arXiv:1710.06048v2 [quant-ph] 26 Jul 2018

Any entanglement of assistance is polygamous

Yu Guo^{1, 2, ∗} 1Institute of Quantum Information Science, Shanxi Datong University, Datong, Shanxi 037009, China 2School of Mathematics and Statistics, Shanxi Datong University, Datong, shanxi 037009, China

We propose a condition for a measure of quantum correlation to be polygamous without the traditional polygamy inequality. It is shown to be equivalent to the standard polygamy inequalities for any continuous measure of quantum correlation with the polygamy power. We then show that any entanglement of assistance is polygamous but not monogamous and any faithful entanglement measure is not polygamous.

I. INTRODUCTION

Monogamy law of quantum correlations as one of the most striking features in quantum world has been explored extensively ever since the distribution of three qubit state entanglement discovered by Coffman, Kundu, and Wootters (CKW) [1–32]. A monogamy relation is quantitatively displayed as an inequality of the following form: Q(A|BC) ≥ Q(A|B) + Q(A|C) , (1) where Q is a measure of bipartite quantum correlation and A, B, C are three subsystems of a composite quantum system, the vertical bar indicates the bipartite split across which we will measure the (bipartite) entanglement. Dually, the polygamy relation in literature is expressed as Q(A|BC) ≤ Q(A|B) + Q(A|C) . (2) However, Eq. (1) [resp. Eq. (2)] captures only partially the property that Q is monogamous (resp. polygamous). For example, it is well known that if Q does not satisfy these relations, it is still possible to find a positive power α ∈ R_+ , such that Q^α satisfies the relation. It was shown that many other measures of entanglement satisfy the monogamy relation (1) or polygamy relation (2) if Q is replaced by Q^α for some α > 1 [1–11].

By now, we only know that entanglement of assistance and entanglement of assistance associated with the Tsallis-q entropy are polygamous for any multipartite systems [12, 16, 30, 44]. Concurrence of assistance, tangle of assistance and negativity of assistance are proved to be polygamous only for multiqubits systems [2, 4, 11, 14]. The polygamy problem for all other entanglement measures remain open for high dimensional systems.

Very recently, we introduced a definition of monogamy without inequalities in [33], which capture the nature of monogamy relation completely. In this paper we present a condition of polygamy without inequalities as in Eq. (2). Our definition of polygamy (see Definition 1 below) does not present as a polygamy relation. But,

∗Electronic address: guoyu3@aliyun.com

as what we will show, our definition is consistent with the traditional notion of polygamy, by showing that Q is polygamous according to our definition if and only if there exists an β > 0 such that Q^β satisfy (2). Consequently, any entanglement of assistance is monogamous according to our definition. We also prove that any faithful entanglement measure (a measure is said to be faithful if it is zero only on separable states) is not polygamy and any entanglement of assistance is not monogamous.

Throughout this paper, a measure of quantum correlation Q refers to any quantity that characterizes the “quantumness” contained in bipartite quantum systems, such as entanglement, quantum discord [34, 35], measurement-induced nonlocality [36], quantum deficit [37], and other quantum correlations introduce recent years [38–43], etc. We denote by S(H^{ABC} ) ≡ S^{ABC} the set of density matrices acting on a tripartite Hilbert space H^A ⊗ H^B ⊗ H^C ≡ H^{ABC} associated with some tripartite system. For ρ^{ABC} ∈ S^{ABC} , ρ^{AB} ≡ Tr_C ρ^{ABC} and ρ^{AC} ≡ Tr_B ρ^{ABC} denote the marginal states on H^{AB} and H^{AC} , respectively.

II. AN EQUIVALENT DEFINITION OF POLYGAMY

Definition 1. Let Q be a measure of quantum correlation. We call Q is polygamous if for any ρ^{ABC} ∈ S^{ABC} that satisfies Q(ρ^{A|BC} ) > max{Q(ρ^{AB}), Q(ρ^{AC} )} > 0 , (3) we have min{Q(ρ^{AB} ), Q(ρ^{AC} )} > 0.

Definition 1 does not involve the standard polygamy relation as (2). However, we can derive a more quantitative inequality from (3):

Theorem 1. Let Q be a continuous measure of quantum correlation. Then, Q is pologamous according to Definition 1 if and only if there exists 0 < β < ∞ such that

Q^β (ρ^{A|BC} ) ≤ Q^β (ρ^{AB} ) + Q^β(ρ^{AC} ) (4)

holds for any ρ^{ABC} ∈ S^{ABC} with fixed dim H^{ABC} = d < ∞. Proof. For any given ρ^{ABC} , we assume that Q(ρ^{A|BC} ) = x, Q(ρ^{AB}) = y and Q(ρ^{AC} ) = z. If x ≤ y or x ≤ z,

TABLE I: The comparison of the polygamy power of several assisted entanglement: concurrence of assistance Ca, negativity of assistance Na, entanglement of assistance E_{f a} associated with the entanglement of formation E_f , tangle of assistance τa and entanglement of assistance Tq_a associated with the Tsallis-q entropy measure Tq .

Ea β(Ea) System Reference Ca 2 2^{⊗3} [2, 4]^{a,b} Na ≥ 2 2^{⊗n} [11]^a E_{f a} ≥ 1 any systems [12, 16] τa ≥ 1 2^{⊗n} [14] Tq_a, q ≥ 1 ≥ 1 any system [30, 44]

aFor pure states.

bβ(C_a) ≥ 2 is proved in [2, 4]. The equality β(C_a) = 2 follows from the saturation by |ψ⟩^{AB} ⊗ |ψ⟩^C as in Eq. (14) below.

Eq. (4) is obvious. If x > max{y, z} > 0, then y > 0 and z > 0 since Q is polygamous. Therefore there always exists γ > 0 such that 1 ≤ ( y x )_γ + ( z x )_γ , (5)

since (_y x )_γ → 1 and (_z x )_γ → 1 when γ decreases. Let f(ρ^{ABC} ) be the largest value of γ that saturates the inequality (5). Since f is continuous and S^{ABC} is compact, we get

β ≡ inf ρ^{ABC} ∈S^{ABC} f(ρ^{ABC} ) < ∞ , (6) which satisfies Eq. (4).

Note that the original polygamy relation of Q^β can be preserved when we lower the power [10]: Let ρ^{ABC} ∈ S^{ABC} and Q be a polygamy measure of quantum correlation. Then Q^β (ρ^{A|BC} ) ≤ Q^β(ρ^{AB} ) + Q^β(ρ^{AC} ) implies Q^γ (ρ^{A|BC} ) ≤ Q^γ (ρ^{AB} ) + Q^γ (ρ^{AC} ) for any γ ∈ [0, β]. (Note that, in [10], the bipartite correlation measure Q is assumed to be normalized. This condition however, is not necessary, which can be easily checked following the argument therein.) We thus call β defined in Eq. (6) the polygamy power of Q, i.e., β(Q) is the supremum for Q^{β(Q)} satisfies Eq. (4) for all the states. For the case of Q is entanglement assistance E_a (see Eq. (7) below) associated with some entanglement measure E, it is always continuous (see Proposition in Appendix). Therefore β(E_a) exists for E_a. We list some examples in Table I. Polygamy power β(E_a) is a dual concept of the monogamy power α(E) (see Theorem 1 in [33]). β(E_a) may depend also on the dimension d ≡ dim H^{ABC} as that of α(E) [33]. Now, the pair [α(E), β(E_a)] reflects the share-ability of continuous entanglement measure E completely. This pair of power indexes advances our understanding of multipartite entanglement although these quantities are difficult to calculate.

III. RESULTS

We show below that any faithful entanglement measure is not polygamous while any entanglement of assistance is polygamous. Recall that, for any given bipartite entanglement measure E (for pure states), the corresponding entanglement of assistance is defined by [33, 45] E_a(ρ^{AB} ) = max_{{pi ,|ψi⟩}} ∑ i p_iE(|ψ_i⟩) , ρ^{AB} ∈ S^{AB} . (7) Theorem 2. Let E_a be an entanglement of assistance as above. If E_a is polygamous (according to Definition 1) on pure tripartite states in H^{ABC} , then it is also polygamous on mixed sates acting on H^{ABC} .

Proof. Let ρ^{ABC} = ∑ j p_j |ψ_j ⟩⟨ψ_j |^{ABC} be a tripartite mixed state acting on H^{ABC} with {p_j , |ψ_j ⟩^{ABC} } being the optimal decomposition such that E_a(ρ^{A|BC} ) = ∑ j p_j E_a ( |ψ_j ⟩^{A|BC} ) . (8)

We also assume w.l.o.g. that p_j > 0. We now suppose E_a(ρ^{A|BC} ) > E_a(ρ^{AB} ) > 0, E_a(ρ^{AB} ) > E_a(ρ^{AC} ), and denote ρ^{AB}_j ≡ Tr_C |ψ_j ⟩⟨ψ_j |^{ABC} . Note that E_a ( |ψ⟩^{A|BC} ) = E ( |ψ⟩^{A|BC} ) ≥ E_a ( ρ^{AB} ) (9) for any |ψ⟩^{ABC} ∈ H^{ABC} since any ensemble of ρ^{AB} can be obtained from |ψ⟩^{ABC} by some LOCC and LOCC can not increase entanglement on average [note that for mixed state ρ^{A|BC} , it is unknown whether E_a(ρ^{A|BC} ) ≥ E_a(ρ^{AB} ) in general]. On the other hand, ∑ j p_j E_a ( |ψ_j ⟩^{A|BC} ) > E_a(ρ^{AB} ) ≥ ∑ j p_j E_a ( ρ^{AB}_j ) .

It follows that there exists some j_0 such that E_a ( |ψ_{j0} ⟩^{A|BC} ) > E_a ( ρ^{AB}_{j0} ) for some j_0. If E_a ( ρ^{AB}_{j0} ) > 0, then E_a ( ρ^{AC}_{j0} ) > 0 since E_a is polygamous on pure tripartite states by assumption. We thus get E_a(ρ^{AC} ) ≥ ∑ j p_j E_a ( ρ^{AC}_j ) > 0 . (10)

If E_a ( ρ^{AB}_{j0} ) = 0, then ρ^{AB}_{j0} = ρ^A_{j0} ⊗ ρ^B_{j0} with ρ^B_{j0} is a pure state (note that ρ^A_{j0} is not pure, or else, E(|ψ_{j0} ⟩^{A|BC} ) = 0, a contradiction). Therefore |ψ_{j0} ⟩^{ABC} ∼= |ψ⟩^{AC} |ψ⟩^B , which reveals that E_a(ρ^{AC}_{j0} ) = E(|ψ⟩^{AC} ) = E(|ψ_{j0} ⟩^{A|BC} ) > 0. This completes the proof.

Theorem 3. For any entanglement measure E, E_a is polygamous.

Proof. We only need to show E_a is polygamous for tripartite pure states by Theorem 2. Note that E_a(|ψ⟩^{A|BC} ) ≥

E_a(ρ^{AB} ) and E_a(|ψ⟩^{A|BC} ) ≥ E_a(ρ^{AC} ) for any pure state |ψ⟩^{A|BC} , where ρ^{AB} and ρ^{AC} are the reduced states. If E_a(|ψ⟩^{A|BC} ) > E_a(ρ^{AB} ) > 0, then ρ^{AC} a mixed state and the ranks of ρ^A and ρ^C are at least 2. Without loss of generality, we suppose ρ^{AC} =

∑_2 j=1 λ_j |x_j ⟩|y_j ⟩⟨x_j |⟨y_j |, where |x_1⟩ and |x_2⟩ are linearly independent, |y_1⟩ and |y_2⟩ are linearly independent. Then ρ^{AC} can be rewritten as ρ^{AC} = |ψ_1⟩⟨ψ_1| + |ψ_2⟩⟨ψ_2|, where |ψ_1⟩ = cd|x_1⟩|y_1⟩ + e|x_2⟩|y_2⟩ and |ψ_2⟩ = d|x_1⟩|y_1⟩ − ce|x_2⟩|y_2⟩ (here, |ψ_{1,2}⟩ is unnormalized) with (1 + c^2)d^2 = λ_1 and (1 + c^2)e^2 = λ_2. This reveals E_a(ρ^{AC} ) > 0. By Definition 1, E_a is polygamous on pure states, which completes the proof together with Theorem 2.

Theorem 4. Any faithful entanglement measure can not be polygamous.

Theorem 4 is obvious from the following two examples. The first example is the the generalized GHZ-class state that admit the multipartite Schmidt decomposition [46, 47].

Example 1 We consider the following pure state |ψ⟩^{A|B1B2 ···Bn} = k−1∑ j=0 λ_j |j^{(0)}⟩|j^{(1)}⟩ ⊗ · · · ⊗ |j^{(n)}⟩ , (11)

where {|j^{(0)}⟩} is an orthonormal set in H^A, and {|j^{(i)}⟩} is an orthonormal set of H^{Bi} , ∑ j λ^2_j = 1, λ_j > 0, k ≤ min{dim H^A, dim H^{B1} , . . . , dim H^{Bn} }, i = 1, 2, . . . , n, n ≥ 3. We always have E(|ψ⟩^{A|B1 B2 ···Bn} ) > 0 while E(ρ^{ABi} ) = 0 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

Example 2 For the three qubit state |ϕ⟩^{ABC} = 1 √ 5 ( √ 2|000⟩ + √ 2|110⟩ + |111⟩) , (12)

we can easily calculate that C(|ϕ⟩^{A|BC} ) ≈ 0.9798, C(ρ^{AB} ) ≈ 0.7999 and ρ^{AC} is separable.

For 2 ⊗ 2 ⊗ 2^m systems, m ≥ 1, it is shown in [9] that N^β (|ψ⟩^{A|BC} ) ≤ N^β (ρ^{AB} ) + N^β(ρ^{AC} ) and E^β(ρ^{A|BC} ) ≤ E^β (ρ^{AB} ) + E^β (ρ^{AC} ) for E is the convex-roof extended negativity or E = E_f whenever β ≤ 0. However, these statements are not true from the states in Eqs. (11,12).

By Definition 1 in [33], an entanglement measure E is monogamous if for any ρ^{ABC} ∈ S^{ABC} that satisfies the disentangling condition

E(ρ^{A|BC} ) = E(ρ^{AB} ) > 0 (13)

we have that E(ρ^{AC} ) = 0. We remark here that, if E_a(ρ^{A|BC} ) = E_a(ρ^{AB} ) > 0 and E_a(ρ^{AC} )=0, then ρ^{ABC} = |ψ⟩^{AB} ⟨ψ| ⊗ ρ^C (14) for some entangled pure state |ψ⟩^{AB} ∈ H^{AB} and ρ^C is of rank one. If ρ^C in Eq. (14) is a mixed state, then E_a(ρ^{A|BC} ) = E_a(ρ^{AB} ) > 0 and E_a(ρ^{AC} ) > 0. That is, there exits mixed state ρ^{ABC} that does not satisfy the disentangling condition (13). We thus obtain the following:

Theorem 5. Any assistance of entanglement is not monogamous.

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

In conclusion, we improved the traditional definition of polygamy for measures of quantum correlation. For continuous measure Q, our definition is equivalent to the polygamy relations in the form of 2 with Q is replaced by Q^β. We completely settled the polygamy problem for the case of entanglement by showing that any entanglement measure is not polygamous and any entanglement of assistance is always polygamous but not monogamous. Our results covers all the previous results about the polygamy of entanglement. Along this line, it remains to determine the polygamy power of entanglement assistance, which need to be further explored. In addition, we should note that for any given measure of quantum correlation, it cannot be monogamous and polygamous simultaneously in general. The only states that both monogamous and polygamous are those in (14) whenever ρ^C is pure.

Acknowledgments

This work is supported by the Natural Science Foundation of Shanxi Province under Grant No. 201701D121001 and the National Natural Science Foundation of China under Grant No. 11301312.

Appendix

In [48] we proved that C is a continuous function. We show below that, for any entanglement measure E, the associated entanglement of assistance E_a is continuous provided that E is continuous on pure states. With no loss of generality, we consider the case where E is concurrence. The other cases, i.e., E = N, τ, E_f , T_q, or the Rényi-α entanglement R_α, etc., can be argued similarly.

Proposition. C_a is continuous for both finite- and infinite-dimensional systems, i.e.,

lim_{n→∞} C_a(ρ_n) = C_a(ρ) whenever lim_{n→∞} ρ_n = ρ (15)

in the trace-norm topology.

Proof. To prove the continuity of C_a, let us extend the concurrence of states to that of self-adjoint trace-class operators.

Let A be a self-adjoint trace-class operators acting on H^A ⊗ H^B . We define the concurrence of assistance of A by C_a(A) = Tr(|A|)C_a( |A| Tr(|A|) ) , (16) where |A| = (A^†A)^{12} . It is immediate that C_a(A) ≤ C_a(B) whenever 0 ≤ |A| ≤ |B|. In fact, for any rankone projection decomposition of |A|, |A| = ∑ i λ_i|ψ_i⟩⟨ψ_i|, λ_i > 0, then for any rank-one projection decomposition of |B|, |B| = ∑ i λ_i|ψ_i⟩⟨ψ_i|+ ∑ j δ_j |ϕ_j ⟩⟨ϕ_j |, δ_j > 0, where ∑ j δ_j |ϕ_j ⟩⟨ϕ_j | = |B| − |A|. This leads to C_a(A) ≤ C_a(B). Assume that ρ_n, ρ ∈ S^{AB} and lim_{n→∞} ρ_n = ρ. Let ϑ_n = ρ − ρ_n and let

ϑ_n = ∑ k(n) λ_{k(n)}|η_{k(n)}⟩⟨η_{k(n)}|

be its spectral decomposition.

We claim that

C_a(ρ) = C_a(ρ_n + ϑ_n) ≤ C_a(ρ_n) − C_a(ϑ_n) . (17)

For any ε > 0, there exist ensembles {p_{k(n)}, |ψ_{k(n)}⟩} and {q_{l(n)}, |ϕ_{l(n)}⟩} of ρ_n and |ϑ_n|, respectively, and 0 < ϵ_1, ϵ_2 < ε, such that

C_a(ρ_n) = ∑ k(n) p_{k(n)}C(|ψ_{k(n)}⟩) + ϵ_1 2 and C_a(|ϑ_n|) = ∑ l(n) q_{l(n)}C(|ϕ_{l(n)}⟩) + ϵ_2 2 . (18)

It follows that

C_a(ρ_n + ϑ_n) ≥ C_a(ρ_n − |ϑ_n|) ≥ ∑ k(n) p_{k(n)}C(|ψ_{k(n)}⟩) − ∑ l(n) q_{l(n)}C(|ϕ_{l(n)}⟩) = C_a(ρ_n) − C_a(ϑ_n) − ϵ_1 − ϵ_2 2 . Since ε is arbitrarily given, the claim is proved.

Similarly, using C_a(ρ_n) = C_a(ρ − ϑ_n) ≥ C_a(ρ − |ϑ_n|), we obtain

C_a(ρ_n) ≥ C_a(ρ) − C_a(ϑ_n) ,

which, together with Eq. (18), implies that |C_a(ρ_n) − C_a(ρ)| ≤ C_a(ϑ_n) . Observing that C_a(ϑ_n) → 0 (n → ∞) since C_a(ϑ_n) ≤ ∑ k(n) √ 2|λ_{k(n)}| and Tr(|ϑ_n|) = ∑ k(n) |λk(n)| → 0, we get lim_{n→∞} C_a(ρ_n) = C_a(ρ) as desired.

The discussion above implies that, if E(|ψ⟩^{AB} ) = f(ρ^A) is a continuous function of ρ^A, where |ψ⟩^{AB} ∈ H^A ⊗ H^B , ρ^A = Tr_B |ψ⟩^{AB} ⟨ψ|, then E_a is continuous as well.

[1] Coffman, V., Kundu, J., Wootters. W.K.: Distributed entanglement. Phys. Rev. A 61, 052306 (2000).

[2] Gour, G., Meyer, D.A., Sanders, B.C.: Deterministic entanglement of assistance and monogamy constraints. Phys. Rev. A 72, 042329 (2005).

[3] Osborne, T.J., Verstraete, F.: General Monogamy Inequality for Bipartite Qubit Entanglement. Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 220503 (2006).

[4] Gour, G., Bandyopadhyay, S., Sanders, B.C.: Dual monogamy inequality for entanglement. J. Math. Phys. 48, 012108 (2007).

[5] Ou, Y.C., Fan, H.: Monogamy inequality in terms of negativity for three-qubit states. Phys. Rev. A 75, 062308 (2007).

[6] Zhu, X.N., Fei, S.M.: Entanglement monogamy relations of qubit systems. Phys. Rev. A 90, 024304 (2014) [7] Bai, Y.K., Xu, Y.F., Wang, Z.D.: General Monogamy Relation for the Entanglement of Formation in Multiqubit Systems. Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 100503 (2014) [8] Choi, J.H., Kim, J.S.: Negativity and strong monogamy of multiparty quantum entanglement beyond qubits. Phys. Rev. A 92, 042307 (2015).

[9] Luo, Y., Li, Y.: Monogamy of αth power entanglement measurement in qubit systems. Ann. Phys. 362, 511-520 (2015).

[10] Kumar, A.: Conditions for monogamy of quantum correlations in multipartite systems. Phys. Lett. A 380, 3044- 3050 (2016).

[11] Kim, J.S., Das, A., Sanders, B.C.: Entanglement monogamy of multipartite higher-dimensional quantum systems using convex-roof extended negativity. Phys. Rev. A 79, 012329 (2009).

[12] Buscemi, F., Gour, G., Kim, J.S.: Phys. Rev. A 80, 012324 (2009).

[13] Kim, J.S.: Polygamy of entanglement in multipartite quantum systems. Phys. Rev. A 80, 022302 (2009).

[14] Li, Z.G., Fei, S.M., Albeverio, S., Liu, W.M.: Bound of entanglement of assistance and monogamy constraints. Phys. Rev. A 80, 034301 (2009).

[15] Streltsov, A., Adesso, G., Piani, M., Bruß, D.: Are General Quantum Correlations Monogamous? Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 050503 (2012).

[16] Kim, J.S.: General polygamy inequality of multiparty quantum entanglement. Phys. Rev. A 85, 062302 (2012).

[17] Braga, et al.:Monogamy of quantum discord by multipartite correlations. Phys. Rev. A 86, 062106 (2012).

[18] Liu, S.Y., Li, B., Yang, W.L., Fan, H.: Monogamy deficit for quantum correlations in a multipartite quantum system. Phys. Rev. A 87, 062120 (2013).

[19] Reid, M.D.: Monogamy inequalities for the Einstein- Podolsky-Rosen paradox and quantum steering. Phys. Rev. A 88, 062108 (2013).

[20] Oliveira, T.R. de, Cornelio, M.F., Fanchini, F.F.:

Monogamy of entanglement of formation. Phys. Rev. A 89, 034303 (2014) [21] Regula, B., DiMartino, S., Lee, S., Adesso, G.: Strong Monogamy Conjecture for Multiqubit Entanglement: The Four-Qubit Case. Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 110501 (2014).

[22] Eltschka, C., Siewert, J.: Monogamy Equalities for Qubit

Entanglement from Lorentz Invariance. Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 140402 (2015).

[23] Zhu, X.N., Fei, S.M.: Entanglement monogamy relations of concurrence for N-qubit systems. Phys. Rev. A 92, 062345 (2015).

[24] Lancien, C., et al.: Should entanglement measures be monogamous or faithful? Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 060501 (2016).

[25] Lami, L., Hirche, C., Adesso, G., Winter, A.: Schur Complement Inequalities for Covariance Matrices and Monogamy of Quantum Correlations. Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 220502 (2016).

[26] Song, W., et al.: General monogamy relation of multiqubit systems in terms of squared Rényi-α entanglement. Phys. Rev. A 93, 022306 (2016).

[27] Luo, Y., Tian, T., Shao, L.H., Li, Y.: General monogamy of Tsallis q-entropy entanglement in multiqubit systems. Phys. Rev. A 93, 062340 (2016).

[28] Kumar, A., Dhar, H.S.: Lower bounds on the violation of the monogamy inequality for quantum correlation measures. Phys. Rev. A 93, 062337 (2016).

[29] Jia, Z.A., Wu, Y.C., Guo, G.C.: Monogamy relation in no-disturbance theories. Phys. Rev. A 94, 012111 (2016).

[30] Kim, J.S.: Tsallis entropy and general polygamy of multiparty quantum entanglement in arbitrary dimensions. Phys. Rev. A 94, 062338 (2016).

[31] Cheng, S., Hall, M.J.W.: Anisotropic Invariance and the Distribution of Quantum Correlations. Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, 010401 (2017).

[32] Allen, G.W. Meyer, D.A.: Polynomial Monogamy Relations for Entanglement Negativity. Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, 080402 (2017).

[33] Gour, G., Guo, Y.: Monogamy of entanglement without inequalities. arXiv: quant-ph/1710.03295v1.

[34] Ollivier, H., Zurek, W.H.: Quantum Discord: A Measure of the Quantumness of Correlations. Phys. Rev. Lett. 88, 017901 (2001).

[35] Henderson, L., Vedral, V.: Classical, quantum and total correlations. J. Phys. A 34, 6899 (2001).

[36] Luo, S., Fu, S.: Measurement-induced nonlocality. Phys.

Rev. Lett. 106, 120401 (2011).

[37] Oppenheim, J., Horodecki, M., Horodecki, P., Horodecki, R.: Thermodynamical Approach to Quantifying Quantum Correlations. Phys. Rev. Lett. 89, 180402 (2002).

[38] Wiseman, H.M., Jones, S.J., Doherty, A.C.: Phys. Rev.

Lett. 98, 140402 (2007).

[39] Wu, S., Poulsen, U.V., Mølmer, K.: Correlations in local measurements on a quantum state, and complementarity as an explanation of nonclassicality. Phys. Rev. A 80, 032319 (2009).

[40] Groisman, B., Popescu, S., Winter, A.: Phys. Rev. A 72, 032317 (2005).

[41] Luo, S.: Using measurement-induced disturbance to characterize correlations as classical or quantum. Phys. Rev. A 77, 022301 (2008).

[42] Guo, Y., Wu, S.: Quantum correlation exists in any nonproduct state. Sci. Rep. 4 7179 (2014).

[43] Guo, Y., Li, X., Li, B., Fan, H.: Quantum correlation induced by the average distance between the reduced states. Int. J. Theor. Phys. 54, (6) 2011-2030 (2015).

[44] Kim, J.S. Tsallis entropy and entanglement constraints in multiqubit systems. Phys. Rev. A 81, 062328 (2010).

[45] DiVincenzo,D.P., et al.: Entanglement of Assistance.

Lecture Notes in Computer Science 1509 247 (1999). [46] Guo, Y., Du, S., Li, X., Wu, S.: Entangled bases with fixed Schmidt number. J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 48, 245301 (2015).

[47] Guo, Y., Jia, Y., Li, X.: Multipartite unextendible entangled basis. Quant. Inf. Proc. 14, 3553 (2015).

[48] Guo, Y., Hou, J., Wang, Y.: Concurrence for infinitedimensional quantum systems. Quant. Inf. Process. 12, 2641-2653 (2013).