo at
where F' and H given in the previous section can be calcu-
lated using the information given in (I19).

Therefore, using the information given in (I13), (119), (120),
and (IZ1), the value of the expression of 5753) and 5754) can be
calculated for the three-qubit state Pf}ec and they are tabu-
lated in the Table{V]

VI. COMPARING OUR CRITERION WITH OTHER
EXISTING CRITERIA

In this section, we have compared our results with other pre-
existing criteria such as (i) M. Li’s criterion [Iﬁ] (i1) Different
types of Svetlichny inequality studied in (22, for the detection
of genuine non-locality of pure or mixed three-qubit states.
We may re-state M. Li’s criterion as [Iﬁ]: If S, denote the
Svetlichny operator and if any pure or mixed three-qubit states
described by the density operator p violate the inequality

maz|(Sy),| < 4\ (122)

then the state p may possess genuine non-local property.

Here maximum is taken over all measurement settings and
A1 denoting the maximum singular value of the matrix M =
[M; i) with M, = Tr[p(0; ® 0 ® o3)]. We can note that
in this case, the upper bound given in (I122) is state dependent.

A. Example-1

Let us consider a mixed three-qubit state of the form [Iﬁ]

1—1t
Pihe = How) (gl + ——1, tel0,1]  (123)

where [¢¢) = ]000)+2|11)(Coss]0)+Sinb3|1)), where
03 € [0, 5] and Igxg is an identity matrix of order 8.

. .. . 6 . .
The maximum and minimum eigenvalue of 954%30 is given by

1-1

, )\mm(PEﬁ;c) =5

14Tt

Amazx (PfJ)BC) = 3 (124)

It can be observed that if we trace out either system A or sys-
tem B then the resulting two qubit state will become separable



state and thus we cannot apply our result. So, we consider the

two-qubit state resulting from tracing out the system C from

the three-qubit state Pfau)ac The reduced two-qubit state p(G)

is given by

(125)

The state p( )

[0.615,0.6219] as there exists a witness operator Wg?s g(=
21 — Bg I’?s ) that detects it. The CHSH witness operator
B(Cm :1)5 5 is given by (). This is clear from the following fact

is an entangled state for ¢ € [0.83, 1] and 65 €

t(2 4+ V/3Cosbs)

V2
< 0, fort € [0.83,1]

& 03 € [0.615,0.6219] (126)

Tz 6
TT[WéH?SHPEm)B] = 2-

Since the two-qubit state pff])g is an entangled state and it is

detected by Wéﬁ)s 77 so the strength of its non-locality may

be measured by S, (pi“)g). It is then given by

—Tr W(zz) (6)
Swi(pfp) = =1 ?gSHpAB]e 0,0.04),

for t € [0.83,1] & 3 € [0.615,0.6219) (127)

Further, we are now in a position to calculate the value of the

following expressions involving the three-qubit state Pfff)ac

and the reduced two-qubit state 9541)9 They are given by

242t 2t+/5 + 3C0s20
Amae (T2 © (6)) +2t+/2 8/ + 3C0s203
1—1¢
el ® pi) = == (128)

Moreover, the range of p and ¢ in terms of state parameter 6
are given by

V2A <
24-2t+/2t/54+3C 0528
\/iA - S =
2A
24 — 24-2t+/2t\/5+3C05205 (129)
8
V2B 2B
<g< 130
V2Bt =t 1S op 1t (130)

A = Amin(04he (I ® pY8))  +
6 6
2Amazx (Pqu)gc)SNL(pg])g)) and B =

6 6 (6) 6
s (0550 (12 © p45)  + 2min(pipo)Sve(plp))
can be calculated using the information mentioned in

Using the information given in (I24), (127), {128). m

where

13

and (130) the value of the expression of S and S§? can be
tabulated for the three-qubit state pff])Bc in Table{VIl

We are now in a position to compare our result with the result
givenin [37]. We have calculated the maximum singular value
A1 of the matrix M = [M; ;x], where M, ;i = T7°[pi“)_fgc(aZ ®
0; ® o)) and the values of \; are given in Table{VI It is

clear from Table{V]] that the state pf%;c with parameters ¢ €
[0.83,1] and 03 € [0.615,0.6219] violate the bounds given in
Result-2 and thus able to detect the genuine non-locality of

9541)30 On the other hand, the state Pfff)ac satisfies (I22) and
thus we can say that M. Li et.al.’s criterion is unable to detect

the genuine non-locality of the state pffgc.

B. Example-2

In [@] J.-D. Bancal et. al. have considered a pure state
Ipsi™) apc of the form

[ apc = ?mom 1 ?mm 1 i|111> (131)
The state (I31) is peculiar in the sense that it does not vi-
olate 1087 types of Svetlichny Inequality, which have been
constructed in [ﬂ]. Thus, our task is to enquire whether the
genuine non-locality of the pure state (I131) is detected by our
criterion.

The pure state (I31) is described by the density operator

P = W) apc (7], is an entangled state, and also we
have

Amaz (05 5e) = 1 Amin(P4he) = 0 (132)

Tracing out system C from the three-qubit state pr])gc, the

reduced two-qubit state pr}B is given by

0

(7)

PaB = (133)

wjw O Oklw
o OO

S O OO
A= O Omlw

The state pEZ])g is an entangled state and it is detected by the

witness operator W."2L (= 21 — BEZ) ). Ttis clear from
the following fact
Tz 7
TrWeiisnpian) =

—0.47487 (134)

The strength of the non-locality of two-qubit state pr)g may

be measured by Sy, (pr])B) and it is given by

Tz 7
g My _ _TT[WéH)SH 541)3]
NL(pAB) 3

= 0.0593588

(135)

Further, we can calculate the following information using the

three-qubit state 9541)90 and the reduced two-qubit state p(7)



and they are given by

Amaz (I ® p7) = 0.950694
7

Amin ( 541)3()(12 ® p( ) )) =

Amaz (07 he (I @ pTL)) = 0.656499

—0.0783743

Me(I ® p7)) = 0.0493061 (136)

Moreover, the range of p and ¢ is given by
0.00687286 < p < 0.0096921 (137)
0.949571 < ¢ < 0.963807 (138)

Using the information given in (132), (133D, (136), (137, and
(I38), the value of the expression of 5’1(,1) and 552) can be cal-

culated for the three-qubit state pr})BC and they are tabulated

in Table{VTIl

Therefore, we can infer that for the corresponding p and ¢,
the state /(7)) s pc exhibits genuine nonlocality. So, by us-
ing our approach, we can say that the state |1/1(7)> ABC Mmay
exhibit genuine non-locality.

C. Example-3

Let us take a mixed three-qubit state of the form [@]

1
o) =1 gelel+ Y (SUeoeo

k=x,y,z

— —(O’k IR o)+ 0oL Qo ®I)) € (0,1] (139)
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where o}, are the Pauli matrices £k = x,y, z. Toth and Acin
[49] have shown that the mixed three-qubit state (I39) is a
genuine entangled state for ¢ € (0.869, 1] although it admits
local hidden variable model. Now we will show that the state
Pf}ec violate the bound (Z3). To execute this task, let us cal-

culate the maximum and minimum eigenvalue of pfj)g o They
are given by

2 + 3C 8
12 )\mm(p;])BC) 0

Amaz (pPShe) = (140)

Tracing out system C from the three-qubit state 95481)90 the
(8 )

reduced two-qubit state p, 5 is given by
Qgc 0 0 0
8 0 2 = 0
in=| o 2 e g (141)
0o 0 0 %k

pf])g is an entangled state for ¢ € (0.869, 1]. Also, we have

TrWEY L p%l] =2 —v2¢ >0, 0.869 < ¢ < 1

14

We find that CHSH witness operator Wéﬁg)s p 1s not able

to detect the entangled state p( ). The strength of the non-

locality of pin)g may be measured by SY ¢ (pffj)g) Therefore,

using (17D, the parameter  is given by
r < [0.73,0.815), ¢ €

using (16), the strength of the non-locality
SNew( pi‘%}) may be calculated as

(0.869, 1] (142)

Hence,

SNew(pB)) € [0.21,0.44), ¢ € (0.869,1]  (143)

Further, we can calculate the following using the three-qubit

state pr‘S})B ¢ and the reduced two-qubit state pr‘S})B

24 3¢
8

)‘mm(/’f])ac(h ® P(S) ) =0

Amaz (0541)30(12 & p(8) )) ==

)\maz (IQ ® (8) )

(c—2)(2+4 3¢)

96
2 —
Ml @ plh) = ==
4+ 2v2c+ (1+V2)c?
TrW s pan (0lp)™) = <
4 —12¢+ 9¢c?
Amin[((P45) 2’ = =7

2—c¢
Amaz(pGR) ) = Z°

3 (144)

Also, the range of p and ¢ in terms of state parameter c is given
by

V2H 2H
—<p< S (145)
V2H — 3¢ 2H — 25
F F
- < — 146
Fra/ase) 1T FraEe (146)

~ (e=2)(2430¢) o c—2)(243¢c
where H = m, F = —%

Using the information given in (I40), (I44), (I43), and (146),

the value of the expression of Sf,?’) and 554) can be calculated

for the three-qubit state Pfl)sc and they are tabulated in the

Table{VIII

VII. CONCLUSION

To summarize, we have considered the problem of detec-
tion of non-locality of an arbitrary three-qubit state (pure or
mixed). This problem may be handled by the violation of
Svetlichny inequality but to do this, we have to maximize the
expectation value of the Svetlichny operator overall measure-
ments of unit spin vectors. This optimization problem may not
be very simple to solve analytically for an arbitrary three-qubit
state. Therefore, we have adopted a new procedure to identify



the genuine non-locality of an arbitrary three-qubit state. We
have derived a state-dependent lower and upper bound of the
expectation value of the Svetlichny operator .S, with respect
to any pure or mixed three-qubit state described by the den-
sity operator papc. These bounds established a connection
between (Sy) 5o and the strength of the non-locality of the
reduced two-qubit entangled state p;;, @ # j, i, = A, B, C.
We should note here that the considered reduced two-qubit
state must be an entangled state. The strength of the non-
locality of the reduced two-qubit state may be measured ei-
ther by Snr.(pi;) or by SN¢¥(p;;) depending on whether it
is detected or not detected by CHSH witness operator. We
have shown that the obtained lower and upper bound of the
expectation value of the Svetlichny operator may help in de-
riving the inequality violation which shows the genuine non-
locality of the three-qubit state under investigation. To imple-
ment our results in an experiment, let us discuss briefly the
possible implementation of the partial trace, eigenvalues, and
partial transposition in an experiment: (i) Partial Trace- Itis a
very common function of the composite system. It is not only
viewed as a mathematical operation but also has operational
meaning (50-52]. The numerical calculation of the partial
trace function has been presented and has shown that it may be
implemented using Bloch’s parametrization with generalized
Gell Mann’s matrices [@]. (i1) Eigenvalues- It is shown that
there exist methods by which one may determine the eigen-
values of a state experimentally in a relatively easier way than
full state tomography (54,153]. (iii) Partial Transposition- Par-
tially transposed density matrices are generically unphysical
because it is a positive map but not completely positive but in
spite of this limitation, measurement of their moments is pos-
sible [56]. Using their moments, one may estimate the values
of the trace of a function of partial transposition (57].
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X. APPENDIX
A. Appendix-I

Proof of Lemma-1: Let us start with the quantity
R(Tr[Wensmpij(pif )?]). Applying LHS of Cor-1 on Her-
mitian operator (pz;j )2 and Wepsm pij be any complex ma-
trix, we get

R(Tr[Wemsupii(pi)?]) = Aminl(pi])?] X
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Tr(Wenusupij] (147)
Where, TT[WCHSHpij] = TT[WCHSHpij]-
Again applying RHS of Cor-1 on Hermitian operator pgj
and WCHSHpZ-ijj be any complex matrix, the quantity

R(TrWeusHpij (Pz;»j )?]) can also be expressed as

R(TT[WCHSHPU('OZ})QD < /\mam[P;T?]TT[WCHSHPijP;T?]
= Dmaalpy/ IN(pij) K (148)
Since, Tr(Wensupispy) = Tr(Wensmpiipy; |- So, in the

second line of (I48), we have used the relation (30) i.e.

T.
TrWensupijp;j] = 4N (pij) K.
Using (I47), the equation (I48) can be re-expressed as

Amin [(ng )Z]TT[WCHSHPU]
T
4Amaz [Pij IN(piz)

K > (149)

Hence proved.

B. Appendix-II

Lemma-2: If p4pc denote an arbitrary three-qubit state and
pij.t,J = A, B,C,i # j be its reduced two-qubit entan-
gled state, which is not detected by CHSH witness operator
Wecrsn then the non-locality of p;; may be determined by
SNew(p,;;) given in (I6). The quantity K involved in the ex-
pression of SN ¢ (p;;) is bounded above and its upper bound

is given by

2
(JSO)

K< Amaz(WersH) Amaz (pi5) Tr[WensHpij| + TT[(P?)
- 8N (pi;)
Proof: Let us consider the two operators given by
Ao =Wensupij, B2 = ng (I51)
For the two operators Ao and Bs defined in (I31)), we have
(A — B2)? > 0
= A3~ AyBy — ByAy + B3>0  (152)
Taking trace both sides of (132) and simplifying, we get
2Tr(A9By) < Tr(A3) 4+ Tr(B3) (153)
Using (I31) and (I33), we get
2TT(WCHSHpijPZ;'j) < Tr(Wenswpi)?)
+ Tr((p})’) (154)

Also, applying Cor-1 on Hermitian operator We sy and
considering We s (pij)? be any complex matrix, and using

the fact that TT[WCHSH (pij)2] = TT[WCHSH (pij)2] we get

Tr(Wensupii)?) < Amae(Wersa) ¥



TT[WCHSH(pij)2] (155)

Again applying Cor-1 on Hermitian operator p;; and
Werswapi; be any complex matrix, and using the fact that
TriWensupij) = Tr[WensHpij)

TrWensa (pi)*] < Amaz(pif) Tr[We s pi; (156)
Using (133) and (136), we get

Tr(Wensupij)?) < Amas(Wensh) x
Amaz (P ) TT[WemsHpii (157)

Using (134) and (I37), we get

2TT(WCHSHPiij;'j) < Anae WensH ) Amaz(pij) X

Tr(Wonsnpi) + Trl(p;))’]
(158)

Putting TT[WCHSHPij (pij)Tj] = 4N(p”)K in (m), we get

K< Amaz(Wersa ) Amaz (i) TT[Wensmpij] + Tr[(pgj)z]

B 8N (pi;)

C. Appendix-IIT

Proof of Theorem-2b: Let us consider a three-qubit state
pApc Which satisfies the Svetlichny inequality given by (B8).
Now, if a three-qubit state p4pc satisfies the Svetlichny in-
equality then our task is to construct the operator A,. To
accomplish this task, we need to specify the parameter q.
Thus, recalling the upper bound of the expectation value of
the Svetlichny operator S, given in (@4) and using (38), the
restriction on ¢ may be obtained by solving the inequality

4 < 8(1 — @) Amaz(paBc(lz ® pij))
N g e (L2 ® pij)
16(1 — q)SNL(pij) Amin(paBc)
g e (I2 @ pij)

<4 (159)

Solving the L.H.S. of inequality (I39) for the parameter ¢ and
simplifying, we get

2 -
q = l d(+) [Amax(pABC(IQ & pzj)) + 2SNL(pz])
2
)\min(pABC)]
where dgﬂ 2[Amaz(paBc(l2 ® pij))  +

2SN L(Pij) Amin(paBc)] + M(I2 @ pij).
Then, by solving the L.H.S. of the inequality (T39),

we get ¢ > 1 which is not possible. Thus, consid-
ering ¢ < mm{ X [Amaz(paBc(l2 @ pij)) +
2SNL(pij)/\min(pABC)] 1} where déf) =

2[Amax(pABC(12 ® plg)) + 2SNL(pZJ))\mzn(pABC)] -
Mi(I2 @ pij), we get the required result. Hence proved.
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D. Appendix-1V

Proof of Theorem-3a: Let us consider a three-qubit state
papc which satisfies the Svetlichny inequality (38). Now,
if a three-qubit state p 4 pc satisfies the Svetlichny inequality
then our task is to construct the operator A;. To accomplish
this task, we need to specify the parameter p. Thus, recall-
ing the lower bound of the expectation value of the Svetlichny
operator S, given in (3G) and using (38)), the restriction on p
may be obtained by solving the inequality

Amin(papc(lz @ pij))
p) -
PAmaz (12 ® plj)
(SNew(pij) _ ,,,(Pma;ﬂ _ %) X Al)
p(l - T))\mzn[(pz;] )2])\maw (12 & pij)
< 4

—4 < 8(1—

(160)

where Al (N(pz])/\mam (P” ))\mam (pABC))
Solving the L.H.S. of inequality (I60) for the parameter p and
simplifying, we get

2H
> o = 161
p=1 2H - )\maw(I2 & pij) ( )
where H = Amin(paBc(l2 ® pij))  —

gNew(, y_p(pmar_3 j

(BB i) (N (pig) Amas (937 PAma (p450))-
Then, by solvir;g the RH.S. of the inequality (16Q), we
get p > 1 which is not possible. Thus, considering
p < min{ﬁi@@pij), 1}, we get the required result.

Hence proved.

E. Appendix-V

Proof of Theorem-3b: Let us consider a three-qubit state
papc which satisfies the Svetlichny inequality (38). Now,
if a three-qubit state p 4 pc satisfies the Svetlichny inequality
then our task is to construct the operator A,,. To accomplish
this task, we need to specify the parameter q. Thus, recalling
the upper bound of the expectation value of the Svetlichny op-
erator S, given in (49) and using (38), the restriction on ¢ may
be obtained by solving the inequality

2(1—q)

—4 S N 7T o N 4)\maw I @ pij
gk (I2 ® pij) [ (Panc(la ® pis)
Amin(paBc) X Ag }
_ <4 (162)
)\maz(WCHSH)Amax(pij)
where Ay = SN(p”)(S%iw(p”) Gl TT[(P )?]
1] :

Solving the R.H.S. of 1nequahty (I62) for the parameter ¢ and
simplifying, we get

F
F+ 2)\k(12 & pij)

0> 1= (163)



where F = (Amaz(paBc (I @ pij))  —
Amin(paBC) (SN(Pz’j)(Sﬁiw(Pij)*T(me*%)) -
)\mam(WC’HSH))\mam(Pij) 1—r

Trl(pi)?)-
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Then, by solving the L.H.S. of the inequality (162), we
get ¢ > 1 which is not possible. Thus, considering
qg < min{m, 1}, we get the required result.
Hence proved.
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State parameter | Operator parameter | Operator parameter (Sﬁl)) o) (5'7(12)) )
PABC PABC
(M) (p) (9)
0.92 0.05 0.95 -4.98604 5.4752
0.93 0.019 0.97 -5.2497 4.70144
0.94 0.012 0.98 4.62363 5.48997
0.95 0.04 0.9943 5.06912 5.62141
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TABLE I. We have chosen different values of the three-qubit state parameter Ao for which its reduced two-qubit state is entangled. Then we get
a value of Sy (pg)c) and corresponding to it, we have chosen a value of the parameters p and ¢ given in (83) and (86)) respectively. Using the

information given in and considering few values of p, ¢ and Ao, Table-I is prepared. It depicts the values of (Sf,l))p(]) & (5,52)>p(1)
ABC ABC

given in (G6) and (&7)) indicating the fact that the state |)(*)) 4 ¢ exhibit genuine nonlocality.

State Parameter | Operator parameter | Operator parameter | (S ) Y@ (S 12 ) @
PABC PABC
(t) () (@)
0.55 0.006 0.48 -4.96125 5.40786
0.65 0.019 0.44 -4.5171 4.75185
0.72 0.025 0.38 -5.32538 5.04819
0.79 0.039 0.46 -4.77032 4.54815

TABLE II. We have chosen different values of the three-qubit state parameter ¢ for which its reduced two-qubit state is entangled. Then we get

a value of Sy, (Pg)c) and corresponding to it, we have chosen a value of the operator parameters p and ¢ given in (93) and (@6) respectively.

Using the information given in and considering few values of p, ¢ and ¢, Table-II is prepared. It depicts the values of (S,,Sl))p@) &
ABC

(s >p(2) given in (66) and (67) indicating the fact that the state pf}gc exhibit genuine nonlocality.
ABC

we get a value of S
respectively. Using the information given in (102) and considering a few values of p, ¢, and 6, Table-III is prepared. It depicts the values of

(S,,(JS) >p(3) & (Sf,4)) given in and (77) indicating the fact that the state pf}gc exhibit genuine nonlocality.
ABC

we get a value of S
respectively. Using the information given in (IT1) and considering a few values of p, g, and ps, Table-IV is prepared. It depicts the values of

& (Sf,4) )p<4) given in and (77) indicating the fact that the state pff])s,c exhibit genuine nonlocality.
ABC

State Parameter | Operator parameter | Operator parameter (S,,(JS)> (3 (Sl(fl)) (3)
PaBC PaBC
(9) () (9)
1.2 0.67 0.86 -4.64621 5.03388
1.3 0.78 0.79 -5.24561 4.75133
1.4 0.915 0.69 -4.81717 5.53806
1.5 0.985 0.64 -5.333 5.25777

(3)

TABLE III. We have chosen different values of the three-qubit state parameter 6 for which its reduced two-qubit state is entangled. Then

(pi5¢) and corresponding to it, we have chosen a value of the operator parameters p and g given in (I03) and (I04)

(3)
PaBc

State Parameter | Operator parameter | Operator parameter (qus)) ) <S£4)> )
PaBC PaBC
(ps) (p) (@)
0.5 0.9 0.75 -5.3768 4.99623
0.6 0.95 0.8 -5.46426 4.39912
0.7 0.98 0.82 -5.03592 4.96321
0.8 0.993 0.86 -5.11832 5.48576

TABLE IV. We have chosen different values of the three-qubit state parameter p, for which its reduced two-qubit state is entangled. Then

(pg)c) and corresponding to it, we have chosen a value of the operator parameters p and ¢ given in (I12) and (T13)
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State Parameter | Operator parameter | Operator parameter (qug)) ) <S7g4)> (5)
PABC PABC
(ps) (p) (@)
0.82 0.72 0.93 -4.35959 5.06538
0.87 0.6 0.95 -4.6602 5.30281
0.92 0.45 0.97 -5.4101 5.45763
0.97 0.35 0.99 -5.147 5.10813

TABLE V. We have chosen different values of the three-qubit state parameter p, for which its reduced two-qubit state is entangled. Then

we get a value of Sﬁiw(pg’)c) and corresponding to it, we have chosen a value of the operator parameters p and ¢ given in (120) and (I21)

respectively. Using the information given in and considering a few values of p, g, and ps, Table-V is prepared. It depicts the values of
(S,,(f) >p(5) & (Sf,4) )p<5> given in and (77) indicating the fact that the state pff}gc exhibit genuine nonlocality.
ABC ABC

Comparison Analysis
Our Work M.Li et.al. Work[37]
State Parameter Operator parameter (Sﬁ”) ©) <s£2>> ) |Whether SI satisfied | Upper Bound of (Su) ) |Whether SI satisfied
PaBC PaBc PaBc
t,0s D, q or violated? =4\ or violated?
t = 0.84,03 = 0.616 p=0.1,g = 0.92 -5.07155 5.07541 Violated 3.36062 Satisfied
=0.87,03 = 0.618 | p=0.09,¢g =0.93 | -4.76827 5.65134 Violated 3.4831 Satisfied
t=0.9,03 = 0.62 p=0.07,g =0.959 | -5.02466 | 4.35569 Violated 3.60576 Satisfied
t =0.95,03 = 0.6205 | p =0.04,¢ =0.979 | -5.19447 4.66488 Violated 3.80675 Satisfied
t =0.99,03 = 0.6215 | p = 0.019,¢ = 0.996 | -4.403 4.59326 Violated 3.96844 Satisfied
=0.998,03 = 0.6216 |p = 0.012,g = 0.9992| -4.83292 4.62339 Violated 4.00064 May violate
t =0.999,03 = 0.6217| p = 0.01,¢ = 0.9996 | -5.4911 4.62769 Violated 4.0048 May violate

TABLE VI. We have chosen different values of the three-qubit state parameter (¢, 03) for which its reduced two-qubit state pf])g is entangled.

Then we get a value of Snr( pff})s,) and corresponding to it, we have chosen a value of the operator parameters p and ¢ given in (129) and (130)
respectively. . Using the information given in (I128) and considering few values of p, ¢, ¢ and 03, Table-VI is prepared. It depicts the values of
(ssv )p(g) & () given in and indicating the fact that the state pff}gc exhibit genuine nonlocality.

ABC

(6)
PaBc

Operator parameter | Operator parameter (Sﬁl)) ) (5'7(12)) )
PABC PaBC
(p) (9)
0.007 0.95 -5.5534 5.60622
0.0075 0.955 -5.18056 5.01918
0.008 0.959 -4.85433 4.55396
0.0085 0.96 -4.56648 4.43826
0.009 0.963 -4.31061 4.0926

TABLE VII. We traced out system C from papc and got a reduced two-qubit state which is entangled. Then we get a value of Sy, (p(A%)
and corresponding to it, we have chosen a value of the parameters p and ¢ given in (I37) and (138) respectively. Using the information given

in (I36) and considering few values of p, and g, Table-VII is prepared. It depicts the values of (Sﬁ”)pm & (5752))p<7) given in and
ABC ABC

indicating the fact that the state |1)(”) 4 pc exhibit genuine nonlocality.
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State Parameter | Operator parameter | Operator parameter (qug)) (8) <S£4)> (8)
PABC PABC

(o) () (@)
0.87 0.89 0.36 -4.14775 5.4637
0.89 0.87 0.37 -4.15282 5.30108
0.92 0.82 0.38 -4.73136 5.17754
0.95 0.8 0.43 -4.29487 4.28605
0.99 0.76 0.44 -4.14294 4.21697

TABLE VIII. We have chosen different values of the three-qubit state parameter ¢ for which its reduced two-qubit state is entangled. Then

we get a value of Sﬁiw(pg)c) and corresponding to it, we have chosen a value of the operator parameters p and ¢ given in (I43) and (146)

respectively. Using the information given in (I44)) and considering few values of p, g and c, Table-VIII is prepared. It depicts the values of
(S,S”) & (Sf,4)) given in and (77) indicating the fact that the state pf}gc exhibit genuine nonlocality.

(8) (8)
PAaBC PaBc



