arXiv:2310.16567v1 [quant-ph] 25 Oct 2023

Inertia of partial transpose of positive semidefinite matrices

Yixuan Liang,^{1, ∗} Jiahao Yan,^{1, †} Dongran Si,^{1, ‡} and Lin Chen^{1, 2, §} 1LMIB and School of Mathematical Sciences, Beihang University, Beijing 100191, China 2International Research Institute for Multidisciplinary Science, Beihang University, Beijing 100191, China (Dated: October 26, 2023)

We show that the partial transpose of 9 × 9 positive semidefinite matrices do not have inertia (4, 1, 4) and (3, 2, 4). It solves an open problem in ”LINEAR AND MULTILINEAR ALGEBRA. Changchun Feng et al, 2022”. We apply our results to construct some inertia, as well as present the list of all possible inertia of partial transpose of 12 × 12 positive semidefinite matrices.

Keywords: inertia, positive semidefinite matrix, non-positive-partial-transpose, NPT

I. INTRODUCTION

The partial transpose of a positive semidefinite matrix, i.e., non-normalized quantum states has been useful for various fundamental tasks in quantum information theory, such as the separability problem, entanglement distillation [1], the construction of entanglement witnesses (EWs) [2]. In particular, the states whose partial transpose are not positive semidefinite play a key role in quantum information processing, because many of such states may be converted to pure entanglement useful for quantum computing, teleportation and key distribution [3]. Such states are called the non-positive-partial-transpose (NPT) states. Hence, it is a meaningful task to investigate the NPT states from a theoretical and practical point of view [4, 5].

One of such theoretical tools is the matrix inertia. It is a well known notion describing the number of negative, zero and positive eigenvalues for Hermitian matrices. For example, the partial transpose of NPT states has at least one negative eigenvalue. Further, the partial transpose of separable states remain positive semidefinite [6]. Such states are positive-partial-transpose (PPT) states [7], which have no negative eigenvalue. One can thus infer that NPT states are entangled states, though the converse holds for only the bipartite systems in C^2 ⊗ C^2 and C^2 ⊗ C^3 [8]. For implementing entangled states and other physical tasks such as Bell inequalities, EWs were introduced and widely constructed experimentally [9–11]. Theoretically, the partial transpose of an NPT state is known as an EW. The inertia of EWs is thus a key factor of characterizing EWs. The inertia is also related to the entanglement measure such as the negativity [12], and the inertia of partial transpose of 2 × n and 3 × 3 NPT states has been partially investigated in [13–15]. Due to the mathematical difficulties of characterizing 3 × 3 systems, the existence of two inertias (4, 1, 4) and (3, 2, 4) of two-qutrit states remains unknown in [15]. In this paper, we develop novel techniques and exclude their existence. This is presented in Theorem 22. Combining with the results in [15], we can conclude the list of inertia of partial transpose of all two-qutrit NPT states. Then we apply our results to study the inertia of partial transpose of 3 × 4 NPT states.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we present the fundamental concepts and facts on inertias. Then we respectively exclude the existence of inertia (4, 1, 4) and (3, 2, 4) in Sec. III and IV. We apply our technique and results to study the inertia of partial transpose of 12 × 12 positive semidefinite matrices in Sec. V. Finally we conclude in Sec. VI.

II. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we introduce the basic facts and definitions used in later sections. We refer to C^d as the d-dimensional Hilbert space, and I_d as the d × d unit matrix. A bipartite density matrix (i.e., a quantum state) ρ is a positive semidefinite matrix on the space H_A ⊗ H_B . The partial transpose map on system A sends ρ = ∑ i,j |i⟩⟨j| ⊗ ρ_{ij} to ρ^Γ = ∑ i,j |i⟩⟨j| ⊗ ρ_{ji} with block matrices ρ_{ij} . The state ρ is called non-positive-partial-transpose (NPT) when ρ^Γ has at least one negative eigenvalue. Otherwise, ρ is PPT. If rank ρ = 1 then ρ is a pure state and can be written

∗yixuanliang@buaa.edu.cn †21377242@buaa.edu.cn(corresponding author) ‡ terra@buaa.edu.cn(corresponding author) §linchen@buaa.edu.cn(corresponding author)

as ρ = |ψ⟩⟨ψ|. The pure state |ψ⟩ = |a⟩ ⊗ |b⟩ := |a, b⟩ is a bipartite product state. If |ψ⟩ is not a product state then it is entangled. Investigating the number of product states in a given space plays a key role in our paper. For this purpose we present two facts, respectively stated as [16, Proposition 6] and [14, Lemma 5]. They respectively work for an arbitrary dimensional subspace and a two-qutrit subspace, i.e., C^3 ⊗ C^3 .

Lemma 1 Suppose the subspace V ⊆ C^m ⊗ C^n . If Dim(V) > (m − 1)(n − 1) then V contains at least one product vector. Furthermore, if Dim(V) > (m − 1)(n − 1) + 1 then V has infinitely many product vectors.

Lemma 2 Suppose M is a two-qutrit state on C^m ⊗ C^n . Let A be the non-positive eigen-space of M^Γ, i.e., the sum of negative and zero eigen-spaces of M^Γ. Then the product vectors in A all belong to the zero eigen-space of M^Γ.

In the rest of this section, we introduce facts on inertia of matrices. We refer to In M = (a, b, c) as the inertia of the Hermitian matrix M. Here a := i_−(M), b and c := i_+(M) are the numbers of negative, zero and positive eigenvalues of M, respectively. We refer to A^†, A^T and A^∗ as the conjugate transposition, transposition and conjugation of the matrix A, respectively. For a complex a, a^∗ denotes the conjugation of a. We shall frequently use Sylvester’s result that two Hermitian matrices have the same inertia when they are congruent (i.e., equivalent) via an invertible matrix. We refer to A ≃ B as the congruence of matrices A and B. If the matrix is a product matrix, then the two Hermitian matrices are locally equivalent. The following lemma describes the relationship of product matrix and partial transpose.

Lemma 3 Suppose M is a mn × mn Hermitian matrix. If A, C ∈ C^{m×m} and B, D ∈ C^{n×n} , then

((A ⊗ B)M(C ⊗ D))^Γ = (C^T ⊗ B)M^Γ (A^T ⊗ D).

Specially,

((A ⊗ B)M(A^† ⊗ B^†))^Γ = (A^∗ ⊗ B)M^Γ (A^T ⊗ B^†).

Moreover, product vector and partial transpose have the following relationship.

Lemma 4 Suppose ϕ = β ⊗ α is a product vector in R^m ⊗ C^n , where β ∈ R^m and α ∈ C^n . If M ∈ C^{mn×mn} is a Hermitian matrix, then

(i) ϕ^†Mϕ = ϕ^†M^Γϕ.

(ii) if M ≥ 0 and M^Γϕ = 0, then Mϕ = 0.

Proof. (i) Suppose β = (b_1, · · · , b_m) where b_i ∈ R for ∀1 ≤ i ≤ m and M = [M_{ij} ]. Then

ϕ^†Mϕ = ∑ 1≤i,j≤m (b_iα)^†M_{ij} (b_j α) = ∑ i=j + ∑ i>j + ∑ i<j b_ib_j α^†M_{ij} α.

We have ∑ i<j b_ib_j α^†M_{ij} α = ∑ j<i b_ib_j α^†M_{ji}α = ∑ i>j b_ib_j α^†M^†_{ij} α. So ϕ^†Mϕ = ∑ i=j b_ib_j α^†M_{ij} α + ∑ i>j b_ib_j α^†(M_{ij} + M^†_{ij} )α. Similarly,

ϕ^†M^Γϕ = ∑ i=j b_ib_j α^†M_{ji}α + ∑ i>j b_ib_j α^†(M_{ji} + M^†_{ji})α.

Since for any i > j, M_{ij} + M^†_{ij} = M_{ji} + M^†_{ji}, we have ϕ^†Mϕ = ϕ^†M^Γϕ.

(ii) If M^Γϕ = 0, by (i), we have ϕ^†Mϕ = 0. By M ≥ 0, we can suppose M = P^†P , where P is a mn × mn matrix. So (P ϕ)^†(P ϕ) = 0 ⇒ P ϕ = 0 ⇒ Mϕ = 0. ⊓⊔

We point out that the partial transpose of an NPT state ρ is an entanglement witness (EW) in quantum information. A bipartite EW is a non-semidefinite positive Hermitian matrix H such that ⟨a, b|H|a, b⟩ ≥ 0 for any product vector |a, b⟩. Hence, one can straightforwardly show that ρ^Γ is an EW. The inertia of EWs has been investigated in [14, 15]. For example, it has been shown that the number of positive eigenvalues of an EW is at least three. The set N_{m,n} denotes all possible inertias of partial transpose of m × n NPT states. N_{2,n} has been constructed in [14]. That is the following lemma discovered in [15].

Lemma 5 N_{2,3} has exactly 4 arrays, (1, 2, 3), (1, 1, 4), (1, 0, 5), (2, 0, 4).

We also need the following result as a partial fact on N_{3,3} discovered in [15].

Lemma 6 (i) N_{3,3} has at least 13 arrays, (1, 0, 8), (1, 1, 7), (1, 2, 6), (1, 3, 5), (1, 4, 4), (1, 5, 3), (2, 0, 7), (2, 1, 6), (2, 2, 5), (2, 3, 4), (3, 0, 6), (3, 1, 5), (4, 0, 5).

(ii) It is unknown whether N_{3,3} has the following two arrays, (3, 2, 4), (4, 1, 4). (iii) 13 ≤ |N_{3,3}| ≤ 15, N_{3,3} is a subset of above (i) and (ii)’s arrays.

(iv) The inertia of a two-qutrit NPT state ρ is one of the 13 arrays in (i), when ker ρ^Γ has (iv.a) |0, 0⟩ and |0, 1⟩, or (iv.b) |0, 0⟩, |1, 1⟩ and (|0⟩ + |1⟩)(|0⟩ + |1⟩), or (iv.c) |0, 0⟩, |1, 1⟩, |2⟩(|0⟩ + |1⟩), (a|0⟩ + b|1⟩ + |2⟩)(|0⟩ + f|1⟩) satisfying the conditions a, b ≠ 0 and f ≠ 0, 1.

(v) There are at least (n − 1)(2n − 1) inertias in N_{3,n}, i.e., |N_{3,n}| ≥ (n − 1)(2n − 1), for ∀n ≥ 2.

Furthermore, these (n − 1)(2n − 1) inertias in N_{3,n} are as follows. (1, 3n − 4 − j, j + 3), ∀0 ≤ j ≤ 3n − 4, (2, 3n − 6 − j, j + 4), ∀0 ≤ j ≤ 3n − 6, ... (n − 1, n − j, n + 1 + j), ∀0 ≤ j ≤ n. ⊓⊔

III. EXCLUSION OF INERTIA (4, 1, 4)

In this section, we firstly present the main result of this paper, namely the exclusion of (4, 1, 4) ∈ N_{3,3}. We begin by presenting two observations on inertias of Hermitian matrices. The first one is from [17]. It describes the inertias of linear operation of matrices.

Lemma 7 If A and B are n × n Hermitian matrices, then

i_x(A + B) ≤ i_x(A) + i_x(B),

where x = + or −. ⊓⊔

Corollary 8 Suppose M ≥ 0 and N is Hermitian, and they are of the same order. If In N = (b_0, b_1, b_2) and In(M + N) = (c_0, c_1, c_2), then c_0 ≤ b_0 and c_2 ≥ b_2.

Proof. By Lemma 7, we have i_−(M) + i_−(N) ≥ i_−(M + N) and i_+(M + N) + i_+(−M) ≥ i_+(N). By M ≥ 0, we have i_−(M) = i_+(−M) = 0. So i_−(N) ≥ i_−(M + N) and i_+(M + N) ≥ i_+(N). ⊓⊔ The second observation describes the inertias of product of matrices.

Lemma 9 If M is a n × n Hermitian matrix, P ∈ C^{n×n} and X = P MP^†, then i_x(M) ≥ i_x(X) where x = + or −.

Proof. We consider the singular value decomposition P = UDV , where U and V are both n × n unitary matrices. We have D = diag(d_1, · · · , d_k, 0, · · · , 0) where k ≤ n and d_j > 0 for 1 ≤ j ≤ k. Using Sylvester’s theorem, we know that the inertia of Hermitian N = V MV^† and that of M are the same. Similarly we have

In X = In P MP^† = In DV MV^†D^† = In DND^†. (1)

Then the assertion is equivalent to the claim i_±(N) ≥ i_±(DND^†).

Let N = [ N_{11} N_{12} N_{21} N_{22} ] , where N_{11} is a k × k Hermitian matrix. We have DND^† ≃ N_{11} ⊕ O_{n−k}, which is also

Hermitian. So i_−(N_{11}) = i_−(DND^†). Let W be a unitary matrix such that W N_{11}W^† = D_1 ⊕ D_2 ⊕ D_3 is a real diagonal matrix, where D_1 < 0, D_2 = 0 and D_3 > 0. Then one can find a d × d invertible matrix F such that F (W ⊕ I_{n−k})N(W^† ⊕ I_{n−k})F^† = D_1 ⊕ G. (2)

Because F and W ⊕ I_{n−k} are both invertible, the inertia of N is the same as that of the Hermitian matrix D_1 ⊕ G. So i_−(N) ≥ i_−(D_1) = i_−(N_{11}) = i_−(DND^†).

One can similarly prove i_+(N) ≥ i_+(DND^†). We have completed the proof of claim below (1). So the assertion of this lemma holds. ⊓⊔

Corollary 10 Suppose M is a d × d Hermitian matrix. For any 1 ≤ s ≤ d, let M_s be the order-s principal submatrix of M. Then i_x(M) ≥ i_x(M_s) with x = + or −.

Proof. Suppose P = I_s ⊕ O_{d−s}. Then, P MP^† = M_s. By Lemma 9, we have i_±(M) ≥ i_±(M_s). ⊓⊔ The above lemma shows that, the numbers of positive and negative eigenvalues of an Hermitian matrix do not increase under the congruence transformation. Then we use linear combinations of order-2 matrices to construct Hermitian matrix by the following lemma.

Lemma 11 Suppose S, B_1, B_2 ∈ C^{2×2} where S ≥ 0 and S ≠ O. Then, there exist complex numbers x, y, z such that xS + yB_1 + zB_2 is Hermitian where one of y and z is nonzero.

Proof. Suppose S = ( a c c^∗ b ) where a, b ∈ R and c ∈ C . By S ≠ O, we can assume a > 0. Suppose B_1 = ( d e f g )

and B_2 = ( h k l m ) . We have

M = xS + yB_1 + zB_2 = ( xa + yd + zh xc + ye + zk xc^∗ + yf + zl xb + yg + zm ) . So M = M^† is equivalent to { xa + yd + zh, xb + yg + zm ∈ R, xc + ye + zk = x^∗c + y^∗f^∗ + z^∗l^∗. (3) Suppose c = c_1 + ic_2 where c_1, c_2 ∈ R. One can similarly express the complex numbers d, e, f, g, h, k, l, m, x, y, z. Then, condition (3) is equivalent to the equations

a(x_1 + ix_2) + (y_1 + iy_2)(d_1 + id_2) + (z_1 + iz_2)(h_1 + ih_2) ∈ R, b(x_1 + ix_2) + (y_1 + iy_2)(g_1 + ig_2) + (z_1 + iz_2)(m_1 + im_2) ∈ R, (x_1 + ix_2)(c_1 + ic_2) + (y_1 + iy_2)(e_1 + ie_2) + (z_1 + iz_2)(k_1 + ik_2) = (x_1 − ix_2)(c_1 + ic_2) + (y_1 − iy_2)(f_1 − if_2) + (z_1 − iz_2)(l_1 − il_2),

⇔ a d_2 d_1 h_2 h_1 b g_2 g_1 m_2 m_1 2c_2 f_1 − e_1 e_2 − f_2 l_1 − k_1 k_2 − l_2 2c_1 e_2 + f_2 e_1 + f_1 k_2 + l_2 k_1 + l_1 x_2 y_1 y_2 z_1 z_2

= 0. (4)

Note that the coefficient matrix of the equation system (4) is 4 × 5. So (4) has a nonzero solution (x_2, y_1, y_2, z_1, z_2)^T . When y_1 = y_2 = z_1 = z_2 = 0, according to a > 0, we have x_2 = 0, which is a contradiction. So the nonzero solution satisfies that y_1, y_2, z_1, z_2 are not all zeros. Let x = ix_2, y = y_1 + iy_2, z = z_1 + iz_2. So one of y and z is nonzero. By (3) and (4), xS + yB_1 + zB_2 is a Hermitian matrix. ⊓⊔ Next, under the assumption that the inertia (4, 1, 4) exists, we transform the state to a simpler form by the following lemma.

Lemma 12 Suppose M is a two-qutrit state whose partial transpose has inertia (4, 1, 4). If M exists, then we can choose the first row and column of M and M^Γ as zero, and the inertia of M as (0, 1, 8).

Proof. Because the inertia of M^Γ is (4, 1, 4), by Lemma 1, we know that there exists a product vector in the negative and zero space of M^Γ. By Lemma 2, the product vector belongs to the zero eigen-space of M^Γ. So we suppose M^Γβ ⊗ α = 0, where β, α ∈ C^3 . Because there exist reversible matrices A, B ∈ C^{3×3} such that A|0⟩ = β and B|0⟩ = α, where |0⟩ denotes the vector (1, 0, 0)^T . Let N := (A ⊗ B)^†M^Γ(A ⊗ B) ≃ M^Γ. We have N|0⟩ ⊗ |0⟩ = 0. By

Lemma 3, we have ~M := N^Γ = (A^T ⊗ B^†)M(A^∗ ⊗ B) ≃ M ≥ 0. By Lemma 4, we have ~M|0⟩ ⊗ |0⟩ = 0. Now we have ~M|0⟩ ⊗ |0⟩ = 0 and ~M^Γ|0⟩ ⊗ |0⟩ = 0. So the first row and column of ~M and ~M^Γ are zero. So we replace M with ~M and come to the conclusion.

Because M^Γ has inertia (4, 1, 4), we can choose a small enough ϵ > 0 such that M + ϵ(0 ⊕ I_8) is a two-qutrit state of rank eight and the inertia of M^Γ is still (4, 1, 4). We have proven the assertion. ⊓⊔ Through the lemmas, we are now in a position to show the main result of this section.

Theorem 13 Suppose M is a two-qutrit state whose partial transpose has inertia (4, 1, 4).

(i) If Q is a 9 × 9 matrix of rank at least six, then the matrix QM^ΓQ^† is not positive semidefinite. (ii) If P is a 2 × 3 matrix of rank two, then the projected state (P ⊗ I_3)M(P^† ⊗ I_3) is NPT. (iii) The state M does not exist, i.e. (4, 1, 4) /∈ N_{3,3}.

Proof. (i) We disprove the claim. Suppose there exists an order-nine rank-r(≥ 6) matrix Q such that the matrix QM^ΓQ^† is positive semidefinite. We consider the SVD of the matrix Q = U(D ⊕ 0)V , where D > 0 is an order-r matrix. Let

V M^ΓV^† = [ M_{00} M_{01} M^†_{01} M_{11} ] , (5)

where M_{00} is an order-r matrix. Because QM^ΓQ^† ≥ 0, we obtain that M_{00} ≥ 0. Because V is unitary, the inertia of M^Γ and V M^ΓV^† are both (4, 1, 4). It follows from Lemma 9 that R = rank M_{00} ≤ 4. We can find an order-r unitary matrix W such that W M_{00}W^† = 0_{r−R} ⊕ D_R where D_R > 0 is an order-R matrix. We have

X := (W ⊕ I_{r−4})V M^ΓV^†(W^† ⊕ I_{r−4}) =

0_{r−R} 0 M_{010} 0 D_R M_{011} M^†_{010} M^†_{011} M_{11} . (6)

Evidently, the inertia of X is the same as that of M^Γ. So M_{010} has rank at least min{r − R, 9 − r} − 1. It implies that the matrix X has positive eigenvalues with the number at least min{r − R, 9 − r} − 1 + R. If r − R ≤ 9 − r then the number is at least r − 1 ≥ 5. It is a contradiction with the fact that X has the inertia (4, 1, 4).

On the other hand, if r − R > 9 − r then r − R = 9 − r + 1 ≤ 3 by In M^Γ = (4, 1, 4). So the number of positive eigenvalues of X is at least 9 − r − 1 + R ≥ 5. It is a contradiction with the fact that X has the inertia (4, 1, 4). We have proven the assertion.

(ii) The assertion is a corollary of (i) by setting Q = P^† ⊗ I_3.

(iii) We disprove the claim. Suppose there exists a 9×9 semidefinite Hermitian matrix M such that In M^Γ = (4, 1, 4). According to Lemma 12, we can suppose that all elements of the first row and column of both M and M^Γ are zero, and In M = (0, 1, 8).

So we can assume M =

S B_1 B_2 B^†_1 M_{11} M_{12} B^†_2 M^†_{12} M_{22}

, where the first row and column of S, B_1 and B_2 are zero. According

to Lemma 11, there exist x, y, z such that xA + yB_1 + zB_2 is Hermitian and one of y and z is nonzero. Let P = ( 1 0 0 x^∗ y^∗ z^∗ ) . Since one of y and z is nonzero, we have rank(P ) = 2. Then

N = (P ⊗ I_3)M(P^† ⊗ I_3) = ( S xS + yB_1 + zB_2 x^∗S + y^∗B^†_1 + z^∗B^†_2 ∗ ) ≥ 0. Since xS + yB_1 + zB_2 is Hermitian, we have N^Γ = N ≥ 0. However, according to (ii), N^Γ is not semidefinite, which is a contradiction. We have proven the theorem. ⊓⊔

IV. EXCLUSION OF INERTIA (3, 2, 4)

In this section, we exclude the existence of two-qutrit states whose partial transpose has the inertia (3, 2, 4). We also begin by presenting two observations on inertias of Hermitian matrices. The first one is about a kind of matrices with a special form.

Lemma 14 If M = ( O_n B B^† O_m ) is an order-(m + n) matrix where B ∈ C^{n×m} and we suppose r = rank B, then

i_+(M) = i_−(M) = r.

Proof. By the singular value decomposition, we assume D = UBV , where U and V are unitary matrices of

order-n and order-m, respectively. Meanwhile, D = ( D_r O_{r×(m−r)} O_{(n−r)×r} O_{(n−r)×(m−r)} ) , where D_r = diag(σ_1, . . . , σ_r) and

σ_i > 0. Then M ≃ ( U O O V^† ) M ( U^† O O V ) = ( O_n D D O_m ) . Since In ( 0 σ_i σ_i 0 ) = (1, 0, 1), we have In ( O_n D D O_m ) = (r, m + n − 2r, r). So i_+(M) = i_−(M) = r. ⊓⊔ The second observation is to judge the equality of inertias by order principal minor determinants of matrices.

Lemma 15 Suppose A, B are order-n Hermitian matrices. For any 1 ≤ s ≤ n, let A_s and B_s be the order-s principal submatrices of A and B, respectively. If for any 1 ≤ s ≤ n, |A_s|, |B_s| ≠ 0 and |A_s|, |B_s| have the same sign, then In A = In B.

Proof. We use the induction. If s = 1, then |A_1| and |B_1| are nonzero and have the same sign. So In A_1 = In B_1 = (1, 0, 0) or (0, 0, 1). We assume In A_s = In B_s = (p, 0, s − p) and prove In A_{s+1} = In B_{s+1}.

Note that A_s is the principal submatrix of A_{s+1}. According to Corollary 10, we have i_+(A_{s+1}) ≥ s − p and i_−(A_{s+1}) ≥ p. So In A_{s+1} is (p + 1, 0, s − p) or (p, 0, s − p + 1). Similarly, In B_{s+1} is (p + 1, 0, s − p) or (p, 0, s − p + 1). If In A_{s+1} = (p + 1, 0, s − p), then |A_{s+1}| and (−1)^{p+1} have the same sign. If In A_{s+1} = (p, 0, s − p + 1), then |A_{s+1}| and (−1)^p have the same sign. By |A_{s+1}| = |B_{s+1}|, we have In A_{s+1} = In B_{s+1}. ⊓⊔ Then, we give some lemmas about the inertia of (3, 2, 4). We refer to e_1, · · · , e_n as the natural base of C^n throughout the rest of the paper.

Lemma 16 Suppose M = [M_{ij} ] ≥ 0 is a 3 × 3 state and In M^Γ = (3, 2, 4).

(i) We can make Me_1 = M^Γe_1 = 0.

(ii) On the basis of (i), we can make that M_{12} a Hermitian matrix.

(iii) On the basis of (i) and (ii), we have rank(M_{11}) = 2.

(iv) On the basis of (i)–(iii), we can make M_{11} = diag(0, 1, 1), M_{12} = diag(0, λ_1, λ_2), where λ_1, λ_2 ∈ R.

(v) On the basis of (i)–(iv), we can make M_{13} = 0 0 a b u , where a, b ∈ C and u ∈ R. Proof. (i) Because the inertia of M^Γ is (3, 2, 4), we know that the negative and zero space of M^Γ has a product state. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 12.

(ii) By Me_1 = M^Γe_1 = 0, the first row and column of M_{11}, M_{12}, M_{13} are all zero. If M_{11} = O, then by M ≥ 0, we have M_{12} = M_{13} = O, which is a contradiction with In M^Γ = (3, 2, 4). According to Lemma 11, there exist x, y, z ∈ C such that xM_{11} + yM_{12} + zM_{13} is Hermitian and one of y, z are nonzero.

We assume y ≠ 0 and let P =

1 x 0 0 y 0 0 z 1

. Here P is invertible. Let N = (P ⊗ I_3)^†M(P ⊗ I_3). Then, N_{12} =

xM_{11} + yM_{12} + zM_{13} is a Hermitian matrix. By Lemma 3, we have N ≃ M and N^Γ ≃ M^Γ. So N ≥ 0 and In N^Γ = (3, 2, 4). We replace M with N and come to the conclusion.

(iii) By (i), we have rank(M_{11}) ≤ 2. Suppose M_{11} = (0) ⊕ A, where A ∈ C^{2×2} . We prove rank M_{11} ≠ 0, 1. (Case 1) If rank(M_{11}) = 0, then M_{11} = O. Since M ≥ 0, we have M_{12} = M_{13} = O, which is a contradiction with In M^Γ = (3, 2, 4).

(Case 2) If rank(M_{11}) = 1, then there exists a unitary matrix U ∈ C^{2×2} such that U^†AU = diag(1, 0). Let P = I_1 ⊕ U and replace M with (I_3 ⊗ P )^†M(I_3 ⊗ P ). So we have M_{11} = diag(0, 1, 0). By M ≥ 0 and M_{12} is Hermitian, M has the form

M =

0 1 0 0 p 0 0 m n 0 0 p 0 M_{22} M_{23} 0 m^∗ n^∗ 0

M^†_{23} M_{33}

.

(Note) Here, for convenience, we write the ordinary form and block form of the matrix in a formula. All blank spaces in the formula are zero. For the sake of brevity in the formulas, we omit them. Throughout the rest of the paper, we shall use the similar way to represent matrices.

Let Q = 1 −p −m 1 1 and replace M with (Q ⊗ I3)^†M(Q ⊗ I3). Then, M and M^Γ have the form

M =

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 n 0 0 0 0 M_{22} M_{23} 0 0 n^∗ 0

M^†_{23} M_{33}

, M^Γ =

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 n^∗ 0 0 0 0 M_{22} M^†_{23} 0 0 n 0 M_{23} M_{33}

.

Let ~M =

0 0 0 0 0 n^∗ 0 0 0 0 M_{22} M^†_{23} 0 n 0 M_{23} M_{33} be an order-7 submatrix of M^Γ. By In M^Γ = (3, 2, 4), we have In ~M = (3, 1, 3).

According to Lemma 7, we have i_−( ~M) ≤ i_− ( 0 n^∗ n 0 ) + i_− ( M_{22} M^†_{23} M_{23} M_{33} ) . So i_− ( M_{22} M^†_{23} M_{23} M_{33} ) ≥ 2. Accord-

ing to Lemma 5, In ( M_{22} M^†_{23} M_{23} M_{33} ) ∈ N_{2,3}. So In ( M_{22} M^†_{23} M_{23} M_{33} ) = (2, 0, 4). By Corollary 10, we have i_+( ~M) ≥

i_+ ( M_{22} M^†_{23} M_{23} M_{33} ) = 4. However, i_+( ~M) = 3 < 4, which is a contradiction.

(iv) By (i), we can suppose M_{11} = (0) ⊕ A and M_{12} = (0) ⊕ B_1. By (ii), B_1 is Hermitian. By (iii), we have A > 0. So there exists a matrix C ∈ C^{2×2} such that C^†AC = I_2 and a unitary matrix U ∈ C^{2×2} such that U^†C^†B_1CU = diag(λ_1, λ_2). Let P = I_1 ⊕ CU and N = (I_3 ⊗ P )^†M(I_3 ⊗ P ). Then, we have N_{11} = P^†M_{11}P = (0) ⊕ (U^†C^†ACU) = diag(0, 1, 1) and N_{22} = P^†M_{12}P = (0) ⊕ (U^†C^†B_1CU) = diag(0, λ_1, λ_2). Similarly to (ii), we replace M with N and come to the conclusion.

(v) By (i), we can suppose M_{13} = (0) ⊕ B_2 and B_2 = ( c a b d ) . Let P = 1 −c 1 1 and N = (P ⊗ I3)^†M(P ⊗ I3).

Then, N_{13} = M_{33} − cM_{11} = 0 0 a b d − c . If d − c = 0, then N has the form in (v). We replace M with N and come to the conclusion.

If d − c ≠ 0, then we suppose Q = 1 1_1 d−c and ~N = (I3 ⊗ Q)^†N(I3 ⊗ Q). Then, ~N13 =^1_{d−c} N13 = 0 0^a_{d−c} b d−c 1 . We replace M with ~N and come to the conclusion. ⊓⊔

The exclusion of inertia (3, 2, 4) is much more complicated than that of (4, 1, 4). So we need further simplification. Then we study the kernel space of a Hermitian matrix and its partial transpose by the following lemma and corollary.

Lemma 17 Suppose M ∈ C^{n×n} is a Hermitian matrix. For any 1 ≤ s ≤ n, suppose A = (α_1, · · · , α_s) ∈ C^{n×s} , where α_l ∈ C^n for 1 ≤ l ≤ s. Let N = M − kAA^† where k ∈ R_+ , then

(i) if ∀1 ≤ l ≤ s, α_l ∈ Im(M), then ∃k_0 > 0, such that ∀0 < k < k_0, In N = In M.

(ii) if ∃1 ≤ l ≤ s, α_l /∈ Im(M), then ∀k > 0, i_−(N) > i_−(M).

Proof. Since M is Hermitian, we have

(Im M)^⊥ = Ker M, (7)

where (Im M)^⊥ denotes the orthogonal complement of Im M. There exists a unitary matrix U = (ϵ_1, · · · , ϵ_n) such that U^†MU = D = diag(λ_1, · · · , λ_r, 0, · · · , 0), where λ_i ≠ 0. We suppose α_l = Uβ_l for any 1 ≤ l ≤ s. Then, we have A = UB where B = (β_1, · · · , β_s). Thus, N = UDU^† − kUBB^†U^† ≃ D − kBB^†. (8) Note that Ker M = span(ϵ_{r+1}, · · · , ϵ_n). By (7), we have Im M = span(ϵ_1, · · · , ϵ_r).

(i) If α_l ∈ Im M, by α_l = Uβ_l, then the last n − r element of β_l are all zeros. So B and BB^† has the forms

B = b_{11} · · · b_{1r} . . . . b_{r1} · · · b_{rr} 0 · · · 0 . . . . 0 · · · 0

, BB^† = c_{11} · · · c_{1r} 0 · · · 0 . . . . . . . . c_{r1} · · · c_{rr} 0 · · · 0 0 · · · 0 0 · · · 0 . . . . . . . . 0 · · · 0 0 · · · 0

.

By (8),

N ≃ D − kBB^† = λ_1 − kc_{11} · · · −kc_{1r} 0 · · · 0 . . . . . . . . −kc_{r1} · · · λ_r − kc_{rr} 0 · · · 0 0 · · · 0 0 · · · 0 . . . . . . .. . . . 0 · · · 0 0 · · · 0

. (9)

Observing the form of D − kBB^†, there exists k_0 > 0 which is small enough such that for any 0 < k ≤ k_0 all order

principal minor determinants of λ_1 − kc_{11} · · · −kc_{1r} . . . . −kc_{r1} · · · λ_r − kc_{rr} and diag(λ1, · · · , λr) have the same sign. By Lemma

15, when 0 < k ≤ k_0, In D = In(D − kBB^†) ⇒ In M = In N.

(ii) If there exists l_0 such that α_{l0} /∈ Im M, by α_{l0} = Uβ_{l0} , then the last n − r elements of β_{l0} are not all zeros. We assume the (r + 1)-th element of β_{l0} is not zero. Then

BB^† = c_{11} · · · c_{1r} c_{1,r+1} ∗ · · · ∗ . . . . . . . . . . c_{r1} · · · c_{rr} c_{r,r+1} ∗ · · · ∗ c_{r+1,1} · · · c_{r+1,r} c_{r+1,r+1} ∗ · · · ∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗ ∗ · · · ∗ . . . . . . . . . . ∗ · · · ∗ ∗ ∗ · · · ∗

, where c_{r+1,r+1} > 0.

We suppose that the order-(r + 1) principal submatrix of D − kBB^† is ~D. Then,

~D = λ_1 − kc_{11} · · · −kc_{1r} −kc_{1,r+1} . . . . . . −kc_{r1} · · · λ_r − kc_{rr} −kc_{r,r+1} −kc_{r+1,1} · · · −kc_{r+1,r} −kc_{r+1,r+1} .

By symmetric elementary transformation, we can use c_{r+1,r+1} to eliminate the elements of same row and column. So we have

c_{11} · · · c_{1r} c_{1,r+1} . . . . . . c_{r1} · · · c_{rr} c_{r,r+1} c_{r+1,1} · · · c_{r+1,r} c_{r+1,r+1} ≃ d_{11} · · · d_{1r} 0 . . . . . . d_{r1} · · · d_{rr} 0 0 · · · 0 c_{r+1,r+1} .

Thus,

~D ≃ λ_1 − kd_{11} · · · −kd_{1r} 0 . . . . . . −kd_{r1} · · · λ_r − kd_{rr} 0 0 · · · 0 −kc_{r+1,r+1} .

Note that there exists k_0 > 0 which is small enough such that for any 0 < k ≤ k_0, all order principal minor

determinants of λ_1 − kd_{11} · · · −kd_{1r} . . . . −kd_{r1} · · · λ_r − kd_{rr} and diag(λ1, · · · , λr) have the same sign. By Lemma 15, we have

i_− λ_1 − kd_{11} · · · −kd_{1r} . . . . −kd_{r1} · · · λ_r − kd_{rr} = i−(diag(λ1, · · · , λr)) = i−(D).

So

i_−( ~D) = i_− λ_1 − kd_{11} · · · −kd_{1r} . . . . −kd_{r1} · · · λ_r − kd_{rr} + 1 = i−(D) + 1 > i−(D).

By Corollary (10), we have i_−(D − kBB^†) ≥ i_−( ~D). So i_−(N) > i_−(M).

For any k > k_0, since NN^† ≥ 0, by Lemma (7), we have i_−(D − kBB^†) > i_−(D − k_0BB^†). So i_−(N) > i_−(M) holds for any k > 0. ⊓⊔

Corollary 18 Suppose M = [M_{ij} ] ≥ 0 is a 3 × 3 state. If M_{12} is Hermitian and In M^Γ = (3, 2, 4), then Ker M^Γ ⊆ Ker M.

Proof. There exists a unitary matrix U = (ϵ_1, · · · , ϵ_9) such that U^†MU = D = diag(λ_1, · · · , λ_r, 0, · · · , 0), where λ_i > 0 for any 1 ≤ i ≤ r. Let A = ( √ λ_1ϵ_1, · · · , √ λ_rϵ_r), then M = UDU^† = AA^†. Note that Ker M = span(ϵ_{r+1}, · · · , ϵ_9). By (Im M)^⊥ = Ker M, we have Im M = span(ϵ_1, · · · , ϵ_r).

Then we prove Im M ⊆ Im M^Γ by contradiction. Assume that there exists 1 ≤ i ≤ r such that ϵ_i /∈ Im M^Γ. By Lemma 17(ii), we have

i_−(M^Γ − AA^†) > i_−(M^Γ) = 3. (10)

However, by M_{12} = M^†_{12}, we have

M^Γ − M =

0 0 M^†_{13} − M_{13} 0 0 M^†_{23} − M_{23} M_{13} − M^†_{13} M_{23} − M^†_{23} 0 .

10

Note that rank ( M^†_{13} − M_{13} M^†_{23} − M_{23} ) ≤ 3. By Lemma 14, we have i_−(M^Γ − M) ≤ 3, which is a contradiction with (10). So

Im M ⊆ Im M^Γ ⇒ (Im M)^⊥ ⊇ (Im M^Γ)^⊥ ⇒ Ker M^Γ ⊆ Ker M. ⊓⊔ By Lemma 16 and Corollary 18, we can determine the kernel space of the state M in two cases. That is the following lemma.

Lemma 19 Suppose M = [M_{ij} ] ≥ 0 is a 3 × 3 state. If In M^Γ = (3, 2, 4), then we can choose M to let one of the following cases holds:

(Case 1) Me_1 = M^Γe_1 = Me_5 = M^Γe_5 = 0. (Case 2) Me_1 = M^Γe_1 = M(e_2 + e_6) = M^Γ(e_2 + e_6) = 0. Proof. According to Lemma 16(v), we can make Me_1 = M^Γe_1 = 0, M_{11} = diag(0, 1, 1), M_{12} = diag(0, λ_1, λ_2) and

M_{13} = 0 0 a b u , (11)

where λ_1, λ_2, u ∈ R and a, b ∈ C . By In M^Γ = (3, 2, 4), we suppose Ker M^Γ = span(e_1, X), where X ∈ C^9 is linearly independent with e_1. So M^ΓX = 0. According to Corollary 18, we have MX = 0, (12) (M^Γ − M)X = 0. (13) We suppose X = (x_i)_{9×1} and try to prove that x_7 = x_8 = x_9 = 0. Since M_{12} is Hermitian in (11), we have

M^Γ − M =

0 0 M^†_{13} − M_{13} 0 0 M^†_{23} − M_{23} M_{13} − M^†_{13} M_{23} − M^†_{23} 0 . (14)

By Lemma 7, we have i_−(M^Γ − M) ≥ 3. (15) By (13), we have

(M^†_{13} − M_{13}) x_7 x_8 x_9

= 0, (16)

(M^†_{23} − M_{23}) x_7 x_8 x_9

= 0. (17)

According to (11), we classify to discuss.

(i) If a = b^∗, then M_{13} = M^†_{13}. By (14), (15) and Lemma 14, we have rank ( M^†_{13} − M_{13} M^†_{23} − M_{23} ) = 3. So rank(M^†_{23} −

M_{23}) = 3. By (17), x_7 = x_8 = x_9 = 0.

(ii) If a ≠ b^∗, then we have M^†_{13} − M_{13} = 0 0 b^∗ − a a^∗ − b 0 . By (16), we have x8 = x9 = 0. Next, if the first

column of M^†_{23} − M_{23} are zeros, then rank ( M^†_{13} − M_{13} M^†_{23} − M_{23} ) ≤ 2. By (14) and Lemma 14, we have i_−(M^Γ − M) ≤ 2,

which is a contradiction with (15). So the first column of M^†_{23} − M_{23} are not all zeros. Thus, x_7 = 0.

Now we have x_7 = x_8 = x_9 = 0. So X = |0⟩ ⊗ α + |1⟩ ⊗ β where α, β ∈ C^3 . Here |0⟩ and |1⟩ denote the vectors (1, 0, 0)^T and (0, 1, 0)^T .

(Case 1) Suppose |0⟩, α, β are linearly dependent. First, we prove that |0⟩, β are linearly independent. If β = k|0⟩, then x_5 = x_6 = 0. In (12), observing the second and third row of M, we have { x_2 + λ_1x_5 = 0 x_3 + λ_2x_6 = 0 ⇒ { x_2 = 0 x_3 = 0 . By (13) and (14), we have

(M_{23} − M^†_{23})(x_4, x_5, x_6)^T = 0.

Because the first column of M_{23} − M^†_{23} are not all zeros, we have x_4 = 0. Now, x_i = 0 for 2 ≤ i ≤ 9, which is a contradiction with the fact that X, e_1 are linearly independent.

Now, we prove that |0⟩, β are linearly independent. So we can assume α = k_1|0⟩ + k_2β. Then, X = k_1|0⟩ ⊗ |0⟩ + k_2|0⟩ ⊗ β + |1⟩ ⊗ β. Let Y = X − k_1e_1 = (k_2|0⟩ + |1⟩) ⊗ β.

Then Y ∈ Ker M^Γ ⊆ Ker M. There exist invertible matrices P, Q ∈ C^{3×3} such that P |0⟩ = |0⟩, P |1⟩ = k_2|0⟩ + |1⟩, Q|0⟩ = |0⟩ and Q|1⟩ = β. Let N = (P ⊗ Q)^†M^Γ(P ⊗ Q). Then we have { N^Γ(|0⟩ ⊗ |0⟩) = 0 N^Γ(|1⟩ ⊗ |1⟩) = 0 . Then we replace M with N. According to Lemma 4, |0⟩ ⊗ |0⟩, |1⟩ ⊗ |1⟩ ∈ Ker M. So we have M^Γe_1 = M^Γe_5 = Me_1 = Me_5 = 0.

(Case 2) Suppose |0⟩,α,β are linearly independent. There exists an invertible matrix Q ∈ C^{3×3} such that Q|0⟩ = |0⟩, Q|1⟩ = α and Q|2⟩ = β. We replace M^Γ with (I_3 ⊗Q)^†M^Γ(I_3 ⊗Q). Similar to Case 1, we have M^Γe_1 = M^Γ(e_2 +e_6) = Me_1 = M(e_2 + e_6) = 0. ⊓⊔ According to the two cases in Lemma 19, we respectively exclude the existence of inertia (3, 2, 4) by the following lemmas.

Lemma 20 Suppose M = [M_{ij} ] ≥ 0 is a 3 × 3 state and In M^Γ = (3, 2, 4). If Me_1 = M^Γe_1 = Me_5 = M^Γe_5 = 0, then

(i) we can make In M = (0, 2, 7).

(ii) on the basic of (i), we can make that M has the form

M =

0 ∗ ∗ 0 0 ∗ 0 ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ 0 0 ∗ ∗ 0 ∗ ∗ ∗ 0 ∗ ∗ 0 ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ 0 ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗

.

(iii) on the basic of (i) and (ii), we can make that M has the form

M =

0 ∗ ∗ 0 0 z 0 0 ∗ ∗ ∗ 0 0 z ∗ 0 ∗ 0 ∗ 0 ∗ ∗ 0 0 ∗ ∗ ∗ 0 ∗ 0 ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗

,

where z ∈ R.

(iv) there exists a contradiction. So In M^Γ ≠ (3, 2, 4).

(Note) In (ii) and (iii), we represent M in a special way. The “∗” in formulas denotes unknown elements, which can be either 0 or not. All blank spaces denote zero. Throughout the rest of the paper, we shall use the similar way to represent matrices.

Proof. (i) By Me_1 = M^Γe_1 = Me_5 = M^Γe_5 = 0, we know that the first and fifth columns of M and M^Γ are zeros. Since M is Hermitian, M has the form

M =

0 ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ 0 0 ∗ 0 ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ 0 0 ∗ ∗ ∗ 0 ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ 0 ∗ ∗ 0 ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ 0 ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗

. (18)

Assume N = M + δ diag(0, 1, 1, 1, 0, 1, 1, 1, 1). By In M^Γ = (3, 2, 4) and M ≥ 0, when δ is small enough, we have In N^Γ = (3, 2, 4) and In N = (0, 2, 7). We replace M with N. So we can make In M = (0, 2, 7).

(ii) Note that in (18),

M_{11} = 0 m_{22} m_{23} m^∗_{23} m_{33} , M22 = m_{44} m_{46} 0 m^∗_{46} m_{66} .

By In M = (0, 2, 7), In M_{11} = In M_{22} = (0, 1, 2). So we have m_{22}, m_{44} > 0. Let P =

1 −^{m46}_{m44} 1 −^{m23}_{m22} 1 and we have

P^†M_{11}P and P^†M_{22}P are diagonal matrices. Moreover, P^†M_{12}P , P^†M_{13}P and P^†M_{23}P have the form 0 0 ∗ , 0 ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ and ∗ ∗ 0 ∗ ∗ , respectively. Let N = (I3 ⊗ P )^†M(I3 ⊗ P ) and replace M with N. We come to the

conclusion.

(iii) By (ii), we can make

M =

0 m_{22} ∗ 0 0 ∗ 0 m_{28} ∗ ∗ ∗ 0 0 ∗ m_{44} 0 ∗ m_{47} ∗ 0 ∗ ∗ 0 m^∗_{28} ∗ ∗ ∗ m^∗_{47} ∗ 0 ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗

,

where m_{22}, m_{44} > 0. Let Q =

1 −^{m28}_{m22} 1 −^{m47}_{m44} 1 and N = (Q ⊗ I3)^†M(Q ⊗ I3). Then, N13 = M13 − m_{28} m_{22}

M_{11} − m_{47} m_{44}

M_{12}

has the form 0 0 ∗ ∗ ∗ . N23 = M23 − m_{47} m_{44}

M_{22} − m_{28} m_{22}

M^∗_{12} has the form 0 ∗ 0 ∗ ∗ . Moreover, we have N11 =

M_{11}, N_{12} = M_{12} and N_{22} = M_{22}. So N has the form

N =

0 ∗ ∗ 0 0 t 0 0 ∗ ∗ ∗ 0 0 t^∗ ∗ 0 ∗ 0 ∗ 0 ∗ ∗ 0 0 ∗ ∗ ∗ 0 ∗ 0 ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗

(19)

If t = 0 in (19), N has the form in (iii). We replace M with N and come to the conclusion.

If t ≠ 0, then we suppose T =

1_1 t 1 and ~N = (T ⊗ I3)^†N(T ⊗ I3). Then, ~N12 = 1 t N_{12} = diag(0, 0, 1). So ~N

has the form in (iii). We replace M with ~N and come to the conclusion.

(iv) By (iii), we assume

M =

0 x y 0 0 z 0 0 c d e 0 0 z u 0 v f 0 g h 0 0 d^∗ c^∗ e^∗ g^∗ 0 f^∗ h^∗ M_{33}

, (20)

where x, y, u, v ∈ R_+ , z ∈ R, c, d, e, f, g, h ∈ C . (21)

Let H be the matrix obtained by removing the first and fifth rows and columns of M:

H = A_1 B C_1 B A_2 C_2 C_1^† C_2^† M_{33} ,

where A_1 = ( x y ) , B = ( 0 z ) , A_2 = ( u v ) , C_1 = ( 0 0 c 0 d e ) , C_2 = ( 0 0 f g 0 h ) . (22)

By In M = (0, 2, 7) in (i), we have H > 0. So

H ≃ A_1 S M_{33} − C^†_1 A^{−1}_1 C_1 − (C^†_2 − C^†_1 A^{−1}_1 B)S^{−1}(C_2 − BA^{−1}_1 C_1) ,

where S = A_2 − BA^{−1}_1 B. By H > 0, we have

M_{33} − C^†_1 A^{−1}_1 C_1 − (C^†_2 − C^†_1 A^{−1}_1 B)S^{−1}(C_2 − BA^{−1}_1 C_1) > 0. (23)

Similarly, let ~H be the matrix obtained by removing the first and fifth rows and columns of M^Γ:

~H = A_1 B D_1 B A_2 D_2 D_1^† D_2^† M_{33} ,

where A_1 = ( x y ) , B = ( 0 z ) , A_2 = ( u v ) , D_1 = ( 0 0 d^∗ 0 c^∗ e^∗ ) , D_2 = ( 0 0 g^∗ f^∗ 0 h^∗ ) . (24)

Then,

~H ≃ A_1 S M_{33} − D^†_1A^{−1}_1 D_1 − (D^†_2 − D^†_1A^{−1}_1 B)S^{−1}(D_2 − BA^{−1}_1 D_1) .

By In M^Γ = (3, 2, 4), we have In ~H = (3, 0, 4). We also have A_1, S > 0. So we have

M_{33} − D^†_1A^{−1}_1 D_1 − (D^†_2 − D^†_1A^{−1}_1 B)S^{−1}(D_2 − BA^{−1}_1 D_1) < 0. (25)

By (23) and (25), we have

L :=D^†_1A^{−1}_1 D_1 + (D^†_2 − D^†_1A^{−1}_1 B)S^{−1}(D_2 − BA^{−1}_1 D_1) −C^†_1 A^{−1}_1 C_1 − (C^†_2 − C^†_1 A^{−1}_1 B)S^{−1}(C_2 − BA^{−1}_1 C_1) > 0. (26)

By S > 0, we assume S^{−1} = ( s_1

s_2 ) , where s_1, s_2 > 0. We respectively refer to ϵ_1, ϵ_2 and ϵ_3 as the vectors

(1, 0, 0)^T , (0, 1, 0)^T and (0, 0, 1)^T . By (22), (24) and (26), we have ϵ^†_1Lϵ_1 = s_2(|f|^2 − |g|^2) > 0 ⇒ |f| > |g|,

ϵ^†_2Lϵ_2 = ( 1 y + z^2 y^2 s_2)(|c|^2 − |d|^2) > 0 ⇒ |c| > |d|. However,

ϵ^†_3Lϵ_3 = 1 x (|d|^2 − |c|^2) + s_1(|g|^2 − |f|^2) < 0.

That is a contradiction with (26). ⊓⊔

Lemma 21 Suppose M = [M_{ij} ] ≥ 0 is a 3 × 3 state and In M^Γ = (3, 2, 4). If Me_1 = M^Γe_1 = M(e_2 + e_6) = M^Γ(e_2 + e_6) = 0, then

(i) M has the form

M =

0 x u u y 0 −v −x −x −u 0 c^∗ d^∗ d^∗ b^∗ 0 −v −x −x −u z a a^∗ w v v x e f g h −c^∗ −c^∗ −d^∗ 0 c d d b e^∗ g^∗ f^∗ h^∗ −c −c −d M_{33}

, (27)

where x, y, z, w, u, v ∈ R, a, b, c, d, e, f, g, h ∈ C . (ii) on the basic of (i), we can make a = 0.

(iii) on the basic of (i) and (ii), we can make e = b = 0. So M has the form

M =

0 x u u y 0 −v −x −x −u 0 c^∗ d^∗ d^∗ 0 0 −v −x −x −u z w v v x f g h −c^∗ −c^∗ −d^∗ 0 c d d 0 g^∗ f^∗ h^∗ −c −c −d M_{33}

, (28)

where x, y, z, w, u, v ∈ R, c, d, f, g, h ∈ C . (iv) there exists a contradiction. So In M^Γ ≠ (3, 2, 4).

Proof. (i) By Me_1 = M^Γe_1 = 0, M has the form

M =

0 ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ 0 ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ 0 ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ 0 ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ 0 ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗

.

Let M = (m_{ij} ). We assume x = m_{22}, y = m_{33}, z = m_{44}, w = m_{55} ∈ R and u = m_{23}, v = m_{56}, a = m_{45}, b = m_{93}, c = m_{82}, d = m_{92}, e = m_{47}, f = m_{48}, g = m_{57}, h = m_{58} ∈ C . So

M =

0 x u u^∗ y 0 m_{25} m_{26} m_{35} m_{36} 0 c^∗ d^∗ m_{38} b^∗ 0 m_{52} m_{53} m_{62} m_{63} z a m_{46} a^∗ w v m_{64} v^∗ m_{66} e f m_{49} g h m_{59} m_{67} m_{68} m_{69} 0 c m_{83} d b e^∗ g^∗ m_{76} f^∗ h^∗ m_{86} m_{94} m_{95} m_{96} m_{77} m_{78} m_{79} m_{87} m_{88} m_{89} m_{97} m_{98} m_{99}

. (29)

Since M(e_2 + e_6) = 0, the sum of the second and sixth columns of M is zero. By (29), we have x + m_{26} = 0, u^∗ + m_{36}, m_{46} = 0, m_{52} + v = 0, m_{62} + m_{66} = 0, m_{76} = 0, c + m_{86} = 0 and d + m_{96} = 0. Since M is Hermitian, we have

M =

0 x u u^∗ y 0 −v^∗ −x m_{35} −u^∗ 0 c^∗ d^∗ m_{38} b^∗ 0 −v m_{53} −x −u z a 0 a^∗ w v 0 v^∗ x e f m_{49} g h m_{59} 0 −c^∗ −d^∗ 0 c m_{83} d b e^∗ g^∗ 0 f^∗ h^∗ −c m_{94} m_{95} −d m_{77} m_{78} m_{79} m_{87} m_{88} m_{89} m_{97} m_{98} m_{99}

. (30)

By M^Γ(e_2 + e_6) = 0, consider the form of M^Γ and we have x + m_{53} = 0, u^∗ − u = 0, −v^∗ + v = 0, m_{49} = 0, c^∗ + m_{59} and m_{38} − d^∗ = 0. So u, v ∈ R. Substitute m_{53}, m_{49}, m_{59}, m_{38} into (30). Then M satisfies (27).

(ii) If z = 0, since M ≥ 0, | | | | z a a^∗ w | | | | = −|a|^2 ≥ 0. So a = 0.

We assume z ≠ 0. Let P =

1 −^a_z 1 1 and N = (I3 ⊗ P )^†M(I3 ⊗ P ). Then

N_{22} = P^†M_{22}P = z 0 0 0 w −^{a∗a}_z v 0 v x ,

N_{23} = P^†M_{23}P = e f −^{ae}_z 0 g −^{a∗e}_z h −^{ag}_z −^{a∗f}_z +^{ea∗ a}_{z2} −c^∗ 0 −c^∗ −d^∗ .

Moreover, N_{11} = M_{11}, N_{12} = M_{12} and N_{13} = M_{13}. So N has the form in (27) where a = 0. We replace M with N and come to the conclusion.

(iii) If z = 0, since M ≥ 0, | | | | z e e^∗ m_{77} | | | | = −|e|^2 ≥ 0. So e = 0. Similarly, if y = 0, then b = 0. So we assume z, y ≠ 0.

(If one of z and y is zero, we can prove similarly.)

Let ϕ = −^e_z and λ = −^{eu}_{zy} −^{b∗}_y . We have λy − ϕu + b^∗ = 0 and ϕz + e = 0. Let Q = 1 λ 1 ϕ 1 and N =

(Q ⊗ I_3)^†M(Q ⊗ I_3). Then

N_{13} = λM_{11} + ϕM_{12} + M_{13} = 0 c^∗ + λx − ϕv d^∗ + λu − ϕx d^∗ + λu − ϕx 0 ,

N_{23} = λM^∗_{12} + ϕM_{22} + M_{23} =

0 f + ϕa 0 g + ϕa^∗ h − λv + ϕw −c^∗ − λx + ϕv 0 −c^∗ − λx + ϕv −d^∗ − λu + ϕx .

Moreover, N_{11} = M_{11}, N_{12} = M_{12}, N_{22} = M_{22}. We can verify that N has the form in (28). Then we replace M with N and come to the conclusion.

(iv) Let H, ~H be the matrix obtained by removing the first and sixth rows and columns of M, M^Γ, respectively:

H = A_1 B C_1 B^† A_2 C_2 C^†_1 C^†_2 M_{33} ,

where A_1 = ( x u u y ) , B = ( 0 −v 0 −x ) , A_2 = ( z w ) , C_1 = ( 0 c^∗ d^∗ 0 d^∗ 0 ) , C_2 = ( 0 f 0 g h −c^∗ ) . (31)

~H = A_1 B D_1 B^† A_2 D_2 D^†_1 D^†_2 M_{33} ,

where A_1 = ( x u u y ) , B = ( 0 −v 0 −x ) , A_2 = ( z w ) , D_1 = ( 0 c d 0 d 0 ) , D_2 = ( 0 g^∗ 0 f^∗ h^∗ −c ) . (32)

By M ≥ 0 and In M^Γ = (3, 2, 4), we have

H ≥ 0 and In ~H = (3, 0, 4). (33)

Because M_{12} is Hermitian in (28), by Lemma 16(iii), we have rank(M_{11}) = 2. So A_1 = ( x u u y ) > 0.

For any δ > 0, we replace z, w with z + δ, w + δ and consider the matrix ( A_1 B B^† A_2 ) = x u 0 −v u y 0 −x 0 0 z 0 −v −x 0 w . By

( A_1 B B^† A_2 ) ≥ 0 and A_1 > 0, all order principal minor determinants of x u 0 −v u y 0 −x 0 0 z + δ 0 −v −x 0 w + δ are positive. So it is

a positive-definite matrix. When δ are small enough, In ~H = (3, 0, 4) is unchanged. So we can assume ( A_1 B B^† A_2 ) > 0. (34)

Then, we have

H ≃ A_1 S M_{33} − C^†_1 A^{−1}_1 C_1 − (C^†_2 − C^†_1 A^{−1}_1 B_1)S^{−1}(C_2 − B_1A^{−1}_1 C_1) ,

~H ≃ A_1 S M_{33} − D^†_1A^{−1}_1 D_1 − (D^†_2 − D^†_1A^{−1}_1 B_1)S^{−1}(D_2 − B_1A^{−1}_1 D_1) ,

where S = A_2 − B^†_1A^{−1}_1 B_1. By (34), we have A_1, S > 0. By (33), we have

M_{33} − C^†_1 A^{−1}_1 C_1 − (C^†_2 − C^†_1 A^{−1}_1 B_1)S^{−1}(C_2 − B_1A^{−1}_1 C_1) ≥ 0,

M_{33} − D^†_1A^{−1}_1 D_1 − (D^†_2 − D^†_1A^{−1}_1 B_1)S^{−1}(D_2 − B_1A^{−1}_1 D_1) < 0. So L = D^†_1A^{−1}_1 D_1 + (D^†_2 − D^†_1A^{−1}_1 B_1)S^{−1}(D_2 − B_1A^{−1}_1 D_1) − C^†_1 A^{−1}_1 C_1 − (C^†_2 − C^†_1 A^{−1}_1 B_1)S^{−1}(C_2 − B_1A^{−1}_1 C_1) > 0. (35)

Note that S = A_2 − B^†_1A^{−1}_1 B_1 is a diagonal matrix. We suppose S^{−1} = ( λ μ ) , A^{−1}_1 = ( ϕ τ τ δ ) . Then we compute

⟨2|L|2⟩ = (d^∗, 0) ( ϕ τ τ δ ) ( d 0 ) + (0, −c^∗ + (ϕv + τx)d^∗) ( λ μ ) ( 0 −c + (ϕv + τx)d )

− (d, 0) ( ϕ τ τ δ ) ( d^∗ 0 ) − (0, −c + (ϕv + τx)d) ( λ μ ) ( 0 −c^∗ + (ϕv + τx)d^∗ )

= 0.

That is a contradiction with (35). ⊓⊔ By the lemmas, we arrive at the final result of this section.

Theorem 22 N_{3,3} = {(1, 0, 8), (1, 1, 7), (1, 2, 6), (1, 3, 5), (1, 4, 4), (1, 5, 3), (2, 0, 7), (2, 1, 6), (2, 2, 5), (2, 3, 4), (3, 0, 6), (3, 1, 5), (4, 0, 5)}.

Proof. By Lemma 19–21, we have (3, 2, 4) /∈ N_{3,3}. By Lemma 6 and Theorem 13, we come to the conclusion. ⊓⊔

V. APPLICATIONS

In this section, we apply the techniques and results of previous sections to explore some inertia of partial transpose of 12 × 12 positive semidefinite matrices.

Through Lemma 1, we study the existence of product vectors in the kernel space. In this way, we can exclude some inertias in N_{3,4}.

Theorem 23 (i) (7, 0, 5) /∈ N_{3,4}.

(ii) (7, 1, 4), (7, 2, 3) /∈ N_{3,4}.

(iii) (8, 0, 4), (8, 1, 3), (9, 0, 3) /∈ N_{3,4}.

Proof. (i) We disprove the claim. Assume M ≥ 0 is a 3 × 4 state and In M^Γ = (7, 0, 5). By Lemma 1, the negative space of M^Γ has a product vector α. By Lemma 2, we have Mα = 0, which is a contradiction with In M = (7, 0, 5).

(ii) We disprove the claim. Assume M ≥ 0 is a 3 × 4 state and In M^Γ = (7, 1, 4) or (7, 2, 3). Let N = M + δI_9 where δ > 0. When δ is small enough, we have N^Γ = M^Γ + δI_9 = (7, 0, 5) and N > 0, which is a contradiction with the nonexistence of (7, 0, 5) in (i).

(iii) Similarly to (i), we can prove (8, 0, 4), (9, 0, 3) /∈ N_{3,4}. Similarly to (ii), we can prove (8, 1, 3) /∈ N_{3,4}. ⊓⊔ Through the complete characterization of N_{3,3} in Theorem 22, we can also exclude some inertias in N_{3,4}.

Theorem 24 (6, 2, 4), (6, 3, 3), (5, 4, 3) /∈ N_{3,4}.

Proof. Assume M = [M_{ij} ] ≥ 0 is a 3 × 4 state and In M^Γ = (a, b, c). Let P = diag(0, 1, 1, 1, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0, 1, 1, 1) and N = P^†MP . N is the submatrix of M by removing the first, fifth and ninth rows and columns. Then by Lemma 3, N^Γ = P^†M^ΓP is the submatrix of M^Γ. By Lemma 9, we have

i_+(N^Γ) ≤ i_+(M^Γ) = c. (36)

For the order-12 matrix M^Γ, by Lemma 7, we have

i_−(M^Γ) ≤ i_−

∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ 0 ∗ 0 ∗ 0

∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ 0 0 0

∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ 0 0 0 ∗ ∗ 0 ∗ 0 ∗ 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 ∗ ∗ 0 ∗ 0 ∗ 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

+ i_−

0 0 0 0

0 ∗ 0 ∗ 0 ∗ 0

0 0 0 0 0 ∗ ∗ ∗ 0 0 0

∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ 0 ∗ 0 ∗ 0

∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

∗ ∗ 0 ∗ 0 ∗ 0

0 0 0 0

+ i_−

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 ∗ 0 ∗ 0 ∗ 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 ∗ 0 ∗ 0 ∗ 0 0 ∗ ∗ ∗ 0 0 0

0 ∗ ∗ ∗ 0 0 0

∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ 0 ∗ 0 ∗ 0

+ i_−

0 ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗

0 ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗

0 ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ 0 ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗

0 ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗

0 ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ 0 ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗

0 ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗

0 ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ≤ 3 + i_−(N^Γ). So i_−(N^Γ) ≥ a − 3. (37)

(a) If In M^Γ = (6, 2, 4), by (36) and (37), we have i_−(N^Γ) ≥ 3 and i_+(N^Γ) ≤ 4. By Theorem 22, there is no inertia in N_{3,3} satisfying the conditions. So (6, 2, 4) /∈ N_{3,4}.

(b) If In M^Γ = (6, 3, 3), by (36) and (37), we have i_−(N^Γ) ≥ 3 and i_+(N^Γ) ≤ 3. Similarly to (a), by Theorem 22, there is no inertia in N_{3,3} satisfying the conditions. So (6, 3, 3) /∈ N_{3,4}.

(c) If In M^Γ = (5, 4, 3), by (36) and (37), we have i_−(N^Γ) ≥ 2 and i_+(N^Γ) ≤ 3. Similarly to (a), by Theorem 22, there is no inertia in N_{3,3} satisfying the conditions. So (5, 4, 3) /∈ N_{3,4}. ⊓⊔

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We have shown that the partial transpose of a 9 × 9 semidefinite positive matrix does not have inertia (3, 2, 4) and (4, 1, 4). So we have exhausted all inertias of such matrices. We further study the inertia of partial transpose of positive matrices of higher dimensions. Our results help understand the structure of Hermitian matrices and may construct novel entanglement witnesses in quantum information science.

Acknowledgments

Authors were supported by the NNSF of China (Grant No. 11871089).

[1] Micha, Horodecki, Pawe, Horodecki, Ryszard, and Horodecki. Mixed-state entanglement and distillation: Is there a ”bound” entanglement in nature? Physical Review Letters, 80(24):5239–5242, 1998.

[2] Otfried Gühne and Géza Tóth. Entanglement detection. Physics Reports, 474(1):1–75, 2009. [3] Ryszard Horodecki, Pawel Horodecki, Michal Horodecki, and Karol Horodecki. Quantum entanglement. Review of Modern Physics, 2007.

[4] S. Rana. Negative eigenvalues of partial transposition of arbitrary bipartite states. PHYSICAL REVIEW A, 87(5):1–4, 2013.

[5] N. Johnston. Non-positive-partial-transpose subspaces can be as large as any entangled subspace. Physical Review A, 87(6):459–496, 2013.

[6] A. Peres. Separability criterion for density matrices. Phys. Rev. Lett., 77:1413, 1996.

[7] C. Lin and Dragomir Z. Djokovic. Qubit-qudit states with positive partial transpose. Physical Review A, 86(6):12510–12517, 2012.

[8] P. Horodecki. Separability criterion and inseparable mixed states with positive partial transposition. Phys. Lett. A, 232:333, 1997.

[9] B. M. Terhal and Kgh Vollbrecht. Entanglement of formation for isotropic states. Physical Review Letters, 85(12):2625, 2000.

[10] D. Amaro and M Müller. Design and experimental performance of local entanglement witness operators. 2019. [11] Zheng Da Li, Qi Zhao, Rui Zhang, Li Zheng Liu, and Jian Wei Pan. Measurement-device-independent entanglement witness of tripartite entangled states and its applications. Physical Review Letters, 124(16), 2020.

[12] G. Vidal and R. F. Werner. Computable measure of entanglement. Physical Review A, 65(3):032314, 2002. [13] R. Augusiak, M. Demianowicz, and P. Horodecki. Universal observable detecting all two-qubit entanglement and determinant-based separability tests. Physical Review A, 2008.

[14] Y. Shen, L. Chen, and L. J. Zhao. Inertias of entanglement witnesses. Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical, 53(48):485302 (27pp), 2020.

[15] Changchun Feng, Lin Chen, Chang Xu, and Yi Shen. Inertia of two-qutrit entanglement witnesses. Linear and Multilinear Algebra, 0(0):1–23, 2022.

[16] Chen L and Djokovic D Z. Properties and construction of extreme bipartite states having positive partial transpose, 2013. [17] David, A, Gregory, , , Brenda, Heyink, , , Kevin, N. Vander, and Meulen. Inertia and biclique decompositions of joins of graphs. Journal of Combinatorial Theory, 2003.