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Toy model for the correlation of qudit bipartite states
with maximally mixed marginals
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In this paper, we consider the local unitary classification of the class of qudit
bipartite mixed states for which no information can be obtained locally. These
states are represented by symmetrical density matrices in which both tracial
states are maximally mixed. Interestingly, this symmetry facilitates the local
unitary classification of two-qubit states. However, the same formalism fails in
the case of systems of higher dimensions. We consider a broader set of states
by introducing a family of qudit bipartite mixed states with maximally mixed
marginals. For this family of states, we determine several constants which are
in variant under local unitary transformations so can be used for entanglement
classification. Finally, we consider the two-qutrit case and in particular, a two-
parameter family of states for which the local unitary classification is complete.
We relate this classification to known entanglement measures such as purity and
negativity.

1 Introduction

Entanglement describes a particular type of correlation unique to composite quantum sys-
tems [1, 2]. One property of entangled systems is that the state of the system cannot
be described by knowing the state of its constituent subsystems. Since the development
of quantum information, entanglement was identified as a valuable resource in different
scenarios. For example, entanglement is a crucial resource in applications such as telepor-
tation [3], dense coding [4], quantum cryptography [5], quantum computing [5], and more
recently in applications such as quantum sensing [6] and quantum internet [7]. For this
reason, tremendous efforts have been put into characterising the entanglement of quantum
systems.

The simplest form of entanglement is bipartite entanglement. In this setup, the system
is constituted by two parties, usually denoted as Alice and Bob. A unitary operation acting
locally, only on Alice or only on Bob, preserves the entanglement of the joint system [8,
9]. Establishing a complete set of local unitary (LU) equivalence classes is usually the
first approach to characterise a bipartite system in terms of its entanglement. However,
the complete LU classification of a general quantum system is usually difficult, and only
partial results exist. For pure bipartite states, the complete LU classification is given by
the set of Schmidt coefficients of the quantum state which can be computed by evaluating
the spectrum of the marginals of the original state [1]. For mixed states, establishing
the LU classification of a general bipartite state is still an open problem. However, some
remarkable contributions were made in this direction. In [10], a complete characterization
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of the LU classes of the two-qubit system is obtained in terms of 18 parameters. In [11],
a complete set of invariant scalars of the LU classes of arbitrary dimension systems was
obtained in [12]. However, this classification cannot be performed over states which are
not full-rank. Zhang et al. presented a criterion to discriminate states that are not LU
equivalent which is based on realignment and partial transposition of the states [13].

In this paper, we investigate the LU classification of bipartite states with maximally
mixed marginals. To do this, we adapt the formalism introduced in [14] for quantum
channel construction. This formalism allows us to consider a parameterized family of
bipartite states with fixed rank. To establish LU classification for this family of states
we evaluate sets of scalars that are invariant under local unitary transformations in terms
of the defining parameters of the family. We consider the particular bipartite system
composed of two qutrits. For this quantum system, we evaluate explicitly the sets LU
invariant scalars in terms of the defining parameters of the family. This allows us to obtain
analytic expressions for known quantum state measures such as purity and negativity.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In section 2, we introduce the tools required
for LU classification of bipartite states. In particular, we employ LU invariant scalars
derived from the spectrum of the partially transposed matrix and the correlation matrix.
In section 3, we provide the parameter family of quantum states generalizing the anti-
symmetric Werner state and maximally entangled pure states. In section 4, we provide
the explicit evaluation of the sets of LU invariant scalars. We find that for this particular
family, the computation of the spectrum matrices is simpler than for a generic state. In
section 5, we consider the qutrit-qutrit set-up. As an example, we show that for a bi-
parametric family of states we evaluate explicitly the invariant scalars and we associate
them to two known quantum measures of the states, purity and negativity.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Quantum states

A d-dimensional quantum system can be described by pure states |¢)) € Hg where Hy
corresponds to the Hilbert space endowed with the inner product (11|19) € C which is
linear in the first argument and anti-linear in the second. We represent by B(H4) to the set
of bounded linear operators acting on the pure states. Probabilistic mixtures of quantum
states are given by the class of bounded linear operators called density operators p € B(Hq).
In particular, these density operators correspond to positive semi-definite operators with
unit trace, we denote the set of density operators by D,,. A pure bipartite state WAB ) is
separable if it can be expressed as a tensor product of pure states, |48) = |p4) @ [ P).
In the case that a pure bipartite state cannot be expressed in as a tensor product of pure
states we say that the state is entangled. We have that x € C is an local unitary (LU)
invariant of pap € Dy if

k(pap) = K(Pap) (1)

where

pap=UV)pap(U V) (2)

and U,V € SU(d) where SU(d) correspond to the set of d dimensional special unitary
matrices.




2.2 Quantum channels

Consider a pair of quantum systems represented by the Hilbert spaces H4 and Hp. A
quantum channel from system A to system B, denoted by & represents a linear mapping
between the state spaces of both systems £ : B(H4) — B(Hp). While H4 and Hp may
have different dimensions, let us consider quantum channels between systems with the same
size dim(H4) = dim(Hp) = d. Quantum channels can be used to describe the evolution
of a quantum system if we impose two extra conditions on their operator representation.
These conditions are complete positivity and trace preservation. A quantum channel £
is positive for any positive semidefinite operator X, £(X) is also positive semidefinite.
Furthermore, £ is completely positive if £ ® 14 is positive for all possible d € N where 1,4
represents the identity operator acting on Hg4. The second condition is trace preservation
which corresponds to the condition, Tr(£(X)) = Tr(X)V X € Dy. Finally, we may
consider the particular class of unital quantum channels which are those channels mapping
the maximally-mixed state to itself £(14) = lg.

Consider the states of the joint system of A and B which are represented by bipartite
states pap € B(Ha ® Hp). Despite the apparent differences, the mathematical repre-
sentations of bipartite systems and quantum channels can be related through the Choi-
Jamilkowski isomorphism [15]. In particular, the Choi-Jamilkowski isomorphism estab-
lishes that, for every quantum channel £ : B(Ha) — B(Hp), we can associate a bipartite
state given by

pe = (la® E)([¢) (¥1), 3)

where |¢) = 7 Z;»lzl |7) |7) is a maximally entangled state of dimension d. Using the

relation given by (3), we obtain that unital quantum channels correspond to bipartite
states with maximally mixed partial traces

Tralpe) = Tra(pe) = 5. (4)

3 Constructing locally maximally mixed bipartite states

We now construct parameterised families of bipartite states with maximally mixed marginals
adapting the methodology introduced by Rodriguez-Ramos and Wilmott in [14] for channel

construction. Therein unital quantum channels were defined by means of a map sending

the elements of a complex matrix into the matrix representation of the quantum channel.

Using the same methodology, we construct families of bipartite states which are maximally

mixed from a local point of view. This is achieved by defining the set of complex matrices

Ag = (ij)ijez, € C9 such that

d—1
Z O‘ija;'kj =1 (5)

,j=0
and

d—1
g:il,j:O aij-i-la:j = 0 (6)
2 =0 O‘z‘j+la%kjw_d =0
for il =1,...,d — 1 with w = exp (z%ﬂ) Next, we map the elements of the set of matrices
Ay to the space of bipartite states. Let A = {(am,bm)}mez denote the set of ordered

pairs such that a,, # a, and b,, # b, if and only if m # m’. Consider now the map




Pla,b) : Zg x Zg — Zgz given by P(a,b) = a + d(b mod d). We can always find a set
Sg = {Ao, - ,Adfl} such that A; € Ag and A; # Aj if ¢ £ j for which

r—1
U P(4i) = Z. (7)
=0

We construct families of bipartite states with maximally mixed marginals with the use of
the map defined as follows.

Definition 1. Let r,d € N such that r > d and let S, = {Ao, ..., Ar_1} such that equation
(7) is satisfied. Then, we define pap(aij) € B(Hq® Ha) where (ay;) € Ag as the following
state

d—1
pan(wij) Z Z (Z ah]wjk) (Z a;‘jwﬂ) |P(k,k+h)) (P(l,l+1)]. (8)

d = (k, h)eA j=0
(i,h)eA

Definition 1 establishes a general method to construct parameterised families of bipar-
tite qudit states with maximally mixed marginals and rank r. Here, we will consider the
particular family of states for which » = d. For this particular family, the bipartite states
as given by (8) can be expressed as

1,k,1=0 7=0

1 41 — d—1 '
pap(wij) = y Z (Z W’ ) (Zafjwﬂ) |k +d) k) (L4 14| (] 9)

The states pap(a;;) with (a;5) € Aq are indeed states with maximally mixed marginals to
see that we evaluate its partial traces with are given by

1 d—1 d—1 d—1
Tra(pap) = 5 Tra ( ) (Z aijw’ ) (ZO‘ o« jl) |k + 1) |k) (L + 1| <l|>
=0

i,k,1=0 j=0
1 d—1 d—1 ) d—1 )
=2 2 [ e | | X ale | 1) Gkl
i,k=0 \j=0 j=0

d—
;Z(Z%ww)mw (10)

4,J=0

By (6), all the elements of the last sum in (10) with [ # 0 cancel out and consequently we
obtain that

1 d—1 -
TI'A (PAB Z (Z al] 7,]) |’I€ | (11)
zk: 0 i

and by (5) we obtain that

Tra (paB) Z k) ( (12)




We may also evaluate the second partial trace which is given by

1 d—1 - d—1
TI'B (pAB) = &TI'B ( Z (Z Odzjw]k) (Za - ]l) ’k+l> |l€> <l +Z‘ <l’)

i,k,1=0 §=0

T
L

- d-1
Zaijwjk) (Z g ) |k + i) (k + i
j=0
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= Z aijﬂafjw’l) W k) (K| (13)

=0 \%,j=0

ko

By (6), we get that all the elements of the sum in (13) with [ # 0 cancel out and conse-
quently we obtain that

1 d—1 —
TI'B (PAB Z (Z Qi 7,]) |k | (]‘4)
z k=0 7

and by (5), consequently

Trp (paB) Z k) ( (15)

4 Local unitary classification of p4p(ci;)

In this section, we consider the classification of the states pap(ci;) as given by (9) in
terms of the parameters (a;j) € Ag4. In particular, we consider their classification in terms
of their entanglement properties. We identify sets of constants under local unitary (LU)
operations acting on pap and consequently determine equivalent classes of states in terms
of entanglement.

4.1 Spectrum of pap

The spectrum of pap is invariant under global unitary operations and consequently, it is
also invariant under local unitary (LU) operations. To obtain the explicit set of eigenvalues
for pap, we apply a unitary conjugation which block-diagonalises the operator as

v (paB) = UpABUT

72 (Zaww]k| Vf) (Z ajjw " (i |) (16)

=0 \j=0 7,k=0

The matrix 7 (pap) is a block diagonal matrix and its blocks Py, ..., Py_1 are given by
d—1d-1 d—1d—1 '
Z Z ™ k) Z Z afjw_]k (k| ] . (17)
k=0 j=0 k=0 j=0




The matrices Py, ..., P;_1 are rank one, can be expressed as P; = |p;) (pi|]- The norm of
each |p;) is an eigenvalue of p4p which is given by

1421 [fd= d—1 ‘
<pz|pz = Z (Z Oé@]w]k) (Z a;ﬁjwjk)
j=0

kO 7=0

k,]l 0

d—1 d—1
Ik
d Z <%0‘u+zaw+l%w )

k,j=0 =1
= Z g . (18)
=0

Note that in the last equality, we used the properties of (a;;) € Aq as given by (5). The
constants

d—1
=0
determine local unitary equivalence classes for the states pap.

4.2 Spectrum of p’5,

The spectrum of the partial transpose of the density matrix is invariant under local unitary
operations acting on the original state [13]. The matrix pg% is expressed as

1 -1 - d—1 ‘
pﬁ%—* > (Z %wﬂ“> (Z agw | k) (1) L+ (k] (20)
zkl 0 j=0

We can always find a unitary conjugation 7y on the partially transposed matrix which
block-diagonalises the matrix pﬁ% as

0 (pi) = UpipU ™"

d—1 — d—1
-y (Zaw) (Za;w—ﬂ) b+ 1+ 00 +k+i (k. (21)

zkl 0 =0

—

and the blocks Qq, ..., Qq_1 are given by
1 d—1 - d—1 .
Z Z Q] — k,]wj Z O‘z;lfk;jwij |l> <k| : (22)
k:l 0 §=0

The spectrum of p A} is given by the union of all the blocks @; and we denote by /1(2) . /@((fg)_l

to the set of local unitary invariant scalars given by

2 € {AMQo) U...UAQa-1)}, (23)

where A(X) denotes the set of eigenvalues of the matrix X.




4.3 Singular values of the correlation matrix of p4p

Bipartite density operators pap € B(H4 ® Hp) can be expressed in terms of the Fano
decomposition as

-1 d?>—1 d*>—1

1

pAB= 5 (1d®1d+ dosidi®lg+ Y tila®@ A+ Y Tij)\i®>\j> . (24)
i i ij

where s; = Tr (PAB A ® 1d)7 t; = Tr (pAB 1;® /\i)7 Tij = Tr (PAB A ® )\j) and {Ai}i€d2—1
is a base of traceless matrices. For states with maximally mixed marginals, we have that
Tra(pas) = Trp(pas) = Iﬁd where s; = 0 and t; = 0 as given in (24), and pap admits the
expression

d?-1
PAB = % <1d ®1g+ Z TijAi @ /\j) . (25)
i,J

The matrix R = (rij)Z-,jede_l is called the correlation matrix of p4p and it encodes non-
local information about the state. The singular values of the correlation matrix of pap
are invariant under local unitary operations and we will use them for the entanglement
classification of pap(c;) as given by (9).

To evaluate the correlation matrix R, we select a particular basis A1, ..., Aj2_1 in which
R is block-diagonal. We define this basis as follows: First, we define the diagonal elements
of the basis as

d—1
0 im
A =37 W™ [m) (], (26)
m=0
where i = 1,...,d — 1 and w is a dth root of unity. Second, we define the off-diagonal
elements of the basis by
AR =i+ k) (i| where i=0,...,d—1 and k=1,....d—1 (27)
For this particular choice of basis, we find that the correlation matrix R of pap can be
expressed in block-diagonal form where the blocks Ry, ..., Rg_1 are given by
Ry = (Tz(g))i,jzl,...,d—h (28)
where
9~ (15 A0 020
d—1 ' -1
= (pap, Y W™ |m) (m|® ) w |p) (p])
m=0 p=0
d—1 o
= Y W™ (pap,|m) (m| ® |p) (pl)
m,p=0
T o yd-1 d—1
=g 2w (Z amp,swsp> (Z a;_p,sw—sp> , (29)
m,p=0 s=0 s=0
and i
Ry = (Tg,j))i,jzo,...,dfl (30)




Scalar Definition Cardinality
(1) ;l;é |Ozij|2 1€ 24
(2> MQo)U...UXNQa1) | i€ Zp
(3> o(Ro)U...Ua(Ra_1) | i€Zp,

Z

Table 1: In this table we summarize the sets of scalars which are invariant under local unitary operations
pap used for entanglement classification.

where
r® = (pan A @A)
= (pAB, i+ k) (i ® |5 + k) (j])
(Z Qj— JSW ) (Z az ]s J+k)) . (31)
We denote by 5(3) ...,Ii((i?;)_l to the singular values of the correlation matrix R of
paB(a;j) which are given by
Y € {6(Ro)U...Uc(Ra1)}, (32)

where o(X) denotes the set of singular values of the matrix X. We summarize all the local
unitary invariant scalars of pap in Table 1.
The values of k(9 are related to well-known quantum state measures. For example,
(1 @

Ky, Ky and K,:())l), derived from the spectrum of the density matrix, are associated with
the purity of pap. The purity of a density matrix is defined as P(pap) = Tr(p%pg).

Equivalently we can express the purity of pap in terms of Hgl) by

() 2

PAB

M&

=1

(2)

7
particular, the set H(Q) relates to the negativity of the quantum state which is defined in
terms of the partlally transposed state p’4 as

®3)

Similarly, the sets ;" and ;" are related to other entanglement measures for p4p. In

o411

Npan) = 121, (34)

where || X||; denotes the trace norm of the operator X. Equally, we can express the nega-
tivity in terms of the eigenvalues of p%‘g and consequently, we can express the negativity

(2)

of pap in terms of ;™ as

)
N(pag) Z (35)

(3)

Finally set ;" relates to the quantum discord of the density state [16].




5 Qutrit case

In section 4, we obtained sets of local unitary invariant scalars for the family of bipartite
states in (8). Now, we consider the particular case of qutrit states. For d = 3, the local
unitary invariant scalars of pap are given by

2
1 *
/@E ) — Z Qijo;, (36)
=0
for i = 0,1,2. We can also obtain I€§2), e méz) which are given by the eigenvalues of the

matrices

* * *
€0,0€0,0 €2,0C21 C1,0C12
Qo= | 21650 C116T1 €012 | 5
C12C1 0 €0,2C0,1 €2:2C39
C1,0C1 2 €0,1C00 €22C34
Q1= |02 2,100 C12¢, |,
C2,0C59 C1,1CT0 €0,2C0 1
C2,0C39 C1,1CT 0 €0,2€01
Q2= [c106i2 C01Cho €226 |; (37)
€0,0C02 €2,1C50 €1,2C14

d—1
=0
by the singular values of the matrices

(3) (3)

where ¢; , = é (Z aijwjk) For qutrits, the LU invariant scalars k", ..., kg are given

2
wm—i—p w2m+p

*

Ry = Z Em—p,pCm—p,p wmt2p2mA2p |

m,p=0
0,001 €2,1C39 €1,2€1
Ri =iy coacha €226 |,
C20C51 C1,1CT9 €0,2C0
€0,0C02 €2,1C50 €121 1
Ry = | crocly coachp €226 | - (38)
€20C59 C1,1CT0 €0,2C0 1

We note that the evaluation of Hgl),ﬁ§2),ff§3) depends on the specific choice of coefficients

{cij}ijezs, and we present an example of a bi-parametric family of bipartite states for
which we obtain a complete LU classification.

5.1 Example: A 2-parameter family of bipartite states

The set of complex matrices given by

\/§ ) et ei(9+¢)
. 27 . 4
(ij)ijezs = 5 | 2 (-5 —i(0+o—4F) (39)
9 i —il0+e—3)

determines a 2-dimensional family of bipartite qutrit states with maximally mixed marginals.
We can check the matrices given in (39) satisfy (alphaij)ijcz € Az and consequently,
this set of matrices can be mapped to a family of bipartite states with maximally mixed




marginals. For this family of states, we might evaluate the set of local unitary invariant
scalars KM, k@ £3) derived in the previous section. For this particular family, the first set
of LU invariant scalars corresponds to the spectrum of the density matrix. These scalars
are given by

1
Kgl) = Kgl) = /-@:(,)1) =3 (40)
By equation (33), we evaluate the purity of the family of states given by (39) as
1
P(oan) = 1. (a1)

For this particular family, the set H£2) consists of nine scalars given by the spectrum of the

partially transposed matrix. We have it that

1 2im
R = 13 <4 +2cos(¢ + ?)>
1 24
/iﬁzi =13 <1 + 4 cos(f + g))
2 1 dam
H(7_2Z =15 <1+4cos(0+¢+ T)) (42)

for i = 0,1,2. By equation (35) we can evaluate the negativity of the family of states
represented by (39). Figure 1 represents the negativity of this family of states as a function
of the parameters 6 and ¢. We observe that negativity is upper bounded by %

Mp)

0.32
0.30
0.28
0.26
0.24

0.22

0.0 0.5 1.0 15 2.0 2.5 3.0
¢

Figure 1: Color plot of A'(pap) in terms of the two parameters spanning the family of states represented
by (39).

3)

Finally, we can evaluate the set of LU-invariant scalars set x,”’ corresponding to the
singular values of the correlation matrix. For the particular family of states represented

10



by (39), we obtain the following list of scalars

@ _ 1

Ki4i = 6

"5:('321 = %\/9 —4cos (0 — ¢) — 8cos (—20 — ¢) — 4cos (0 + 2¢)

® _ 1 Jg_ _e+ Ty 4Ty il
R5+i = 1g 9 —4cos (0 ¢+3) 8 cos (—20 <b+3) 4cos(6—|—2¢+3)
@ _ 1 [y _e_T_ g —— Ty _ T
Krti = g 9—4cos(0— ¢ 3) 8cos (—20 — ¢ 3) 4cos (0 + 2¢ 3), (43)

for ¢ = 0,1. For this particular family of states, the entanglement classification provided
COINC) 3)

k" and k

by K;", K; ;. is complete.

6 Conclusion

In this work, we considered the entanglement classification of bipartite states with max-
imally mixed marginals. First, we constructed a parameterized family of bipartite states
which generalises the anti-symmetric Werner states. Second, we obtained a set of scalars
which remain constant under local unitary operations and, consequently, can be used for
entanglement classification. In particular, we used the eigenvalues density matrix and
the partially transposed matrix as well as the singular values of the correlation matrix to
classify the elements of our family of bipartite states. Finally, we considered the qutrit
scenario which is the smallest set-up for which a complete entanglement classification is
missing. For qutrit bipartite states, we evaluated the sets of local invariant scalars and we
relate them to known measures of entanglement. As an example, we showed that this set
achieves a complete classification of a bi-parameter family of qutrit states. We believe that
this work serves as an intermediate step to achieve better quantum state classification.
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