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Abstract

We investigate questions about the cone SEPn of separable bipartite states, consisting of
the Hermitian matrices acting on Cn ⊗ Cn that can be written as conic combinations of rank
one matrices of the form xx∗ ⊗ yy∗ with x, y ∈ Cn. Bipartite states that are not separable
are said to be entangled. Detecting quantum entanglement is a fundamental task in quantum
information and a hard computational problem. We explore the Doherty-Parrilo-Spedaglieri
(DPS) hierarchy of semidefinite conic approximations for SEPn when the bipartite states have
some additional structural properties: first, (i) for states with diagonal unitary invariance, and
second (ii) for states with Bose symmetry. In case (i) we show that the DPS hierarchy can be
block diagonalized, which, combining with its moment reformulation, leads to a substantially
more efficient implementation. In case (ii), we give a characterization of the dual hierarchy, in
terms of sums of squares of Hermitian complex polynomials, extending a known result in the
generic case. It turns out that the completely positive cone CPn, its dual cone COPn, and their

sums-of-squares based conic approximations K(t)
n , play a central role in these two settings (i),(ii).

We clarify these connections and test the block diagonal relaxations on classes of examples.
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1 Introduction

In quantum information theory, a bipartite quantum state corresponds to a Hermitian positive
semidefinite matrix1 ρAB acting on a tensor product space CnA ⊗ CnB . Each of the two Hilbert
spaces CnA and CnB corresponds to a part of a bipartite quantum system, also referred to as its A-
and B-registers; the notation ρAB is meant to reflect this fact and is commonly used in quantum
information theory. Then, the state ρAB is said to be separable when it can written as a sum of
tensor product states, of the form X ⊗ Y with X ∈ HermnA

+ and Y ∈ HermnB
+ , in which case ρAB

acts ‘separately’ on each register of the quantum system. When ρAB is not separable it is said to
be entangled. Entanglement is a physical resource that can be used to carry out more efficiently on
a quantum computer certain tasks in computation, communication, teleportation, etc. We refer,
e.g., to the books [NC00, Wat18] for background in quantum information theory. From now on
we assume nA = nB = n, but we may sometimes still use the letters nA, nB to stress the roles
of the two A- and B-registers in the system. The set of separable states in Herm(Cn ⊗ Cn) can
alternatively be described as

SEPn = cone{xx∗ ⊗ yy∗ : x, y ∈ Cn, ∥x∥ = ∥y∥ = 1} ⊆ Herm(Cn ⊗ Cn). (1)

Testing whether a given bipartite state is separable or entangled is a fundamental problem in
quantum information theory, which has been shown to be computationally hard (Gurvits [Gur03]).

Doherty, Parrilo and Spedaglieri [DPS02, DPS04] introduced a hierarchy of semidefinite relax-

ations DPS
(t)
n (for t ≥ 1) for the separable cone SEPn, having the property that it is complete: if a

state ρAB is entangled, then ρAB ̸∈ DPS
(t)
n for some order t, i.e., entanglement is detected at some

finite level of the DPS hierarchy. Testing membership in the relaxation DPS
(t)
n amounts to testing

feasibility of a semidefinite program involving t + 1 matrices of size nt+1, thus rapidly increasing
with the relaxation order t. This motivates investigating more economical relaxations when dealing
with classes of bipartite states that enjoy some structural properties.

In this paper we investigate the following structural properties: when the bipartite state is
invariant under some diagonal unitaries, leading to classes of bipartite states coined in the literature
as CLDUIn, LDUIn and LDOIn, and when the bipartite state is Bose symmetric. For separable
bipartite states enjoying some of these structural properties, there are interesting connections with
the cone CPn of completely positive matrices, a well-studied matrix cone in matrix theory and

1We consider here unnormalized states, i.e., we do not require that ρAB has trace one. This restriction, which is
common in quantum information, is however just a matter of scaling.
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optimization. Some natural extensions of CPn have been introduced in quantum information theory,
known as PCPn and TCPn, consisting of all pairwise (triplewise) completely positive matrices (exact
definitions follow below). Via conic duality there are also intimate links to positive polynomials
and their characterizations in terms of sums of squares of polynomials. This leads in particular
to connections with the copositive cone COPn, the dual cone of CPn, and some of its semidefinite
approximation hierarchies.

Diagonal unitary invariant bipartite states

Following Johnston and MacLean [JM19] and Singh and Nechita [SN21], we say that a bipartite
state ρAB ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ Cn) is conjugate local diagonal unitary invariant 2 (CLDUI, for short) if

ρAB = (U ⊗ U)ρAB(U ⊗ U)∗ for all U ∈ DUn. (2)

Here, DUn is the set of diagonal unitaries, which consists of the matrices U = Diag(u) for u ∈ Tn,
where T = {z ∈ C : |z| = 1}. Analogously, ρAB is local diagonal unitary invariant (LDUI) if

ρAB = (U ⊗ U)ρAB(U ⊗ U)∗ for all U ∈ DUn (3)

and ρAB is local diagonal orthogonal invariant (LDOI) if it satisfies

ρAB = (O ⊗O)ρAB(O ⊗O)∗ for all O = Diag(o) with o ∈ {±1}n. (4)

Let CLDUIn, LDUIn and LDOIn denote the sets of bipartite states with the relevant invariance
properties, so that CLDUIn ∪ LDUIn ⊆ LDOIn. If, in (2) and (3), one would ask invariance under
all unitaries (instead of all diagonal unitaries), then one gets the class of (CLDUI) Werner states
[Wer89] and (LDUI) isotropic states [HH99]. As observed in [JM19, SN21] and recalled in (5)-(7)
below, CLDUI, LDUI, and LDOI states have a very special sparsity pattern.

A matrix ρAB ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ Cn) is indexed by [n]2, whose elements are the sequences (i, j) in
[nA] × [nB], simply denoted as ij for compact notation; so3, ρAB = ((ρAB)ij,kl)i,k∈[nA],j,l∈[nB ]. Its
support supp(ρAB) is defined as the set of positions corresponding to nonzero entries of ρAB, thus
consisting of the pairs (ij, kl) ∈ [n]2 × [n]2 with (ρAB)ij,kl ̸= 0. Define the sets

Ωn = {(ij, ij) : i, j ∈ [n]} ∪ {(ii, jj) : i, j ∈ [n]},
Φn = {(ij, ij) : i, j ∈ [n]} ∪ {(ij, ji) : i, j ∈ [n]}.

For a matrix ρAB ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ Cn), the following equivalences hold:

ρAB is CLDUI ⇐⇒ supp(ρAB) ⊆ Ωn, (5)

ρAB is LDUI ⇐⇒ supp(ρAB) ⊆ Φn, (6)

ρAB is LDOI ⇐⇒ supp(ρAB) ⊆ Ωn ∪ Φn. (7)

As an illustration, we give the (easy) argument for (5). Let U = Diag(u) with u ∈ Tn, and let
i, j, k, l ∈ [n]. Then, we have ((U ⊗ U)ρAB(U ⊗ U)∗)ij,kl = uiuj ukul(ρAB)ij,kl, which is equal to
(ρAB)ij,kl if (i, k) = (j, l) or (i, j) = (k, l). At any other position, there exists u ∈ Tn such that
uiuj ukul ̸= 1, which implies (ρAB)ij,kl = 0. This shows (5) and the argument is similar for (6)-(7).

2The name reflects the fact that each U is ‘diagonal unitary’ and ‘conjugate local’ refers to the fact that U acts
on the A-register while its conjugate U acts on the B-register.

3The letters nA, nB are used to stress the different roles of the indices, but recall nA = nB = n.
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Hence, the nonzero entries of an LDOI matrix ρAB ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ Cn) are fully captured by a
triplet of matrices (X,Y, Z) ∈ Rn×n × Hermn × Hermn, obtained by setting

X = ((ρAB)ij,ij)
n
i,j=1, Y = ((ρAB)ii,jj)

n
i,j=1, Z = ((ρAB)ij,ji)

n
i,j=1; (8)

note that diag(X) = diag(Y ) = diag(Z) holds. Conversely, given (X,Y, Z) ∈ Rn×n×Hermn×Hermn

with diag(X) = diag(Y ) = diag(Z), one can define a matrix ρAB ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ Cn) via relation
(8), with zero entries at all other positions; following [SN21], this matrix is denoted ρ(X,Y,Z). For
the reader’s convenience, its explicit description reads

ρ(X,Y,Z)

=
n∑

i,j=1

Xijeie
∗
i ⊗ eje

∗
j +

∑
i̸=j∈[n]

Yijeie
∗
j ⊗ eie

∗
j +

∑
i̸=j∈[n]

Zijeie
∗
j ⊗ eje

∗
i

=
n∑

i,j=1

Xij(ei ⊗ ej)(ei ⊗ ej)
∗ +

∑
i̸=j∈[n]

Yij(ei ⊗ ei)(ej ⊗ ej)
∗

+
∑

i̸=j∈[n]

Zij(ei ⊗ ej)(ej ⊗ ei)
∗.

(9)

Hence, ρ(X,Y,Z) is LDOI by construction. Set d = diag(X) = diag(Y ) = diag(Z) ∈ Rn. When Y is
diagonal, set ρ(X,·,Z) = ρ(X,Diag(d),Z), which is LDUI by construction, and when Z is diagonal, set
ρ(X,Y ) = ρ(X,Y,Diag(d)), which is CLDUI by construction. In other words, ρ(X,Y,Z) can be written
(after suitably permuting its rows/columns) as a block-diagonal matrix of the form

ρ(X,Y,Z) ≃ Y ⊕⊕1≤i<j≤n

(
Xij Zij

Zji Xji

)
. (10)

Hence, ρ(X,Y,Z) ⪰ 0 if and only if Y ⪰ 0 and each of the above 2 × 2 matrices is positive semidef-
inite. Furthermore, Tr[ρ(X,Y,Z)] = 1 (i.e. ρ(X,Y,Z) is a normalized quantum state) if and only if∑

i,j∈[n]Xi,j = 1.
Observe that going from the CLDUI sparsity pattern to the LDUI sparsity pattern amounts to

“taking the partial transpose TB with respect to the B-register” (see (18)). Roughly, this means
switching the second indices, i.e., mapping position (ih, jk) to position (ik, jh). In particular,

ρTB

(X,Y,Z) = ρ(X,Z,Y ), ρTB

(X,Y ) = ρ(X,·,Y ). (11)

So, the CLDUI and LDOI sparsity structures can be seen as the main players, but additional
symmetry structure can be added to LDUI states as we see below.

(Pairwise/triplewise) completely positive matrices

Following [JM19, SN21], define the cone PCPn (resp., the cone TCPn) consisting of all matrix
pairs (X,Y ) for which the bipartite state ρ(X,Y ) is separable (resp., all matrix triplets (X,Y, Z) for
which ρ(X,Y,Z) is separable). It turns out that these two cones can be seen as generalizations of the
classical completely positive cone CPn, defined as

CPn = conv{xxT : x ∈ Rn
+}. (12)
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Indeed, the following links between the cones CPn, PCPn and TCPn are shown in [JM19, SN21]
(recalled in Lemma 2.10 with a short proof). For a matrix X ∈ Sn,

X ∈ CPn ⇐⇒ (X,X) ∈ PCPn (i.e., ρ(X,X) ∈ SEPn)

⇐⇒ (X,X,X) ∈ TCPn (i.e., ρ(X,X,X) ∈ SEPn).
(13)

Accordingly, elements of PCPn (TCPn) are called pairwise (triplewise) completely positive.

Bose symmetric bipartite states

Let BS(Cn ⊗ Cn) ⊆ Herm(Cn ⊗ Cn) denote the set of Bose symmetric (or simply symmetric)
bipartite states ρAB, i.e., satisfying the following permutation invariance property:

(ρAB)ij,kl = (ρAB)ij,lk for all i, j, k, l ∈ [n].

Hence, any ρAB ∈ BS(Cn ⊗ Cn) leaves S2(Cn) invariant and vanishes on (S2(Cn))⊥, so that
BS(Cn ⊗ Cn) ≃ Herm(S2(Cn)). Clearly, any state xx∗ ⊗ xx∗ is Bose symmetric and, in fact,
these states generate the cone SEPBS

n , defined as the set of separable Bose symmetric states:

SEPBS
n := SEPn ∩ BS(Cn ⊗ Cn) = cone{xx∗ ⊗ xx∗ : x ∈ Sn−1}. (14)

(See Lemma 2.3 for a short argument.) Note that Bose symmetric states with LDOI pattern arise in
the following way, as directly follows using relation (8): for a bipartite state ρAB ∈ Herm(Cn⊗Cn),

ρAB ∈ LDOIn ∩ BS(Cn ⊗ Cn) ⇐⇒
ρAB = ρ(X,Y,X) for some X ∈ Sn, Y ∈ Hermn with diag(X) = diag(Y ).

(15)

We will give a class of examples in Section 4.3 as an illustration for the case n = 3.

Our contributions and organization of the paper

The above connections suggest the following natural questions:
• Is it possible to adapt the DPS hierarchy in order to test separability of CLDUI (or LDUI, LDOI)
bipartite quantum states in a more economical way?
• Is there a link between the DPS hierarchy for separable bipartite states and the well-known
hierarchy of semidefinite relaxations for the cone CPn (and its dual, the copositive cone COPn)?
These questions form the main motivation for our work. We address the first question in Section 3
and the second one in Section 4.

In Section 3 we show that the sparsity structure of CLDUI (LDUI, LDOI) states can be trans-
ported to every level of the DPS hierarchy. In a nutshell, we show that the matrices involved in the
semidefinite program modeling the DPS relaxation at any given level t inherit the sparsity struc-
ture of the original bipartite state (Theorem 3.1) and, moreover, that they enjoy a block-diagonal
structure (Theorem 3.9). As an application, solving these semidefinite programs is much more
efficient, which makes it possible to compute the relaxations at higher order. In Corollary 3.11,
we give an estimate on the size of the matrices involved in the semidefinite programs modeling the
level t DPS relaxation in the tensor setting and, in Lemma 5.4, we indicate the maximum block size
when reformulating the relaxation in the moment framework. We also refer to Tables 4, 5, 6 that
show the comparative explicit matrix sizes for small n and t (when reformulating the SDP in the
polynomial optimization framework). We report about computational experiments in Section 5.3.
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It turns out that the second question – about links between the hierarchy of conic approximations
for COPn and the DPS hierarchy – was considered in the recent paper [GNP25], of which we
learned while completing the present manuscript. We revisit this question in Section 4, where we
additionally offer some sharpenings and more compact arguments. The analysis relies in a crucial
manner on the dual objects, the dual cone of SEPn and the copositive cone COPn that tie naturally
with positive polynomials and sums of squares. In particular, we show a characterization of the
dual of the variation (31) of the DPS hierarchy adapted to Bose symmetric states (Theorem 4.1),
which fully mirrors an earlier result of Fang and Fawzi [FF20] for general bipartite states. Based on
this characterization, one can then easily establish a correspondence between the hierarchy of inner

conic approximations K(t)
n for the copositive cone COPn, and the dual of the symmetry-adapted

DPS hierarchy (Theorem 4.4), thereby essentially recovering a recent result of [GNP25].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the main concepts and provide

background facts on the main players in the paper, including the cones CPn, SEPn, DPS
(t)
n , PCPn

and their duals, and we review basic properties of bipartite states with diagonal unitary invariance.
In Section 3, we investigate how to exploit the sparsity structure of CLDUI (LDUI, LDOI) states
in order to design an adapted, more economical variation of the DSP hierarchy; we show that this
leads to a reformulation involving matrices with a block-diagonal structure. Section 4 is devoted
to Bose symmetric bipartite states; we first give a characterization of the dual symmetry-adapted
DPS hierarchy, which we then use to establish a correspondence between the hierarchy of cones

K(t)
n and the symmetry-adapted DPS hierarchy. In Section 5 we discuss several issues regarding

the practical implementation of the DPS hierarchy. We first indicate how to reformulate it in
the ‘moment setting’, which is the right setting permitting to remove the redundancies that are
inherent to the ‘tensor setting’ in which the DPS hierarchy is originally defined. This applies
to general bipartite states, as well as to bipartite states with some diagonal unitary invariance.
After that, we report on numerical experiments that have been carried out on classes of bipartite
states with LDOI sparsity structure, motivated by the so-called PPT2 conjecture from quantum
information theory.

2 Preliminaries and background results

2.1 Preliminaries on notation

We begin with introducing notation on matrices, tensors, and polynomials, used throughout the
paper. Thereafter, we group basic definitions and preliminary results about the various objects
that are the main players in the paper. This includes the DPS hierarchy and the associated dual
cones, a semidefinite hierarchy for the copositive cone and the associated dual cones for (pairwise)
completely positive matrices, and basic facts on bipartite states with diagonal unitary invariance.
So, this section offers a road map through the main players of the paper and can serve as a gentle
introduction to the subject.

Matrices and tensors

For integers 1 ≤ k ≤ n, set [k : n] = {k, k + 1, . . . , n − 1, n} and [n] = [1 : n], and let Gn denote
the group of permutations of the set [n]. Let T ⊆ C denote the set of complex numbers z with
squared modulus |z|2 = zz = 1. We use the notation i =

√
−1 ∈ T. For a complex number z ∈ C,

Re(z) = (z + z)/2 denotes its real part; the notation extends to vectors and matrices by taking
the entrywise real part. Let e1, . . . , en denote the standard unit vectors that form an orthonormal
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basis of Kn, for K = R, C. For u ∈ Kn, ∥u∥ =
√
u∗u is the Euclidean norm, where u∗ = uT denotes

the conjugate transpose of u. Let Sn−1 = {u ∈ Cn : ∥u∥ = 1} denote the unit sphere in Cn.
We use the trace inner product ⟨X,Y ⟩ = Tr(X∗Y ) for matrices X,Y ∈ Kn×n, with X∗ =

X
T

denoting the conjugate transpose of X. A matrix X is Hermitian if X∗ = X and positive
semidefinite, denoted as X ⪰ 0, if all its eigenvalues are nonnegative. Let Hermn (resp., Sn) denote
the set of n × n Hermitian (resp., real symmetric) matrices and Hermn

+ (resp., Sn
+) its subcone of

positive semidefinite matrices. For a matrix X ∈ Cn×n, kerX denotes its kernel (all vectors w ∈ Cn

such that Xw = 0). Moreover, diag(X) = (Xii)
n
i=1 denotes the vector consisting of its diagonal

entries and, for a vector x ∈ Cn, Diag(x) ∈ Cn×n denotes the diagonal matrix with Xii = xi for
i ∈ [n], and DX = Diag(diag(X)) denotes the diagonal matrix with same diagonal entries as X.
We let In, Jn denote, respectively, the identity matrix and the all-ones matrix of size n× n.

The support of a matrix X ∈ Hermn is the set supp(X) = {(i, j) ∈ [n]2 : i ̸= j,Xi,j ̸= 0}
consisting of the off-diagonal positions corresponding to nonzero entries. Then, X is said to be
supported on a graph G = ([n], E) if supp(X) ⊆ E, i.e., Xi,j = 0 if (i, j) is not an edge of G.

We use the symbol ‘◦’ to denote the Hadamard product and ‘⊗’ to denote the tensor product.
Given two vectors u, v ∈ Cn, their Hadamard product is u ◦ v = (uivi)

n
i=1 ∈ Cn. The definition

applies analogously to matrices: A ◦ B = (AijBij)i∈[m],j∈[n] for A,B ∈ Cm×n. Given vectors
u ∈ Cn1 , v ∈ Cn2 , their tensor product is u ⊗ v ∈ Cn1 ⊗ Cn2 with entries (u ⊗ v)i1i2 = ui1vi2 for
i1 ∈ [n1], i2 ∈ [n2]. Analogously, given matrices A ∈ Cm1×n1 , B ∈ Cm2×n2 , their tensor product is
A⊗ B ∈ Cm1×n1 ⊗ Cm2×n2 with entries (A⊗ B)(i1,i2),(j1,j2) = Ai1,j1Bi2,j2 for (i1, i2) ∈ [m1] × [m2]
and (j1, j2) ∈ [n1]× [n2]. Given A ∈ Cn×n, the following (easy) observation will be often used later:

A ◦ uu∗ = Diag(u)ADiag(u)∗ for any u ∈ Cn. (16)

Given X ∈ Hermn, Y ∈ Hermm,

X ⊕ Y =

(
X 0
0 Y

)
∈ Hermn+m

is their direct sum, which has a block-diagonal form. Such block-diagonal structure is useful since
X ⊕ Y ⪰ 0 if and only if X,Y ⪰ 0, where the latter is easier to test as it involves smaller matrices.

We will deal with bipartite states, i.e., matrices that act on a tensor product space Cn ⊗ Cn.
While Cn⊗Cn can be identified with Cn2

, we also use the notation Herm(Cn⊗Cn), Herm(Cn⊗Cn)+
(instead of Hermn2

, Hermn2

+ ) when it is important to stress the tensor product structure. This
notation will be especially useful when considering states that act on a tensor product space of the
form (Cn)⊗t (for some t ≥ 1). Then, it is convenient (and common in quantum information) to
refer to the various copies of Cn as the registers of the quantum system (Cn)⊗t.

Consider the tensor space (Cn)⊗t (for t ≥ 1). A t-tensor v ∈ (Cn)⊗t is indexed by sequences
i = (i1, . . . , it) ∈ [n]t, so v = (vi)i∈[n]t . For compact notation, we also use the notation i = i1 . . . it
for sequences in [n]t. For an integer 1 ≤ s ≤ t, we let ij ∈ [n]t denote the concatenation of
i ∈ [n]s and j ∈ [n]t−s. Given a sequence i = i1 . . . it ∈ [n]t, we let {i} = {i1, . . . , it} ⊆ [n] denote
the associated multiset, and define α(i) = (α(i)k)nk=1 ∈ Nn, where α(i)k denotes the number of
occurrences of the symbol k in the multiset {i}. Then, |α(i)| =

∑n
k=1 α(i)k = t. Moreover, two

sequences i, j ∈ [n]t correspond to the same multiset, i.e., {i} = {j}, precisely when α(i) = α(j).

Any permutation σ ∈ Gt of the set [t] acts on [n]t by setting iσ = iσ(1) . . . iσ(t) for i ∈ [n]t, it
also acts on (Cn)⊗t by setting vσ = (vσ(i))i∈[n]t for v ∈ (Cn)⊗t, and on Herm((Cn)⊗t) by setting
ρσ = (ρiσ ,jσ)i,j∈[n]t for ρ ∈ Herm((Cn)⊗t). Then, v ∈ (Cn)⊗t is called a symmetric tensor if vσ = v

for all σ ∈ Gt. Let St(Kn) denote the subspace of symmetric t-tensors and Πt : (Kn)⊗t → St(Kn)
denotes the orthogonal projection onto the symmetric subspace St(Kn).
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A matrix ρ ∈ Herm((Cn)⊗t) is said to be Bose symmetric (also called bosonic in the quantum
information literature) if ρσ = ρ for all σ ∈ Gt, i.e., ρ ei1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ eit = ρ eiσ(1)

⊗ . . . ⊗ eiσ(t)

for all σ ∈ Gt and i ∈ [n]t. Equivalently, ρ is Bose symmetric if ρΠt = ρ (or Πtρ = ρ, or
ΠtρΠt = ρ, since ρ is Hermitian). Let BS((Cn)⊗t) ⊆ Herm((Cn)⊗t) denote the set of Hermitian
Bose symmetric matrices. So, any ρ ∈ BSt((Cn)⊗t) leaves St(Cn) invariant and vanishes on its
orthogonal complement. This fact justifies the identifications BS((Cn)⊗t) ≃ Herm(St(Cn)) and
(BS((Cn)⊗t)⊥ ≃ Herm((St(Cn))⊥). In the same way, Herm(Cn ⊗ St(Cn)) denotes the subspace
of Hermitian matrices in Herm((Cn)⊗(t+1)) that leave Cn ⊗ St(Cn) invariant and vanish on its
orthogonal complement Cn ⊗ (St(Cn))⊥.

For a matrix acting on a tensor product space, one can define the partial trace and the partial
transpose with respect to a subset of registers. We first introduce these notions for the case of a
tensor space CnA ⊗ CnB . Let ρAB ∈ Herm(CnA ⊗ CnB ). Then, tracing out the B-register produces
the matrix TrB(ρAB) ∈ Herm(CnA), with entries

TrB(ρAB)i,j = ⟨TrB(ρAB), eie
T
j ⟩ = ⟨ρAB, eie

T
j ⊗ InB ⟩ =

∑
k∈[nB ]

(ρAB)ik,jk (17)

for i, j ∈ [nA]. Taking the partial transpose with respect to the B-register produces ρTB
AB ∈ Herm(CnA⊗

CnB ), with entries

(ρTB
AB)ih,jk = (ρAB)ik,jh for i, j ∈ [nA], h, k ∈ [nB]. (18)

Example 2.1. For t = 2, the vectors Dii = ei ⊗ ei ( for i ∈ [n]) and Dij = (ei ⊗ ej + ej ⊗ ei)/
√

2
(for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n) form an orthonormal basis of S2(Cn), known as the Dicke basis. The
Dicke states DijD

∗
ij (1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ n) are clearly Bose symmetric. Moreover, they span the space

BS(Cn ⊗ Cn) ∩ LDUIn, also known as the set of mixed Dicke states [GNP25] (called diagonally
symmetric states in [MATS21, TAQ+18]). This follows from (15) combined with the fact that, for
any X ∈ Sn, ρ(X,·,X) can be decomposed as

ρ(X,·,X) =
n∑

i=1

XiiDiiD
∗
ii +

∑
1≤i<j≤n

XijDijD
∗
ij .

Each state DiiD
∗
ii = eie

∗
i ⊗ eie

∗
i is clearly separable. However, for i < j, the state DijD

∗
ij is

entangled, and it is known as the maximally entangled state. That the state DijD
∗
ij is entangled

follows from the fact that its partial transpose is not positive semidefinite, as shown below for n = 2.
Then, D12 = (e1 ⊗ e1 + e2 ⊗ e2)/

√
2,

D12D
∗
12 =

1

2


0 0 0 0
0 1 1 0
0 1 1 0
0 0 0 0

 , (D12D
∗
12)

TB =
1

2


0 0 0 1
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
1 0 0 0

 ̸⪰ 0,

where the matrices are indexed by 11, 12, 21, 22 (in that order). Note that D12D
∗
12 is LDUI and its

partial transpose (D12D
∗
12)

TB is CLDUI (as expected). Moreover, D12D
∗
12 is Bose symmetric, but

its partial transpose (D12D
∗
12)

TB is not (since its columns indexed by 12 and 21 are distinct). Note
also that TrB(D12D

∗
12) = 1

2I2.

The partial trace and partial transpose extend naturally to a tensor product space of the form
Cn⊗(Cn)⊗t (with t ≥ 1), as will be the setting for the DPS hierarchy in Section 2.2 below. Consider
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ρAB[t] ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ (Cn)⊗t), where the notation is meant to stress the role of the first A-register
Cn combined with t copies of the B-register Cn. Then, one can trace out or take the partial trace
with respect to any subset of the t + 1 registers. In the application to the DPS hierarchy, we will
do this for a subset of the B-registers. Assume we are given an integer s ∈ [t] and we apply these
operations w.r.t. the last s B-registers; this amounts to consider Cn ⊗ (Cn)⊗t as the bipartite
system CnA ⊗CnB with CnA ∼ Cn⊗ (Cn)⊗(t−s) and CnB ∼ (Cn)⊗s, in which case relations (17) and
(18) specialize as follows. Then, TrB[t−s+1:t](ρAB[t]) ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ (Cn)⊗(t−s)) denotes the matrix
obtained from ρAB[t] by tracing out the last s B-registers, thus with entries

(TrB[t−s+1:t](ρAB[t]))i0i,j0j =
∑

k∈[n]s
(ρAB[t])i0ik,j0jk (19)

for (i0, i), (j0, j) ∈ [n] × [n]t−s. Similarly, ρ
TB[t−s+1:t]

AB[t] ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ (Cn)⊗t) is the matrix obtained
from ρAB[t] by taking the partial transpose with respect to the last s B-registers, thus with entries

(ρ
TB[t−s+1]

AB[t] )i0ih,j0jk = (ρAB[t])i0jh,j0ik for (i0, i, h), (j0, j, k) ∈ [n] × [n]t−s × [n]s. (20)

Hence, TrB = TrB[1:1] and TB = TB[1:1] if s = t = 1. For instance, if ρAB[t] = xx∗ ⊗ (yy∗)⊗t, then

TrB[t−s+1:t](ρAB[t]) = xx∗ ⊗ (yy∗)⊗(t−s)∥y∥2s,

ρ
TB[t−s+1:t]

AB[t] = xx∗ ⊗ (yy∗)⊗(t−s) ⊗ (yy∗)⊗s.
(21)

Polynomials

We will use polynomials in real variables and in complex variables, so we introduce both settings.
Throughout, R[x] = R[x1, . . . , xn] denotes the polynomial ring in n variables x = (x1, . . . , xn), with
real coefficients. For an integer d ≥ 0, R[x]d denotes the space of homogeneous polynomials of
degree d, of the form p =

∑
α∈Nn,|α|=d pαx

α, and R[x]≤d = ∪d
k=0R[x]k is the set of polynomials with

degree at most d. Here, |α| =
∑n

i=1 αi and xα =
∏n

i=1 x
αi
i for α ∈ Nn. A polynomial p ∈ R[x]

is said to be a sum of squares (sos, for short) if p =
∑m

ℓ=1 q
2
ℓ for some qℓ ∈ R[x] and m ≥ 1.

Then, p has even degree 2d, qℓ has degree at most d, and each qℓ is homogeneous of degree d if p
is homogeneous. As is well-known, a polynomial p of degree 2d is sos if and only if the following
semidefinite program is feasible: there exists a positive semidefinite matrix Q ∈ SN (N =

(
n+d
d

)
)

such that the polynomial identity p = ⟨Q, (xα+β)α,β∈Nn,|α|,|β|≤d⟩ holds.

We will also consider the ring C[x, x] of polynomials in n complex variables x = (x1, . . . , xn)
and their conjugates x = (x1, . . . , xn). So, p ∈ C[x, x] is of the form p =

∑
α,α′∈Nn pα,α′xαxα

′
(with

finitely many nonzero coefficients). The largest value of |α| + |α′| such that pα,α′ ̸= 0 is the total
degree of p. One can also consider the degree in x and the degree in x. For integers d, d′ ≥ 0,
C[x, x]d,d′ consists of the homogeneous polynomials p with degree d in x and d′ in x, i..e, with
pα,α′ = 0 if (|α|, |α′|) ̸= (d, d′). A polynomial p ∈ C[x, x] is said to be Hermitian if p = p holds. For
instance, p = x+ x is Hermitian, but q = ix+ x is not Hermitian since q = −ix+ x ̸= q.

A (Hermitian) polynomial p ∈ C[x, x] is said to be a real-sum of squares (abbreviated as r-sos)
if p =

∑m
ℓ=1 q

2
ℓ for some Hermitian polynomials qℓ ∈ C[x, x]. Equivalently, p is r-sos if and only

if p =
∑

ℓ hℓhℓ for some polynomials hℓ ∈ C[x, x]. For instance, p = xx =
(
x+x
2

)2
+ (x−x

2i )2 is
r-sos. Here, we stress ‘real’-sos in order to distinguish from the other (more restricted) notion of
complex-sum of squares (c-sos), where p ∈ C[x, x] is c-sos if p =

∑
ℓ hℓhℓ for some hℓ ∈ C[x]. Again,

one can check whether a polynomial p ∈ C[x, x] is r-sos by means of a semidefinite program.
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Any polynomial p(x, x) ∈ C[x, x] can be transformed into a pair of polynomials in R[xRe, xIm] in
the real variables xRe, xIm ∈ Rn via the transformation x = xRe+ ixIm. In this way, each p ∈ C[x, x]
corresponds to a unique pair (pRe, pIm) ∈ R[xRe, xIm]2 via

pRe(xRe, xIm) = Re(p(xRe + ixIm, xRe − ixIm)),

pIm(xRe, xIm) = Im(p(xRe + ixIm, xRe − ixIm),

and we have the identity

p(x, x) = p(xRe + ixIm, xRe − ixIm) = pRe(xRe, xIm) + ipIm(xRe, xIm). (22)

So, pRe = Re(p) is the real part of p and pIm = Im(p) is its imaginary part. Then, p is Hermitian
(i.e., p = p) precisely when Im(p) = 0. In particular, the polynomial pp is Hermitian and equality

Re(pp) = p2Re + p2Im (23)

holds. Based on this one can verify the following well-known correspondence: for a Hermitian
polynomial p ∈ C[x, x],

p is r-sos ⇐⇒ its real part pRe ∈ R[xRe, xIm] is sos (24)

(which explains the terminology ‘real’-sos). See, e.g., [GLS21, Appendix A] for a detailed exposition.

For the application to the DPS hierarchy, one needs a second group y = (y1, . . . , yn) of n complex
variables and their conjugates y = (y1, . . . , yn). So, we will use the ring C[x, x, y, y] of polynomials in
these variables, where a polynomial p ∈ C[x, x, y, y] is of the form p =

∑
α,α′,β,β′∈Nn pα,α′,β,β′xαxα

′
yβyβ

′

(with finitely many nonzero coefficients) and one can consider the separate degrees in each of x, x,
y and y. For instance, for a matrix M ∈ Herm(Cn⊗Cn), the polynomial FM = ⟨M, (x⊗y)(x⊗y)∗⟩
(as in (37) below) is Hermitian and belongs to C[x, x, y, y]1,1,1,1.

2.2 The DPS hierarchy for bipartite separable states

We define the hierarchy of semidefinite relaxations, denoted4 as DPS
(t)
n , that were introduced by

Doherty, Parrilo and Spedaglieri [DPS02, DPS04] to approximate the cone SEPn of separable states
(as in (1)). Consider a bipartite state ρAB ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ Cn). Assume that ρAB is separable, i.e.,
there exist vectors xℓ, yℓ ∈ Sn−1 and scalars λℓ > 0, satisfying

ρAB =
m∑
ℓ=1

λℓ xℓx
∗
ℓ ⊗ yℓy

∗
ℓ .

For any integer t ≥ 1, one can define the following “extended state”

ρAB[t] =
m∑
ℓ=1

λℓ xℓx
∗
ℓ ⊗ (yℓy

∗
ℓ )⊗t,

obtained by replacing each factor yℓy
∗
ℓ by its t-th tensor product (yℓy

∗
ℓ )⊗t. Then, ρAB[t] belongs to

Herm(Cn ⊗ (Cn)⊗t) and it satisfies the following conditions. First, it is invariant under permuting

4Here, we follow the notation used in [FF20], also for extended states ρAB[t] and the partial transpose TB[s]. In
the quantum information literature, the DPS relaxation is also denoted by (a variation of) PPTBExt

(t)
n ; see, e.g.,

[GNP25], where the authors refer to the notion of star-extendibility, connecting to [ACG+23].
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the t B-registers:

(In ⊗ Πt) ρAB[t] (In ⊗ Πt) = ρAB[t]; equivalently, ρAB[t] (In ⊗ Πt) = ρAB[t],

i.e., (ρAB[t])i0i,j0j = (ρAB[t])i0i,j0jσ for all σ ∈ Gt, i0, j0 ∈ [n], i, j ∈ [n]t;

in other words, ρAB[t] ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ St(Cn)).

(25)

Second, taking the partial transpose of any subset of the t B-registers preserves positive semidef-
initeness (recall (21)). In view of the permutation invariance property (25), one may restrict to
taking the partial transpose with respect to the first s B-registers, denoted as TB[s], leading to

ρ
TB[s]

AB[t] ⪰ 0 for all s = 0, 1, . . . , t. (26)

If s = 0, then no partial transpose is taken; so, (26) for s = 0 amounts to asking ρAB[t] ⪰ 0. Finally,
if we trace out the last t− 1 B-registers, then we recover the initial state ρAB:

TrB[2:t](ρAB[t]) = ρAB. (27)

Now, define the relaxation DPS
(t)
n of order t as

DPS(t)
n = {ρAB ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ Cn) : ∃ρAB[t] ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ (Cn)⊗t)

satisfying (25), (26), (27)}.
(28)

Any ρAB[t] ∈ Herm(Cn⊗ (Cn)⊗t) satisfying (25)-(27) certifies membership of ρAB in the set DPS
(t)
n ,

we call it a DPS(t)-certificate for ρAB.

For t = 1, no ‘state extension’ takes place and ρAB ∈ DPS
(1)
n if and only if ρAB ⪰ 0 and

ρTB
AB ⪰ 0; the latter condition is known as the PPT (positive partial transpose) condition (see

[HHH96, Hor97]). From the above discussion, SEPn ⊆ DPS
(t)
n for all t ≥ 1, and DPS

(t+1)
n ⊆ DPS

(t)
n

(since tracing out the last register in a DPS(t+1)-certificate produces a DPS(t)-certificate for ρAB).
In [DPS02, DPS04] it is shown that the hierarchy is complete; that is,⋂

t≥1

DPS(t)
n = SEPn. (29)

An alternative proof of completeness, based on the moment approach in polynomial optimization,
can be found in [GLS21]. In Section 5, we will recall how this alternative approach also leads to
a more economical description of the DPS hierarchy. Also the weaker hierarchy that requires (26)
only for s = 0 (i.e., ρAB[t] ⪰ 0) is complete (see [CKMR07], with a proof based on quantum de
Finetti theorems).

Observe that if ρAB[t] is a DPS(t)-certificate for ρAB, then its complex conjugate ρAB[t] is a

DPS(t)-certificate for the conjugate ρAB of ρAB. The next lemma follows then as an easy application.

Lemma 2.2. Assume that ρAB belongs to DPS
(t)
n with DPS

(t)
n -certificate ρAB[t]. Then, its real part

ℜ(ρAB) = 1
2(ρAB + ρAB) belongs to DPS

(t)
n with real-valued DPS

(t)
n -certificate ℜ(ρAB[t]).

Note that the analogous result does not hold for SEPn: while a real-valued separable state ρAB

admits a real-valued DPS(t)-certificate for every t, it can be that any separable decomposition
ρAB =

∑
xℓx

∗
ℓ ⊗ yℓy

∗
ℓ requires some complex atoms xℓ, yℓ ∈ Cn \ Rn. We will see such an example

in Section 4.3 (see Remark 4.7).

For Bose symmetric separable states, one can naturally strengthen the DPS hierarchy. We begin
with giving a short argument for the description (14) of the set SEPBS

n .
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Lemma 2.3. The set of Bose symmetric separable bipartite states is given by

SEPBS
n := SEPn ∩ BS(Cn ⊗ Cn) = cone{xx∗ ⊗ xx∗ : x ∈ Sn−1}.

Proof. Assume ρAB ∈ SEPn ∩ BS(Cn ⊗ Cn). Say, ρAB =
∑m

ℓ=1 λℓ xℓx
∗
ℓ ⊗ yℓy

∗
ℓ for some λℓ > 0 and

xℓ, yℓ ∈ Sn−1. As ρAB is Bose symmetric, the vector ei⊗ej−ej⊗ei belongs to the kernel of ρAB for
all i ̸= j ∈ [n]. Hence, this vector also belongs to the kernel of xℓx

∗
ℓ ⊗ yℓy

∗
ℓ for each ℓ. This implies

that (xℓ)i(yℓ)j = (xℓ)j(yℓ)i for all i ̸= j ∈ [n], and thus xℓ = ±yℓ (as both are unit vectors).

Hence, any separable Bose symmetric state ρAB =
∑

ℓ λℓ(xℓx
∗
ℓ )

⊗2 admits a DPS(t)-certificate
ρAB[t] =

∑
ℓ λℓ(xℓx

∗
ℓ )

⊗(t+1) satisfying a stronger symmetry property, namely, invariance under
permuting all t+ 1 registers, including the A-register, instead of just the t B-registers as in relation
(25); that is, one may assume ρAB[t] ∈ BS((Cn)⊗(t+1)) ≃ Herm(St+1(Cn)). Note that for any
ρAB[t] ∈ BS((Cn)t+1), using the fact that the transpose of a Hermitian positive semidefinite matrix
is positive semidefinite, condition (26) is equivalent to

ρ
TB[s]

AB[t] ⪰ 0 for s = 0, 1, . . . , ⌊(t+ 1)/2⌋. (30)

This leads to the (symmetric) variation5 of the set DPS
(t)
n , which we denote D̃PS

(t)

n , defined by

D̃PS
(t)

n = {ρAB ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ Cn) : ∃ρAB[t] ∈ BS((Cn)⊗(t+1)) satisfying (30)

and ρAB = TrB[2:t](ρAB[t])}.
(31)

For any order t ≥ 1, we have

SEPBS
n ⊆ D̃PS

(t+1)

n ⊆ D̃PS
(t)

n ⊆ BS(Cn ⊗ Cn), D̃PS
(t)

n ⊆ DPS(t)
n ∩ BS(Cn ⊗ Cn). (32)

The right-most inclusion is an equality for t = 1 (since no state extension takes place); it remains
an open question to show that the inclusion is strict for t ≥ 2 and n ≥ 5. Completeness of the DPS
hierarchy for SEPn (recall (29)) implies completeness of the D̃PS hierarchy for SEPBS

n :⋂
t≥1

D̃PS
(t)

n = SEPBS
n .

Next, we turn to the description of the dual objects for CPn, SEPn and DPS
(t)
n , and we will consider

the dual of D̃PS
(t)

n in Section 4.

2.3 Dual cones for CPn, SEPn and DPS(t)
n

The dual cone of the completely positive cone CPn is the copositive cone COPn, defined as

COPn = {A ∈ Sn : xTAx ≥ 0 for all x ∈ Rn
+}

= {A ∈ Sn : (x◦2)TAx◦2 ≥ 0 for all x ∈ Rn},
(33)

where x◦2 = x ◦ x = (x2i )
n
i=1 for x ∈ Rn. So, any matrix A ∈ Sn defines a homogeneous n-variate

polynomial with degree 4,

fA = (x◦2)TAx◦2 =

n∑
i,j=1

x2ix
2
jAij ∈ R[x]4, (34)

5This relaxation corresponds to the set PPTBExt
Kt+1
n from [GNP25, Section 8.2], consisting of the Kt+1-PPT

bosonic extendible states, corresponding to complete graph extendibility in [ACG+23].
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and this polynomial is globally nonnegative precisely when A is a copositive matrix. A sufficient
condition for fA to be globally nonnegative is when the polynomial ∥x∥2tfA is sos for some integer
t ≥ 0. Motivated by this, Parrilo [Par00] and de Klerk and Pasechnik [dKP02] define the cones

K(t)
n =

{
A ∈ Sn : ∥x∥2tfA = ∥x∥2t · (x◦2)TAx◦2 is sos

}
. (35)

These cones form a hierarchy of semidefinite inner approximations for COPn and satisfy

K(t)
n ⊆ K(t+1)

n ⊆ COPn, int(COPn) ⊆
⋃
t≥0

K(t)
n ⊆ COPn,

where the inclusion int(COPn) ⊆
⋃

t≥0K
(t)
n follows from Reznick [Rez95]. As a consequence, the

dual cones (K(t)
n )∗ form a complete hierarchy of semidefinite outer approximations for CPn, i.e.,

CPn ⊆ (K(t+1)
n )∗ ⊆ (K(t)

n )∗, CPn =
⋂
t≥0

(K(t)
n )∗. (36)

Here are some known facts about the cones K(t)
n and their duals, as background information. For

t = 0, we have (K(0)
n )∗ = Sn

+ ∩ Rn×n
+ . Hence, (K(0)

n )∗ consists of the matrices that are positive

semidefinite and entrywise nonnegative, known as doubly nonnegative matrices. Equivalently, K(0)
n

consists of the matrices that can be written as sum of a positive semidefinite matrix and an entrywise
nonnegative matrix (see [Par00, dKP02]). For n ≤ 4, equality CPn = (K(0)

n )∗ holds, or, equivalently,

COPn = K(0)
n [Dia62]. For n ≥ 5, the inclusion K(t)

n ⊆ COPn is strict for any t ≥ 0 [DDGH13].
Moreover, equality

⋃
t≥0K

(t)
5 = COP5 holds [SV24] and the inclusion

⋃
t≥0K

(t)
n ⊆ COPn is strict

for n ≥ 6 [LV23].

We now turn to the dual cone of the separable cone SEPn. For a matrix M ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗Cn),
consider the associated polynomial FM in 2n complex variables x = (x1, . . . , xn), y = (y1, . . . , yn)
and their conjugates x = (x1, . . . , xn), y = (y1, . . . , yn), defined as

FM = ⟨M, (x⊗ y)(x⊗ y)∗⟩ = ⟨M,xx∗ ⊗ yy∗⟩ ∈ C[x, x, y, y]1,1,1,1. (37)

Then, the dual of SEPn is defined as

SEP∗
n = {M ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ Cn) : FM = (x⊗ y)∗M(x⊗ y) ≥ 0 ∀x, y ∈ Cn}. (38)

Note indeed that, since FM is homogeneous (of degree 1) in each of x, x, y, y, FM is globally
nonnegative if and only if FM is nonnegative on the bi-sphere Sn−1 × Sn−1.

Any nonzero matrix M ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ Cn) provides a hyperplane in the space Herm(Cn ⊗ Cn),
with normal M . The corresponding half-space, consisting of the states ρAB ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ Cn)
satisfying ⟨M,ρAB⟩ ≥ 0, contains SEPn precisely when M ∈ SEP∗

n. For this reason, M is also
called an entanglement witness since it separates some entangled states, i.e., ⟨M,ρAB⟩ < 0 for some
ρAB ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ Cn) \ SEPn.

A sufficient condition for FM to be globally nonnegative is when the polynomial ∥y∥2tFM is r-sos
for some integer t ≥ 0. Fang and Fawzi [FF20] characterize the matrices M satisfying this property
for a given order t and show that this corresponds precisely to the dual of the DPS hierarchy. To

state their result, let W(t)
n,s denote the set of matrices satisfying condition (26) for given s, i.e.,

W(t)
n,s = {ρAB[t] ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ (Cn)⊗t) : ρ

TB[s]

AB[t] ⪰ 0} for s = 0, 1, . . . , t. (39)

Theorem 2.4. [FF20] Consider a matrix M ∈ Herm(Cn⊗Cn) and an integer t ≥ 1. The following
assertions are equivalent.
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(i) M ∈ (DPS
(t)
n )∗.

(ii) The polynomial ∥y∥2(t−1)FM ∈ C[x, x, y, y]1,1,2t,2t is r-sos.

(iii) There exist matrices B,W0,W1, . . . ,Wt ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ (Cn)⊗t) such that

M ⊗ I⊗(t−1)
n = B +

t∑
s=0

Ws

with B ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ St(Cn))⊥ and Ws ∈ W(t)
n,s for s = 0, 1, . . . , t.

Note the analogy between the description of the approximation hierarchy K(t)
n for the coposi-

tive cone COPn and the approximation hierarchy (DPS
(t)
n )∗ for the dual separable cone SEP∗

n; in
particular, compare relation (35) and Theorem 2.4(ii). As we will see in Section 4, there is a formal
relationship between these objects, which can be shown when restricting to Bose symmetric states.

2.4 Diagonal unitary invariant states

We return to the class of CLDUI states. Recall the two equivalent characterizations through the
invariance property (2) and through the sparsity pattern (5). Following [JM19], we now consider a
third characterization via the projection6 ΠCLDUIn : Herm(Cn ⊗ Cn) → CLDUIn given by

ΠCLDUIn(ρAB) =

∫
DUn

(U ⊗ U)ρAB(U ⊗ U)∗dU, (40)

where we integrate with regards to the Haar measure. Since this integration can be seen as forming
the group average of the operation in (2), this map is indeed the projection onto the CLDUIn
subspace. Now, clearly we have

ρAB ∈ CLDUIn ⇐⇒ ΠCLDUIn(ρAB) = ρAB.

Two easy but important properties of this projection, collected in the next lemma, are that it
preserves positive semidefiniteness and separability.

Lemma 2.5. If ρAB is positive semidefinite (resp., separable), then ΠCLDUI(ρAB) is positive
semidefinite (resp., separable).

Proof. If ρAB ⪰ 0, then ΠCLDUI(ρAB) ⪰ 0 because it is block-diagonal with its diagonal blocks
being equal to certain selected principal submatrices of ρAB (see relation (10)). Given x, y ∈ Cn,
we now show that ΠCLDUI(xx

∗ ⊗ yy∗) is separable, using (40). For any U ∈ DUn, we have

(U ⊗ U)(xx∗ ⊗ yy∗)(U ⊗ U)∗ = Ux(Ux)∗ ⊗ Uy(Uy)∗ ∈ SEPn.

Since integration can be seen as a limit of finite sums and SEPn is a closed cone, it follows that
ΠCLDUI (xx∗ ⊗ yy∗) ∈ SEPn.

The projection ΠCLDUI also allows to connect two different ways of characterizing the cone of
pairwise completely positive matrices, as done in [JM19].

6This map is also known as the CLDUI-twirling, see, e.g., [GNP25].
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Theorem 2.6. [JM19] Let (X,Y ) ∈ Rn×n × Hermn and assume that diag(X) = diag(Y ). Then,
(X,Y ) ∈ PCPn (i.e., the associated CLDUI matrix ρ(X,Y ) belongs to SEPn) if and only if

(X,Y ) ∈ cone{((x ◦ x)(y ◦ y)∗, (x ◦ y)(x ◦ y)∗) : x, y ∈ Cn}. (41)

Proof. The underlying key fact is that, for any x, y ∈ Cn and i, j ∈ [n], we have

(xx∗ ⊗ yy∗)ij,ij = xixiyjyj = ((x ◦ x)(y ◦ y)∗)i,j ,

(xx∗ ⊗ yy∗)ii,jj = xixjyiyj = ((x ◦ y)(x ◦ y)∗)ii,jj .
(42)

Assume (X,Y ) ∈ PCPn, i.e., ρ(X,Y ) ∈ SEPn. Then, ρ(X,Y ) =
∑m

ℓ=1 xℓx
∗
ℓ⊗yℓy∗ℓ for some xℓ, yℓ ∈ Cn.

Using relation (8) combined with (42), we obtain

X =
m∑
ℓ=1

(xℓ ◦ xℓ)(yℓ ◦ yℓ)∗, Y =
m∑
ℓ=1

(xℓ ◦ yℓ)(xℓ ◦ yℓ)∗, (43)

as desired. Conversely, assume that (43) holds for some xℓ, yℓ ∈ Cn. Then, using relations (5),
(8) and (42), we obtain that ΠCLDUIn (

∑m
l=1 xlx

∗
l ⊗ yly

∗
l ) = ρ(X,Y ). Since the projection preserves

separability (by Lemma 2.5), this shows ρ(X,Y ) ∈ SEPn and thus (X,Y ) ∈ PCPn, as desired.

The alternate characterization (41), which is in fact the original definition of PCPn in [JM19],
further illustrates the connection between the two cones PCPn and CPn. Clearly, every completely
positive matrix is both entrywise nonnegative and positive semidefinite. These two properties are
now ‘split up’ between the two arguments of a pairwise completely positive matrix tuple:

(X,Y ) ∈ PCPn =⇒ X ≥ 0 and Y ⪰ 0,

which follows from relation (41). Another necessary condition for (X,Y ) ∈ PCPn is

|Yij |2 ≤ XijXji for all i, j ∈ [n] (44)

(coined in [JM19] as “X is almost entrywise larger then Y ”). Johnston and MacLean [JM19]
show this using the description (41) of PCPn (and Cauchy-Schwartz inequality). Alternatively, one
can show it at the ‘state level’ since (X,Y ) ∈ PCPn if and only if ρ(X,Y ) ∈ SEPn. This implies

ρTB

(X,Y ) = ρ(X,·,Y ) ⪰ 0, which, by relation (10), gives (44) (and X ≥ 0, Y ⪰ 0).

The above results and arguments can analogously be cast for the LDUI and LDOI cases. The
corresponding projections are given by

ΠLDUIn(ρAB) =

∫
DUn

(U ⊗ U)ρAB(U ⊗ U)∗dU, (45)

ΠLDOIn(ρAB) =
1

2n

∑
O∈DOn

(O ⊗O)ρAB(O ⊗O)∗. (46)

Note that the identity (ΠCLDUIn(ρAB))TB = ΠLDUIn(ρTB
AB) indeed holds. Moreover, as |DOn| = 2n,

the projection onto the LDOIn subspace is given by a finite sum.

Remark 2.7. Also for the projections onto the CLDUIn and LDUIn subspaces, one could replace
the integral over DUn by a finite sum over a suitably selected finite subset. This follows from a
general result by Tchakaloff [Tch57], but can also be easily derived directly as indicated below.
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For k ∈ [n− 1] let Uk ∈ DUn be the diagonal matrix with entry i =
√
−1 ∈ C at position (k, k)

and entry 1 at every other diagonal position. Then, one can easily verify the identities

ΠCLDUIn(ρAB) =
1

n− 1

n−1∑
k=1

(Uk ⊗ Uk)ρAB(Uk ⊗ Uk)∗,

ΠLDUIn(ρAB) =
1

n− 1

n−1∑
k=1

(Uk ⊗ Uk)ρAB(Uk ⊗ Uk)∗.

(47)

Following [SN21], we have the following alternative characterization for the cone TCPn, whose
proof is analogous to that of Theorem 2.6.

Theorem 2.8. [SN21] Let (X,Y, Z) ∈ Rn×n×Hermn×Hermn with diag(X) = diag(Y ) = diag(Z).
Then, (X,Y, Z) ∈ TCPn (i.e., the associated LDOI matrix ρ(X,Y,Z) belongs to SEPn) if and only if

(X,Y, Z) ∈ cone{((x ◦ x)(y ◦ y)∗, (x ◦ y)(x ◦ y)∗, (x ◦ y)(x ◦ y)∗) : x, y ∈ Cn}. (48)

Lemma 2.9. [SN21] If (X,Y, Z) ∈ TCPn, then (X,Y ), (X,Z) ∈ PCPn.

Here too, the proof can be done, either on the ‘matrix level’ and using the decomposition in
(48) (following [SN21]), or on the ‘state level’ and applying the projections ΠCLDUIn and ΠLDUIn

to ρ(X,Y,Z). Finally, we restate the links between the cones CPn, PCPn (from [JM19]) and TCPn

(from [SN21]), mentioned earlier in (13), together with a short proof.

Lemma 2.10. [SN21] For a matrix X ∈ Sn, we have

X ∈ CPn ⇐⇒ (X,X) ∈ PCPn ⇐⇒ (X,X,X) ∈ TCPn.

Proof. The implication (X,X,X) ∈ TCPn =⇒ (X,X) ∈ PCPn follows from Lemma 2.9. The
implication X ∈ CPn =⇒ (X,X,X) ∈ TCPn follows from the fact that, if X = aaT for some
nonnegative a ∈ Rn

+, then, setting x = y =
√
a (entrywise) provides a decomposition showing

(X,X,X) ∈ TCPn (using the characterization in Theorem 2.8). Finally, assume (X,X) ∈ PCPn;
we show X ∈ CPn. As (X,X) ∈ PCPn, we have ρ(X,X) ∈ SEPn, implying ρ(X,·,X) = ρTB

(X,X) ∈ SEPn.
Since ρ(X,·,X) is in addition Bose symmetric it admits a symmetric separable decomposition, of the

form
∑

ℓ xℓx
∗
ℓ ⊗ xℓx

∗
ℓ for some xℓ ∈ Cn (Lemma 2.3). From this follows that X =

∑
ℓ aℓa

T
ℓ , where

we set aℓ = (|(xℓ)i|2)ni=1 ∈ Rn
+, thus showing X ∈ CPn.

Remark 2.11. Observe that any separable state of the form ρ(X,X,X) admits a real separable de-
composition, i.e., involving only real vectors. This follows as a byproduct of the above proof: If
ρ(X,X,X) ∈ SEPn, then X ∈ CPn and thus X =

∑
ℓ aℓa

T
ℓ for some aℓ ∈ Rn

+. Setting xℓ =

(
√

(aℓ)i)
n
i=1 ∈ Rn, we obtain ρ(X,X,X) = ΠLDOIn(

∑
ℓ xℓx

∗
ℓ ⊗ xℓx

∗
ℓ ). Combined with the fact that the

projection ΠLDOIn can be formulated as an average by real-valued matrices (see (46)), we obtain a
separable decomposition by real vectors, as desired. This argument does not extend to the CLDUI
or LDUI cases, since then the averaging is by complex-valued matrices (see (45), (47)). Indeed, in
Section 4.3 (see Remark 4.7), one can see a real-valued separable CLDUI state of the form ρ(X,X)

that does not admit a real separable decomposition.
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2.5 Dual cone of PCPn

As PCPn is a cone in Rn×n × Hermn, its dual cone is defined as

PCP∗
n = {(S, T ) ∈ Rn×n × Hermn : ⟨(S, T ), (X,Y )⟩ ≥ 0 for all (X,Y ) ∈ PCPn},

where ⟨(S, T ), (X,Y )⟩ = ⟨S,X⟩ + ⟨T, Y ⟩ is the standard inner product in the product space. In
order to define the dual of PCPn at the ‘state level’ we make the following definition.

Definition 2.12. Given a pair (S, T ) ∈ Rn×n × Hermn, define the following matrix

MS,T =
n∑

i,j=1

Sijeie
∗
i ⊗ eje

∗
j +

n∑
i,j=1

Tijeje
∗
i ⊗ eje

∗
i ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ Cn). (49)

So, MS,T ∈ CLDUIn by construction. Given a pair (X,Y ) ∈ Rn×n×Hermn with diag(X) = diag(Y ),
recall from (10) the associated bipartite state ρ(X,Y ) ∈ CLDUIn, defined as

ρ(X,Y ) =

n∑
i,j=1

Xijeie
∗
i ⊗ eje

∗
j +

n∑
i,j=1,i̸=j

Yijeie
∗
j ⊗ eie

∗
j ∈ CLDUIn. (50)

Then, one can easily verify that

⟨MS,T , ρ(X,Y )⟩ = ⟨S,X⟩ + ⟨T, Y ⟩ = ⟨(S, T ), (X,Y )⟩. (51)

Moreover, one can verify the following polynomial identity:

⟨MS,T , xx
∗ ⊗ yy∗⟩ = ⟨S, (x ◦ x)(y ◦ y)∗⟩ + ⟨T, (x ◦ y)(x ◦ y)∗⟩. (52)

The characterization of the dual cone PCP∗
n now follows easily.

Lemma 2.13. For a pair (S, T ) ∈ Rn×n × Hermn, (S, T ) ∈ PCP∗
n if and only if MS,T ∈ SEP∗

n,
i.e., the polynomial ⟨MS,T , xx

∗ ⊗ yy∗⟩ is globally nonnegative.

Proof. By combining (52) and the characterization (41) of PCPn, it follows that the polynomial
⟨MS,T , xx

∗ ⊗ yy∗⟩ is globally nonnnegative (i.e., MS,T ∈ SEP∗
n) if and only (S, T ) ∈ PCP∗

n.

Remark 2.14. Note that the matrix MS,T in (49) remains unchanged under redistributing diagonal
entries between S and T , i.e., MS,T = MS+D,T−D for any diagonal matrix D. Recall the notation
DT = Diag(diag(T )) for any square matrix T . By replacing (S, T ) by (S + D,T − D) with D =
(DT −DS)/2, one can assume that S and T have the same diagonal. Moreover, by replacing (S, T )
by (S + DT , T −DT ), one can move all diagonal entries to the first argument, in which case one
gets MS,T = MS+DT ,T−DT

= ρ(S+DT ,TT+DS) and

ρ(A,B) = MA,BT−DB
for any (A,B) ∈ Rn×n × Hermn with diag(A) = diag(B). (53)

We find it more convenient to keep the notation MS,T that can be freely used for any S, T and
permits to distinguish between the primal side (where states ρ(X,Y ) live) and the dual side (where
matrices MS,T live). We now compare the cone PCP∗

n with the cone PCOPn (of pairwise copositive
matrices) recently introduced in [GNP25, Def. 3.1].

As in [GNP25], set Rn×n ×Rn Hermn = {(A,B) ∈ Rn×n × Hermn : diag(A) = diag(B)}. Then,
PCOPn is defined as the set of matrix pairs (A,B) ∈ Rn×n ×Rn Hermn for which the polynomial
⟨A, (x ◦ x)(y ◦ y)∗⟩ + ⟨B −DB, (x ◦ y)(x ◦ y)∗⟩ is globally nonnnegative. Hence, we have

(A,B) ∈ PCOPn ⇐⇒MA,B−DB
∈ SEP∗

n, i.e., (A,B −DB) ∈ PCP∗
n.
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In [GNP25, Prop. 3.2] it is shown that PCOPn is the dual of PCPn. The (minor) difference with
our setting is that the dual is taken with respect to the variation of the standard inner product,
where the diagonal entries are ‘counted only once’; that is, defining the scalar product of two matrix
pairs (A,B), (A′, B′) ∈ Rn×n ×Rn Hermn as ⟨A,A′⟩ + ⟨B −DB, B

′ −DB′⟩.

Here are some basic results about PCP∗
n (also mentioned in [GNP25]) that we will need later.

Lemma 2.15. (i) If (X,Y ) ∈ PCPn, then (XT , Y T ) ∈ PCPn.

(ii) If (S, T ) ∈ PCP∗
n, then (ST , T T ) ∈ PCP∗

n.

(iii) If (S, T ) ∈ PCP∗
n, then S + ST + T + T T ∈ COPn.

Proof. (i),(ii) follow using the definitions. For (iii), note that (S, T ) ∈ PCP∗
n implies that the

polynomial in (52) is globally nonnegative; by evaluating it at y = x, one gets the desired result.

Lemma 2.16. (i) If (S, T ) ∈ PCP∗
n, then Sij + Sji ≥ 0 (for i ̸= j ∈ [n]) and Sii + Tii ≥ 0 (for

i ∈ [n]).

(ii) Let S ∈ Cn×n. Then, (S, S) ∈ PCP∗
n ⇐⇒ S ∈ Sn ∩ Rn×n

+ .

Proof. (i) follows by taking the inner product of (S, T ) with the matrix pairs (eie
∗
j + eje

∗
i , 0) and

(eie
∗
i , eie

∗
i ) that both belong to PCPn. We show (ii). If (S, S) ∈ PCP∗

n, then S is symmetric (since
real, Hermitian) and S ≥ 0 by (i). Conversely, assume S ∈ Sn and S ≥ 0. For (X,Y ) ∈ PCPn,

⟨(S, S), (X,Y )⟩ =
n∑

i=1

Sii(Xii + Yii) +
∑

1≤i<j≤n

Sij(Xij +Xji + Yij + Yji).

The first sum is nonnegative since S,X ≥ 0 and diag(Y ) = diag(X). Also the second sum is
nonnnegative: by (44), we have Re(Yij)

2 ≤ |Yij |2 ≤ XijXji, implying Re(Yij) ≥ −
√
XijXji and

thus Xij +Xji + Yij + Yji = Xij +Xji + 2Re(Yij) ≥ (
√
Xij −

√
Xji)

2 ≥ 0. So, (S, S) ∈ PCP∗
n.

More results about the cone PCOPn can be found in [GNP25]. In particular, it is shown
in [GNP25, Theorem 3.9, Corollary 3.10] that, for a pair (A,B) ∈ Rn×n ×Rn Hermn, A ≥ 0
and Ã + Re(U∗(B − DB)U) ∈ COPn for all U ∈ DUn implies (A,B) ∈ PCOPn, after setting
Ã = (

√
AijAji)

n
i,j=1. Moreover, this implication holds as an equivalence if A is real symmetric. In

addition, when B is real symmetric, it suffices to consider real-valued U ∈ DUn in the previous
claim.

3 The DPS hierarchy for diagonal unitary invariant states

In this section we investigate how to adapt the DPS hierarchy for bipartite states having some
diagonal unitary invariance, with the aim of obtaining more economical relaxations. We first focus
on the class CLDUIn and then indicate how the results easily extend to the classes LDUIn, LDOIn.

3.1 An extended sparsity pattern for DPS certificates of CLDUI states

Here, we show that any separable bipartite state ρAB ∈ CLDUIn admits a DPS(t)-certificate that
enjoys invariance and sparsity properties inherited from those of the state ρAB. For this, for an
integer t ≥ 1, define the set

CLDUI(t)n = {ρAB[t] ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ (Cn)⊗t) :

ρAB[t] = (U ⊗ U
⊗t

)ρAB[t](U ⊗ U
⊗t

)∗ ∀U ∈ DUn}
(54)
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and let Π
CLDUI

(t)
n

denote the projection onto CLDUI
(t)
n . So, for t = 1, we recover CLDUIn and,

for t ≥ 1, the definition follows the analogous recipe, motivated by the fact that the t copies of
the B-register should all be treated in the same way (in order to preserve invariance under any
permutation of these t registers).

Our aim is to prove the following result, which claims that any state in CLDUIn ∩ DPS
(t)
n

admits a DPS(t)-certificate in CLDUI
(t)
n and after that we will see that such certificate enjoys a

block-diagonal structure.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that ρAB ∈ DPS
(t)
n with DPS(t)-certificate ρAB[t]. Then, ΠCLDUIn(ρAB) ∈

DPS
(t)
n with DPS(t)-certificate Π

CLDUI
(t)
n

(ρAB[t]). Therefore, if ρAB ∈ CLDUIn, then ρAB admits a

DPS(t)-certificate that belongs to CLDUI
(t)
n .

In order to prove Theorem 3.1 we first collect structural results about the set CLDUI
(t)
n . Recall

from relation (5) that ρAB ∈ CLDUIn if and only if supp(ρAB) ⊆ Ωn. As in the case t = 1,

the set CLDUI
(t)
n allows for alternate descriptions through its sparsity pattern and the associated

projection. For this, we now define the following ‘extended’ sparsity pattern:

Ω(t)
n = {(i0i, j0j) ∈ [n]t+1 × [n]t+1 : {i0j} = {j0i}, i.e., α(i0j) = α(j0i)}. (55)

For i ∈ [n]t, recall that α(i) ∈ Nn, with k-th entry the number of occurrences of k in the multiset
{i} = {i1, . . . , it}. So, α(i0j) = ei0 + α(j). Setting t = 1 recovers the original set Ωn, i.e., we have

Ω(1)
n = {(ij, kl) ∈ [n]2 × [n]2 : {il} = {jk}} = Ωn.

Moreover, as in the case t = 1 (Remark 2.7), in definition (54) it suffices to require invariance under
a finite subset of DUn.

Lemma 3.2. Let ρAB[t] ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ (Cn)⊗t). Then, the following assertions are equivalent.

(i) ρAB[t] ∈ CLDUI
(t)
n , i.e., ρAB[t] = (U ⊗ U

⊗t
)ρAB[t](U ⊗ U

⊗t
)∗ for U ∈ DUn.

(ii) ρAB[t] = (Uk ⊗ Uk
⊗t

)ρAB[t](Uk ⊗ Uk
⊗t

)∗ for all k ∈ [n − 1], where Uk is the diagonal matrix

with (Uk)k,k = ω and all other diagonal entries equal to 1, and we set7 ω := e
2πi
t+2 .

(iii) supp(ρAB[t]) ⊆ Ω
(t)
n .

Proof. The implication (i) =⇒ (ii) is obvious. Assume (ii) holds, we show (iii). First, note that for
any U ∈ DUn with u = diag(U), and any index pair (i0i, j0j) ∈ [n]t+1 × [n]t+1, by (16), one has

((U ⊗ U
⊗t

)ρAB[t](U ⊗ U
⊗t

)∗)i0i,j0j = (ρAB[t])i0i,j0j · ui0ui1 . . . uituj0uj1 . . . ujt
= (ρAB[t])i0i,j0j · uα(i0j)uα(j0i).

(56)

Consider an index pair (i0i, j0j) ̸∈ Ω
(t)
n . Then, α(i0j)k ̸= α(j0i)k for some index k that can be chosen

in [n− 1] since |α(i0j)| = |α(j0i)|. W.l.o.g. we may assume ℓ := α(j0i)k − α(i0j)k > 0. Moreover,

ℓ ≤ t + 1 (since |α(j0i)| = t + 1). Note that this implies that ωℓ ̸= 1. Now, we apply (56) to the

7Alternatively, one could choose ω = e
2πi
λ for some λ ∈ R\Q, which would give a finite representation independent

of the parameter t.
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matrix U = Uk; then, the value in (56) is equal to (ρAB[t])i0i,j0j ·ωα(i0j)k−α(j0i)k = (ρAB[t])i0i,j0j ·ωℓ,

which is equal to (ρAB[t])i0i,j0j only if (ρAB[t])i0i,j0j = 0, since ωℓ ̸= 1. So, (iii) holds.
Finally, assume (iii) holds, we show (i). In view of (56) it suffices to show that the value in

(56) is equal to (ρAB[t])i0i,j0j when (ρAB[t])i0i,j0j ̸= 0. But, then, (i0i, j0j) ∈ Ω
(t)
n , which gives

α(i0i) = α(j0i) and thus uα(i0j)uα(j0i) = 1. Hence, the value in (56) equals (ρAB[t])i0i,j0j , as
desired.

As for t = 1, the projection onto the CLDUI
(t)
n subspace is given by

Π
CLDUI

(t)
n

(ρAB[t]) =

∫
DUn

(U ⊗ U
⊗t

)ρAB[t](U ⊗ U
⊗t

)∗dU. (57)

In view of Lemma 3.2, the projection can also be seen as the map that preserves the entries indexed

by Ω
(t)
n and places 0 everywhere else. Moreover, the integral can be replaced by a finite sum over

the n− 1 matrices Uk from Lemma 3.2.
The following lemma is the key ingredient for the proof of Theorem 3.1, which is given thereafter.

Its proof relies on the sparsity structure of CLDUI
(t)
n from Lemma 3.2 and the integral formulation

(57) of the corresponding projector.

Lemma 3.3. Let W ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ (Cn)⊗t) and consider an integer 0 ≤ s ≤ t.

(i) If W ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ St(Cn)), then Π
CLDUI

(t)
n

(W ) ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ St(Cn)).

(ii) If W ∈ W(t)
n,s, then Π

CLDUI
(t)
n

(W ) ∈ W(t)
n,s.

Proof. (i) Assume W ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ St(Cn)); we show W̃ := Π
CLDUI

(t)
n

(W ) ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ St(Cn)).

For this, let i0i, j0j ∈ [n]t+1 and σ ∈ Gt. By assumption, Wi0i,j0j = Wi0i,j0σ(j); we need to show

that the same holds for W̃ . By Lemma 3.2, the support of W̃ is contained in the set Ω
(t)
n . So, it

suffices now to observe that (i0i, j0j) ∈ Ω
(t)
n ⇐⇒ (i0i, j0j

σ) ∈ Ω
(t)
n , since {i0j} and {i0jσ} are the

same multisets.
(ii) Assume W ∈ W(t)

n,s, i.e., W TB[s] ⪰ 0 (by (39)). Let U ∈ DUn and u = diag(U). Then,

(U ⊗ U
⊗t

)W (U ⊗ U
⊗t

)∗ = W ◦ (uu∗ ⊗ (u u∗)⊗t),

(W ◦ (uu∗ ⊗ (u u∗)⊗t))TB[s] = W TB[s] ◦ (uu∗ ⊗ (u u∗)⊗t)TB[s]

= W TB[s] ◦ ((uu∗)⊗(s+1) ⊗ (u u∗)⊗(t−s))

= (U⊗(s+1) ⊗ U
⊗(t−s)

)W TB[s](U⊗(s+1) ⊗ U
⊗(t−s)

)∗

(using (16) at the first and last lines). Using both equations gives

(Π
CLDUI

(t)
n

(W ))TB[s] =

∫
DUn

(U⊗(s+1) ⊗ U
⊗(t−s)

)W TB[s](U⊗(s+1) ⊗ U
⊗(t−s)

)∗dU.

AsW TB[s] ⪰ 0, we obtain that each integrand is positive semidefinite, and thus (Π
CLDUI

(t)
n

(W ))TB[s] ⪰ 0.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Assume ρAB ∈ DPS(t) with DPS(t)-certificate ρAB[t]. We show ρ̃AB[t] =

ΠCLDUIn(ρAB[t]) is a DPS
(t)
n -certificate of ρ̃AB = ΠCLDUIn(ρAB). So, ρAB[t] ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ St(Cn)),

ρAB[t] ∈ W(t)
n,s for all integers 0 ≤ s ≤ t, and TrB[2:t](ρAB[t]) = ρAB. By Lemma 3.3 we have
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ρ̃AB[t] ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ St(Cn)) and ρ̃AB[t] ∈ W(t)
n,s for any 0 ≤ s ≤ t. There remains to show that

TrB[2:t](ρ̃AB[t]) = ρ̃AB. For this, let i, j, k, l ∈ [n] and h ∈ [n]t−1. Note that

(ij, kl) ∈ Ωn if and only if (ijh, klh) ∈ Ω(t)
n , (58)

because {ij} = {kl} if and only if {ijh} = {klh}. Using the definition of the partial trace,
(TrB[2:t](ρ̃AB[t]))ij,kl is equal to

∑
h∈[n]t−1

(ρ̃AB[t])ijh,jkh =

{
(TrB[2:t](ρAB[t]))ij,kl if (ij, kl) ∈ Ωn,

0 else.

Since TrB[2:t](ρAB[t]) = ρAB this is in fact precisely the definition of ρ̃AB.

The result of Theorem 3.1 has an immediate counterpart on the dual side: any matrix in

(DPS
(t)
n )∗∩CLDUIn admits a certificate as in Theorem 2.4(iii) with, in addition, B,Ws ∈ CLDUI

(t)
n .

Corollary 3.4. If M ∈ (DPS
(t)
n )∗, then ΠCLDUIn(M) ⊗ I

⊗(t−1)
n belongs to

Herm(Cn ⊗ St(Cn))⊥ ∩ CLDUI(t)n +

t∑
s=0

W(t)
n,s ∩ CLDUI(t)n

and thus ΠCLDUI(M) ∈ (DPS
(t)
n )∗.

Proof. Assume that M ∈ (DPS
(t)
n )∗. Then, by Theorem 2.4(iii), there exist B ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗

St(Cn))⊥ and Ws ∈ W(t)
n,s such that M ⊗ I

⊗(t−1)
n = B +

∑t
s=0Ws. Taking the projection onto

CLDUI
(t)
n at both sides, we get

ΠCLDUIn(M) ⊗ I⊗(t−1)
n = Π

CLDUI
(t)
n

(M ⊗ I⊗(t−1)
n )

= Π
CLDUI

(t)
n

(B) +
t∑

s=0

Π
CLDUI

(t)
n

(Ws),

where the first equality follows using (58). By Lemma 3.3(ii), we have that Π
CLDUI

(t)
n

(Ws) ∈ W(t)
n,s

for each s. To conclude, we use Lemma 3.3(i) to show that Π
CLDUI

(t)
n

(B) ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ St(Cn))⊥.

Indeed, if W ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ St(Cn)), then Π
CLDUI

(t)
n

(W ) ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ St(Cn)) and thus we have

⟨Π
CLDUI

(t)
n

(B),W ⟩ = ⟨B,Π
CLDUI

(t)
n

(W )⟩ = 0 holds, as desired.

3.2 Exploiting sparsity of DPS certificates for CLDUI states

As we now see, matrices in the set CLDUI
(t)
n have a block-diagonal structure. For convenience,

let G
(t)
n denote the (undirected) graph with vertex set [n]t+1 and edge set Ω

(t)
n . So, any matrix

W ∈ CLDUI
(t)
n has a sparsity pattern that is contained in the graph G

(t)
n , i.e., supp(W ) ⊆ Ω

(t)
n . An

easy but very useful fact is that the graph G
(t)
n is a disjoint union of cliques.

Lemma 3.5. The graph G
(t)
n = ([n]t+1,Ω

(t)
n ) is a disjoint union of cliques. Hence, any matrix

W ∈ CLDUI
(t)
n is block-diagonal, of the form W = ⊕CW [C], where the direct sum is over the

maximal cliques of G
(t)
n .
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Proof. Assume i0i is adjacent to both j0j and k0k in G
(t)
n , we show that (j0j) is adjacent to (k0k).

By assumption, α(i0j) = α(j0i) and α(i0k) = α(k0i). This implies

α(j0k) − α(k0j) = (α(j0i) − α(i0j)) + (α(i0k) − α(k0i)) = 0

(since α(·) is linear under the concatenation of sequences), which shows that (j0j, k0k) ∈ Ω
(t)
n . The

second claim follows as an immediate consequence.

So, if W ∈ CLDUI
(t)
n , then W ⪰ 0 if and only if W [C] ⪰ 0 for all the maximal cliques C of G

(t)
n .

This generalizes what we saw earlier in (10) for the case t = 1 . The analogous result also holds for

testing positive semidefiniteness of partial transposes, i.e., membership in the set W(t)
n,s for s ∈ [t].

Let 1 ≤ s ≤ t be an integer. Given a sequence i = i1 . . . it ∈ [n]t we define the subsequences
i[s] = i1 . . . is ∈ [n]s and i[s + 1 : t] = is+1 . . . it ∈ [n]t−s, which are, respectively, the s-prefix and
(t− s)-suffix of i. Consider the function

TB[s] : [n]t+1 × [n]t+1 → [n]t+1 × [n]t+1

(i0i, j0j) 7→ (i0j[s]i[s+ 1 : t], j0i[s]j[s+ 1 : t])

that swaps the s-prefices of i and j. Then, the entry of W TB[s] indexed by the pair (i0i, j0j) is equal
to the entry of W indexed by the pair TB[s]((i0i, j0j)). Now, we define the set

Ω(t)
n,s := {(i0i, j0j) ∈ [n]t+1 × [n]t+1 : TB[s]((i0i, j0j)) ∈ Ω(t)

n }

and, accordingly, G
(t)
n,s is the graph with vertex set [n]t+1 and edge set Ω

(t)
n,s. So, the partial transpose

W TB[s] in the first s B-registers of a matrix W in CLDUI
(t)
n has a sparsity pattern contained in

G
(t)
n,s.

Lemma 3.6. For any s ∈ [t], the graph G
(t)
n,s = ([n]t+1,Ω

(t)
n,s) is a disjoint union of cliques. Hence,

if W ∈ CLDUI
(t)
n , then W TB[s] is block-diagonal, of the form W TB[s] = ⊕CW

TB[s] [C], where the

direct sum is over the maximal cliques of G
(t)
n,s.

Proof. Let i0i be adjacent to j0j and k0k in G
(t)
n,s. Then, α(i0i[s]j[s + 1 : t]) = α(j0j[s]i[s + 1 : t])

and α(i0i[s]k[s+ 1 : t]) = α(k0k[s]i[s+ 1 : t]). Hence,

α(k0k[s]j[s+ 1 : t]) − α(j0j[s]k[s+ 1 : t]) =

(α(k0k[s]i[s+ 1 : t]) − α(i0i[s]k[s+ 1 : t]))

+ (α(i0i[s]j[s+ 1 : t]) − α(j0j[s]i[s+ 1 : t]))

is equal to 0, and thus j0j is adjacent to k0k in G
(t)
n,s.

Corollary 3.7. For a matrixW ∈ CLDUI
(t)
n and 0 ≤ s ≤ t, W TB[s] ⪰ 0 if and only ifW TB[s] [C] ⪰ 0

for all the maximal cliques C of G
(t)
n,s (setting G

(t)
n,0 = G

(t)
t ).

Example 3.8. As an illustration we describe the maximal cliques of the graphs G
(t)
n and G

(t)
n,s

for the case n = 3, t = 2, s = 1, 2, in which case the graphs have nt+1 = 27 vertices. Denote

the adjacency relation in the graph G
(2)
3 (resp., the graph G

(2)
3,s) with ≃ (resp., with

s≃). Then,

i0i1i2 ≃ j0j1j2 if {i0j} = {j0i} as multisets, i0i1i2
1≃ j0j1j2 if and only if i0j1i2 ≃ j0i1j2, and
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i0i1i2
2≃ j0j1j2 if and only if i0j1j2 ≃ j0i1i2. For instance, 121 ≃ 112, 111

1≃ 122, 112
2≃ 121, and

113 ≃ 223, 123
1≃ 213, 123

2≃ 213. The maximal cliques of the graphs G
(2)
3 , G

(2)
3,1 and G

(2)
3,2 are listed,

respectively, in Tables 1, 2, 3. One can see that G
(2)
3 and G

(2)
3,1 each have twelve maximal cliques

(including three of size 5, three of size 2, six of size 1), and G
(2)
3,2 has ten maximal cliques (including

one of size 6, six of size 3, and three of size 1).
We will return to the case (n, t) = (3, 2) in Example 5.3 of Section 5.2, where we will use the

moment approach to reformulate the DPS hierarchy for CLDUI states in a more compact manner.

Block size Number of blocks Indexed by maximal cliques of G
(2)
3

{111, 212, 221, 313, 331}
5×5 3 {222, 121, 112, 323, 332}

{333, 131, 113, 232, 223}
{123, 132}

2×2 3 {213, 231}
{312, 321}

1×1 6 {122}, {133}, {211}, {233}, {311}, {322}

Table 1: Block structure of ρAB[2] ∈ CLDUI
(2)
3

Block size Number of blocks Indexed by maximal cliques of G
(2)
3,1

{111, 122, 133, 212, 313}
5×5 3 {222, 211, 233, 121, 323}

{333, 311, 322, 131, 232}
{123, 213}

2×2 3 {231, 321}
{312, 132}

1×1 6 {112}, {113}, {221}, {223}, {331}, {332}

Table 2: Block structure of ρ
TB [1]
AB[2] for ρAB[2] ∈ CLDUI

(2)
3

Block size Number of blocks Indexed by maximal cliques of G
(2)
3,2

6×6 1 {123, 132, 213, 231, 312, 321}
{122, 212, 221}
{133, 313, 331}

3×3 6 {211, 121, 112}
{233, 323, 332}
{311, 131, 113}
{322, 232, 223}

1×1 3 {111}, {222}, {333}

Table 3: Block structure of ρ
TB [1:2]
AB[2] for ρAB[2] ∈ CLDUI

(2)
3
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3.3 Generalizations to LDUI and LDOI states

The previous results for CLDUI states extend in a straightforward way to LDUI and LDOI states.
The respective ‘extended’ invariance classes are given by

LDUI(t)n := {ρAB[t] ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ (Cn)⊗t) :

ρAB[t] = (U ⊗ U⊗t)ρAB[t](U ⊗ U⊗t)∗ ∀U ∈ DUn},

LDOI(t)n := {ρAB[t] ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ (Cn)⊗t) :

ρAB[t] = (O ⊗O⊗t)ρAB[t](O ⊗O⊗t)∗ ∀O ∈ DOn},

where in the definition of LDUI
(t)
n one can restrict the invariance under n− 1 selected matrices (as

in Lemma 3.3(ii)). The sparsity patterns of LDUI
(t)
n and LDOI

(t)
n are captured, respectively, by

Φ(t)
n := {(i0i, j0j) ∈ [n]t+1 × [n]t+1 : α(i0i) = α(j0j)},

Ψ(t)
n := {(i0i, j0j) ∈ [n]t+1 × [n]t+1 : α(i0ij0j) ≡ 0 mod 2},

(59)

and the respective projections are given by

Π
LDUI

(t)
n

(ρAB[t]) =

∫
DUn

(U ⊗ U⊗t)ρAB[t](U ⊗ U⊗t)∗dU,

Π
LDOI

(t)
n

(ρAB[t]) =
1

2n

∑
O∈DOn

(O ⊗O⊗t)ρAB[t](O ⊗O⊗t)∗.

We now have all the prerequisites to adapt Theorem 3.1 for LDUI and LDOI states. The proof
is similar, thus omitted.

Theorem 3.9. Assume that ρAB ∈ DPS(t) with DPS(t)-certificate ρAB[t]. Then, ΠLDUIn(ρAB) ∈
DPS(t) (resp., ΠLDOIn(ρAB) ∈ DPS(t)) with DPS(t)-certificate Π

LDUI
(t)
n

(ρAB[t]) (resp., Π
LDOI

(t)
n

(ρAB[t])).

Again, this theorem has an immediate counterpart on the dual side for (DPS
(t)
n )∗: the analog

of Corollary 3.4 holds replacing CLDUI, respectively, by LDUI or LDOI.

Also the analogs of Lemmas 3.5, 3.6 hold: each of the graphs ([n]t+1,Ψ
(t)
n ) and ([n]t+1,Φ

(t)
n ) is

a disjoint union of cliques and the same holds for the graphs attached to taking partial transposes.
(The LDUI case follows from the CLDUI case up to a transposition and the proof in the LDOI

case is in fact even easier since it involves a parity argument). In summary, matrices in LDUI
(t)
n or

LDOI
(t)
n and their partial transposes all have a block-diagonal structure.

We now give in Lemma 3.10 an upper bound on the size of the blocks occurring in a matrix in

LDOI
(t)
n , by upper bounding the maximum size of a clique in the graph ([n]t+1,Ψ

(t)
n ). Note that

this bound also applies to the maximum clique size in the graph corresponding to taking partial

transposes, because the definition of edges in Ψ
(t)
n is ‘global’ in the sense that it depends only on

the concatenated sequence α(i0ij0j). In addition, the bound from Lemma 3.10 also applies to

the graphs ([n]t+1,Φ
(t)
n ), G

(t)
n = ([n]t+1,Ω

(t)
n ) (and their analogs corresponding to taking partial

transposes) that model the sparsity patterns of matrices in LDUI
(t)
n and CLDUI

(t)
n , because they

are subgraphs of the graph ([n]t+1,Ψ
(t)
n ).

Lemma 3.10. The maximum size of a clique in the graph ([n]t+1,Ψ
(t)
n ) is at most t!n⌈t/2⌉.
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We omit the proof since, later in Lemma 5.4 of Section 5, we will prove a similar statement
adapted to the more economical moment framework. By the above discussion, Corollary 3.11 below
follows as a direct application of Lemma 3.10.

Corollary 3.11. If W ∈ LDOI
(t)
n then, for any 0 ≤ s ≤ t, W TB[s] is a block-diagonal matrix with

all its blocks of size at most t!n⌈t/2⌉. The same holds if W ∈ LDUI
(t)
n or W ∈ CLDUI

(t)
n .

So, for t = 1, the maximum block size is n for matrices in LDOIn, which matches relation (10).

3.4 A class of CLDUI examples: exploiting additional structure in DPS certifi-
cates

Here, we investigate a class of CLDUI bipartite quantum states (see Definition 3.16) and show
analytically that their separability is characterized by the DPS hierarchy at level t = 2. We will use
this characterization in Section 5.3 to generate test states for the PPT2 conjecture. To be able to
analytically analyze DPS(2)-certificates, one needs to exploit additional structural properties of the
quantum state at hand (in order to further reduce the block sizes and the number of variables). So,
we begin with some results showing how additional properties of a quantum state ρAB (like having
a large kernel, or enjoying some symmetry property) are inherited by its DPS(t)-certificates ρAB[t].
These results are of independent interest and apply to general quantum states.

Properties of the kernel

As we now see, any vector in the kernel of a state ρAB can be used to construct vectors in the kernel
of its DPS(t)-certificates. This relies on the partial trace property (27) and positivity ρAB ⪰ 0.

Lemma 3.12. Assume that ρAB ∈ DPS
(t)
n with ρAB[t] as DPS(t)-certificate. If w ∈ ker ρAB, then

w ⊗ ek2 ⊗ . . .⊗ ekt ∈ ker ρAB[t] for all k2, . . . , kt ∈ [n].

Proof. Since w ∈ ker ρAB, we have ρABw = 0, and thus

0 = ⟨ρAB, ww
∗⟩ = ⟨TrB[2:t](ρAB[t]), ww

∗⟩ = ⟨ρAB[t], ww
∗ ⊗ I⊗(t−1)

n ⟩

=
n∑

k2,...,kt=1

⟨ρAB[t], ww
∗ ⊗ ek2e

∗
k2 ⊗ . . .⊗ ekte

∗
kt⟩

=

n∑
k2,...,kt=1

(w ⊗ ek1 ⊗ . . .⊗ ekt)
∗ρAB[t](w ⊗ ek1 ⊗ . . .⊗ ekt).

As ρAB[t] ⪰ 0, each summand is nonnegative and thus equal to 0. From this one obtains that
0 = ρAB[t](w ⊗ ek2 ⊗ . . .⊗ ekt), as desired.

Symmetry properties

We now turn to exploiting symmetries of the initial quantum state for its DPS(t)-certificates.
First, let us introduce how the permutation group Gn acts on [n]t and on Herm((Cn)t. Any

permutation θ ∈ Gn has an entrywise action on [n]t, by setting θ(i) = θ(i1) . . . θ(it) for i = i1 . . . it ∈
[n]t. In turn, θ acts on ρ ∈ Herm((Cn)t, by permuting its rows and columns according to the action
of θ on [n]t, thus producing θ(ρ) ∈ Herm((Cn)⊗t), with entries

θ(ρ)i0i,j0j = ρθ(i0)θ(i),θ(j0)θ(j) for i0i, j0j ∈ [n]t+1.
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Remark 3.13. So, a permutation θ ∈ Gn acts on the values ik ∈ [n] and not on their indices k ∈ [t],
as was the case earlier, when a permutation σ ∈ Gt would produce iσ = iσ(1) . . . iσ(t) ∈ [n]t and
ρσ ∈ Herm((Cn)⊗t) with entries ρσi,j = ρiσ ,jσ for i, j ∈ [n]t. We will use the following observation

(that follows using the definitions): for a sequence i = i1 . . . it ∈ [n]t,

θ(iσ) = θ(iσ(1)) . . . θ(iσ(t)) = (θ(i1) . . . θ(it))
σ = θ(i)σ for any θ ∈ Gn, σ ∈ Gt. (60)

Lemma 3.14. Assume ρAB ∈ DPS
(t)
n with ρAB[t] as DPS(t)-certificate. For any θ ∈ Gn, θ(ρAB[t])

is a DPS(t)-certificate for θ(ρAB).

Proof. By assumption, ρAB[t] satisfies (25), (26), (27), we show that the same holds for θ(ρAB[t]).
First, we show (25). For this, let σ ∈ Gt and i0i, j0j ∈ [n]t+1. Then, we have

θ(ρAB[t])i0iσ ,j0jσ = (ρAB[t])θ(i0)θ(iσ),θ(j0)θ(jσ) = (ρAB[t])θ(i0)(θ(i))σ ,θ(j0)θ(j)σ

= (ρAB[t])θ(i0)θ(i),θ(j0)θ(j) = θ(ρAB[t])i0i,j0j ,

using (60) at the first line and the fact that ρAB[t] satisfies (25) at the second line. Hence, θ(ρAB[t])
also satisfies (25).

Condition (26) follows from the fact that the operations of applying θ and taking the partial

transpose commute:
(
θ(ρAB[t])

)TB[s] = θ
(
ρ
TB[s]

AB[t]

)
, which can be checked by computing

( (
θ(ρAB[t])

)TB[s]
)
i0i,j0j

=
(
θ(ρAB[t])

)
i0j1...jsis+1...st,j0i1...isjs+1...jt

= (ρAB[t])θ(i0j1...jsis+1...st),θ(j0i1...isjs+1...jt) =
(
ρ
TB[s]

AB[t]

)
θ(i0i),θ(j0j)

=
(
θ
(
ρ
TB[s]

AB[t]

))
i0i,j0j

.

Hence, ρ
TB[s]

AB[t] ⪰ 0 implies θ(ρ
TB[s]

AB[t]) ⪰ 0 and thus (θ(ρAB[t]))
TB[s] ⪰ 0, as desired.

Finally, condition (27) follows from the fact that the operations of applying θ and taking the
partial trace also commute, which can be checked by computing(

TrB[2:t]

(
θ(ρAB[t])

))
i0i1,j0j1

=
∑

k∈[n]t−1

(
θ(ρAB[t])

)
i0i1k,j0j1k

=
∑

k∈[n]t−1

(
ρAB[t]

)
θ(i0i1)θ(k),θ(j0j1)θ(k)

=
∑

h∈[n]t−1

(
ρAB[t]

)
θ(i0i1)h,θ(j0j1)h

= Trr−2(ρAB[t])θ(i0i1),θ(j0j1) = (ρAB)θ(i0i1),θ(j0j1) = θ(ρAB)i0i1,j0j1 ,

using the fact that ρAB[t] satisfies (27) at the last but one equality.

Corollary 3.15. Assume ρAB ∈ DPS(t) and θ(ρAB) = ρAB for some θ ∈ Gt. Then, ρAB has a
DPS(t)-certificate ρAB[t] that satisfies θ(ρAB[t]) = ρAB[t].

Proof. Let ρAB[t] be a DPS(t)-certificate for ρAB ∈ DPS(t). Then, for any integer k ≥ 1, θk(ρAB[t])

is a DPS(t)-certificate for θk(ρAB) = ρAB, which follows using Lemma 3.14 and the fact that
θ(ρAB) = ρAB. Let m ≥ 1 be an integer such that θm = id. Since the set of DPS(t)-certificates
for ρAB is a convex set, one finds that ρ̃AB[t] := 1

m

∑m
k=1 θ

k(ρAB[t]) is a DPS(t)-certificate for ρAB.
Moreover, it satisfies θ(ρ̃AB[t]) = ρ̃AB[t].
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A class of CLDUI bipartite quantum states

We consider the CLDUI bipartite states ρa,a′ (a, a′ ≥ 0) in Definition 3.16, generalizing the case
a′ = 1/a (a > 0) considered in [JM19, Example 3.3]. We show that ρa,a′ is separable if and

only if it belongs to DPS
(2)
3 , or, equivalently, aa′ ≥ 1 (Theorem 3.20). Analytically characterizing

membership in DPS
(2)
3 is the most technical part, which exploits knowing the maximal cliques of

the graph G
(2)
3 (Table 1) and structural properties of the state ρa,a′ (on symmetry and its kernel).

We will use this class of examples later in Section 5.3.

Definition 3.16. For a, a′ ∈ R+, define the quantum state ρa,a′ ∈ CLDUI3 as

ρa,a′ =



1 · · · 1 · · · 1
· a · · · · · · ·
· · a′ · · · · · ·
· · · a′ · · · · ·
1 · · · 1 · · · 1
· · · · · a · · ·
· · · · · · a · ·
· · · · · · · a′ ·
1 · · · 1 · · · 1


= ρ(X,Y ) with X =

1 a a′

a′ 1 a
a a′ 1

 , Y =

1 1 1
1 1 1
1 1 1

 ,

where ρa,a′ is indexed by 11, 12, 13, 21, 22, 23, 31, 32, 33, X = ((ρa,a′)ij,ij)
3
i,j=1, Y = ((ρa,a′)ii,jj)

3
i,j=1.

Lemma 3.17. The matrix ρa,a′ belongs to DPS
(1)
3 if and only if a, a′ ≥ 0 and aa′ ≥ 1.

Proof. By definition, ρa,a′ ∈ DPS
(1)
3 if and only if ρa,a′ ⪰ 0 and ρTB

a,a′ ⪰ 0. This is equivalent to

a, a′ ≥ 0 and the block
(
a 1
1 a′

)
being positive semidefinite, i.e., aa′ ≥ 1.

Lemma 3.18. Assume that ρa,a′ ∈ DPS
(2)
3 . Then, ρa,a′ has a DPS(2)-certificate ρ with the following

properties: ρ is block-diagonal and each of its blocks is a scalar multiple of the all-ones matrix.

Proof. The existence of a block-diagonal certificate ρ follows from Theorem 3.1 and Corollary 3.7.

So, ρ = ⊕Cρ[C], where the direct sum is over the maximal cliques C of the graph G
(2)
3 (described

in Table 1). We now argue that, for every maximal clique C, ρ[C] = xCJ|C| for some xC ∈ R. That
is, the columns ρ·,i0i1i2 , ρ·,j0j1j2 of ρ indexed by any two elements i0i1i2, j0j1j2 ∈ C are equal. It
suffices to show this for the six cliques of size 2 or 5.

First, we use the property (25) of ρ, which claims that ρ·,j0j1j2 = ρ·,j0j2j1 for any j0j1j2 ∈ [3]3.
This directly settles the case of the cliques of size 2, {123, 132}, {213, 231} and {312, 321}. Consider
now a clique of size 5, say C = {111, 212, 221, 313, 331}. Then, ρ·,212 = ρ·,221, ρ·,313 = ρ·,331 holds.
There remains to show that the columns indexed by the elements 111, 221, 331 are equal. For this,
we use the fact that the vectors w1 = e2 ⊗ e2 − e3 ⊗ e3 and w2 = e1 ⊗ e1 − e3 ⊗ e3 belong to the
kernel of ρa,a′ . By Lemma 3.12, it follows that w ⊗ ei ∈ ker ρ for each i ∈ [3] and w ∈ {w1, w2}.
From this one obtains that the columns of ρ indexed by the indices 111, 221, 331 are all identical,
as desired. The same reasoning applies to the other two cliques of size 5.

Next, we further simplify the structure of a DPS(2)-certificate for ρa,a′ , by exploiting the fact
that ρa,a′ is invariant under the cyclic permutation θ = (123) ∈ G3, i.e., θ(ρa,a′) = ρa,a′ .

Lemma 3.19. Assume that ρa,a′ ∈ DPS
(2)
3 . Then, ρa,a′ has a DPS(2)-certificate ρ with the following

properties: ρ is block-diagonal: ρ = ⊕Cρ[C], where the blocks are indexed by the maximal cliques C

of G
(2)
3 , and
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(i) the three blocks of size 5 are identical: if |C| = 5, then ρ[C] = xJ5 for some x ∈ R,

(ii) the three blocks of size 2 are identical: if |C| = 2, then ρ[C] = yJ2 for some y ∈ R,

(iii) ρ122,122 = ρ233,233 = ρ311,311 =: z ∈ R,

(iv) ρ133,133 = ρ211,211 = ρ322,322 =: z′ ∈ R.

Proof. The additional properties in (i)-(iv) follow using the fact that ρa,a′ is invariant under the

cyclic permutation θ = (123). Indeed, by Corollary 3.15, ρa,a′ has a θ-invariant DPS(2)-certificate

ρ ∈ CLDUI
(2)
3 . We show that this certificate ρ has the desired properties. Observe that C1 :=

{111, 212, 221, 313, 331}, C2 := θ(C), C3 := θ2(C) are the three cliques of size 5 in G
(2)
3 (where θ is

applied element-wise). First, we have

ρ111,111 = ρθ(111),θ(111) = ρ222,222 = ρθ(222),θ(222) = ρ333,333.

For i = 1, 2, 3, the index iii belongs to the clique Ci. By Lemma 3.18, all entries of ρ[Ci] are equal,
say to xi, implying xi = ρiii,iii. Combined with the above relation, one obtains x1 = x2 = x3 =: x,
showing (i).

(ii) follows analogously, using the fact that θ(123) = 231 and θ(231) = 312, which implies that
the scalars determining the blocks ρ[C23], ρ[C31], ρ[C12] are all equal to the same scalar y.

For (iii)-(iv), note that the six blocks of size 1 lie in two different orbits: θ(122) = 233, θ(233) =
122 and θ(133) = 211, θ(211) = 322., which implies ρ[122] = ρ[233] = ρ[122] =: z and ρ[133] =
ρ[211] = ρ[322] =: z′, as desired.

Theorem 3.20. For the state ρa,a′ from Definition 3.16, the following are equivalent:

ρa,a′ ∈ SEP3 ⇐⇒ ρa,a′ ∈ DPS
(2)
3 ⇐⇒ a ≥ 1 and a′ ≥ 1.

Proof. Assume ρa,a′ ∈ DPS
(2)
3 , we show a, a′ ≥ 1. Let ρ be a DPS(2)-certificate for ρa,a′ that satisfies

the properties claimed in Lemma 3.19. Since ρ satisfies (27), we get

1 = (ρa,a′)11,11 = TrB(ρ)11,11 = ρ111,111 + ρ112,112 + ρ113,113 = 3x,

which implies x = 1
3 . Similarly, we get

a = TrB(ρ)12,12 = x+ z + y, a′ = TrB(ρ)21,21 = y + z′ + x,

which implies z = a− y − 1
3 and z′ = a′ − y − 1

3 .

We now use the fact that ρTB[1] is positive semidefinite (condition (26)). Using the submatrix
of ρTB[1] indexed by {123, 213} (in that order), we obtain(

ρ123,123 ρ113,223
ρ223,113 ρ213,213

)
=

(
y x
x y

)
⪰ 0,

implying y ≥ x = 1
3 . Using the submatrix of ρTB[1] indexed by {111, 122, 133} (in that order) givesρ111,111 ρ121,112 ρ131,113

ρ112,121 ρ122,122 ρ132,123
ρ113,131 ρ123,132 ρ133,133

 =

x x x
x z y
x y z′

 .
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By taking the Schur complement w.r.t. the upper left corner and using the values of z, z′, we obtain(
z − x y − x
y − x z′ − x

)
=

(
a− y − 2

3 y − 1
3

y − 1
3 a′ − y − 2

3

)
⪰ 0.

In particular, a− y − 2
3 , a

′ − y − 2
3 ≥ 0. Combining with y ≥ 1

3 , we get that a, a′ ≥ 1, as desired.
Assume now a, a′ ≥ 1, we show that ρa,a′ ∈ SEP3. For this, observe that the matrices X,Y in

Definition 3.16 satisfy X = J3 + X ′, Y = J3, where X ′ = X − J ≥ 0 since a, a′ ≥ 1. So, we have
ρa,a′ = ρ(J3,J3) +ρ(X′,0). The state ρ(J3,J3) is separable (e.g., since it is equal to ΠCLDUI3(ee∗⊗ ee∗),
with e the all-ones vector). Also, the state ρ(X′,0) is separable (using, e.g., (50)). Hence, the state
ρa,a′ is the sum of two separable states and thus ρa,a′ is separable. This concludes the proof.

Remark 3.21. In their recent work [GNS25] the authors consider LDOI states ρ(X,Y,Z), where
X,Y, Z are circulant matrices. In particular, when Y = Jn is the all-ones matrix, they characterize

membership in SEPn and DPS
(1)
n (see Theorem VI.5). Note that the state ρa,a′ from Definition 3.16

has X circulant and Y = Jn, so it falls within this class (for n = 3). In Theorem 3.20 we

additionally characterize its membership in DPS
(2)
3 and show equivalence with separability. Whether

this property extends to more general states with circulant structure is left for future research.

4 Dual of the symmetric DPS hierarchy and matrix copositivity

Given a matrix A ∈ Sn, consider the matrix MA,0 ∈ CLDUIn as defined in relation (49) and the
associated polynomial

⟨MA,0, xx
∗ ⊗ xx∗⟩ = ⟨A, (x ◦ x)(x ◦ x)T ⟩ =

n∑
i,j=1

Aij |xi|2|xj |2 = fA(|x1|2, . . . , |xn|2),

where fA is the polynomial from (34). Hence,

MA,0 ∈ (SEPBS
n )∗ ⇐⇒ A ∈ COPn.

Moreover, if Aij < 0 for some i < j, then ⟨MA,0, DijD
∗
ij⟩ = Aij < 0; hence MA,0 provides an

entanglement witness that separates the entangled state DijD
∗
ij from SEPBS

n . So, when restricting
to matrices with diagonal unitary invariance, there is a tight connection between the dual cone
(SEPBS

n )∗ and the copositive cone COPn, as shown in [MATS21, Theorem 2.1]. Recently, it is

shown in [GNP25] that this connection extends to the hierarchies (D̃PS
(t)

n )∗ for (SEPBS
n )∗, and

K(t)
n for COPn. In this section we revisit this connection. First, we present a characterization

of the dual cone (D̃PS
(t)

n )∗ that fully mirrors the result in Theorem 2.4 for (DPS
(t)
n )∗. Then, we

use it to offer a simple argument for the connection between (D̃PS
(t)

n )∗ and K(t)
n , using only the

basic correspondence (24) between real-sos Hermitian polynomials in complex variables and sos
polynomials in real variables.

4.1 The dual of the symmetric DPS hierarchy

For M ∈ Herm(Cn⊗Cn), recall the polynomial FM (x, x, y, y) ∈ C[x, x, y, y]1,1,1,1 as defined in (37).
By restricting to one set of variables, i.e., setting y = x, we obtain the polynomial

F̃M (x, x) := FM (x, x, x, x) = ⟨M,xx∗ ⊗ xx∗⟩ ∈ C[x, x]2,2, (61)
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with degree 2 in x and degree 2 in x. So, M ∈ (SEPBS
n )∗ means FM (x, x, x, x) ≥ 0 for all x ∈ Cn

(equivalently, for all x ∈ Sn−1). In the next result we characterize when M belongs to the dual of

the relaxation D̃PS
(t)

n , thus giving an analog of Theorem 2.4 for the symmetric setting.

Theorem 4.1. Consider a matrix M ∈ Herm(Cn⊗Cn) and an integer t ≥ 1. Set τ = ⌊(t+ 1)/2⌋.
The following assertions are equivalent.

(i) M ∈ (D̃PS
(t)

n )∗.

(ii) The polynomial ∥x∥2(t−1)F̃M (x, x) = ∥x∥2t⟨M,xx∗ ⊗ xx∗⟩ ∈ C[x, x]2(t+1),2(t+1) is r-sos.

(iii) There exist matrices B,W0,W1, . . . ,Wτ ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ (Cn)⊗t) such that

M ⊗ I⊗(t−1)
n = B +

τ∑
s=0

W,

where B ∈ Herm(St+1(Cn))⊥, Ws ∈ W(t)
n,s for s = 0, 1, . . . , τ.

In comparison with Theorem 2.4, we are now asking in (iii) that the matrix B belongs to
the larger space Herm(St+1(Cn))⊥, which contains the space Herm(Cn ⊗ St(Cn))⊥ involved in

Theorem 2.4(iii). In addition, we only need the subspaces W(t)
n,s for s ≤ τ = ⌊(t+ 1)/2⌋.

Remark 4.2. The set D̃PS
(t)

n corresponds to the set PPTBExt
(Kt+1)
n considered in [GNP25]. The

characterization of the dual of PPTBExt
(t)
n given in [GNP25, Prop. 8.9] corresponds to the equiv-

alence of items (i) and (iii) in Theorem 4.1. The additional characterization (ii) in terms of r-sos
polynomials, which is present in Theorem 4.1 (as well as in Theorem 2.4), is not given in [GNP25].
Showing this characterization (ii) constitutes in fact the most technical part of the proof. On the
other hand, it is especially relevant since it is directly comparable to the characterization (35) in

terms of sums of squares for matrices A ∈ K(t)
n .

Before giving the proof, note that, as in the general (non-symmetric) case, the LDUI projection
preserves membership in D̃PS

(t)

n and its dual cone, a property we will use in the next section.

Lemma 4.3. Assume that ρAB,M ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗Cn). Then, ρAB ∈ D̃PS
(t)

n implies ΠLDUI(ρAB) ∈
D̃PS

(t)

n , and M ∈ (D̃PS
(t)

n )∗ implies ΠLDUI(M) ∈ (D̃PS
(t)

n )∗.

Proof. It suffices to show the first claim, since it implies the second one using the fact that

⟨ΠLDUI(M), ρAB⟩ = ⟨M,ΠLDUI(ρAB⟩. Assume ρAB ∈ D̃PS
(t)

n , and let ρAB[t] be a D̃PS
(t)

-certificate
for it. Then, the projection of this certificate

ΠLDUI(t)(ρAB[t]) =

∫
DUn

U⊗(t+1)ρAB[t](U
⊗(t+1))∗dU

is a D̃PS
(t)

-certificate for ΠLDUI(ρAB), showing ΠLDUI(ρAB) ∈ D̃PS
(t)

n .

of Theorem 4.1. The proof is along the same lines as for Theorem 2.4 in [FF20]. There are, however,
some differences since one needs to restrict to s ≤ τ = ⌊(t + 1)/2⌋ in (iii), which adds some
technicalities. Our argument is also more compact. Let M ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ Cn) and let

p(x, x) = ∥x∥2(t−1)⟨M,xx∗ ⊗ xx∗⟩ ∈ C[x, x]t+1,t+1
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denote the polynomial appearing in Theorem 4.1(ii). Recall the conditions involved in Theorem 4.1:

(i) M ∈ (D̃PS
(t)

n )∗; (ii) p is r-sos; (iii) M ⊗ I
(t−1)
n belongs to (BS((Cn)⊗(t+1))⊥ +

∑τ
s=0W

(t)
n,s; and

the additional condition (iv) M ⊗ I
(t−1)
n ∈ cl((BS((Cn)⊗(t+1))⊥ +

∑τ
s=0W

(t)
n,s) (where ‘cl’ denotes

taking the closure). Recall the definition of D̃PS
(t)

n in (31) and of W(t)
n,s in (39), and τ = ⌊(t+ 1)/2⌋.

The implication (iii) =⇒ (iv) is clear. The implication (iii) =⇒ (ii) follows by taking the inner

product of M ⊗ I
⊗(t−1)
n with (xx∗)⊗(t+1) and using the fact that

⟨Ws, (xx
∗)⊗(t+1)⟩ = ⟨W TB [s]

s , xx∗ ⊗ (xx∗)⊗s ⊗ (xx∗)⊗(t−s)⟩

is r-sos for any Ws ∈ W(t)
n,s (since W

TB[s]
s ⪰ 0).

We now show (i) ⇐⇒ (iv). By definition of the dual cone (D̃PS
(t)

n )∗,

M ∈ (D̃PS
(t)

n )∗ ⇐⇒ ⟨M,ρAB⟩ for all ρAB ∈ D̃PS
(t)

n

⇐⇒ ⟨M ⊗ I⊗(t−1)
n , ρAB[t]⟩ for all ρAB[t] ∈ BS((Cn)⊗(t+1)) ∩

τ⋂
s=0

W(t)
n,s

⇐⇒M ⊗ I⊗(t−1)
n ∈

(
BS(Cn ⊗ (Cn)⊗t) ∩

τ⋂
s=0

W(t)
n,s

)∗

where the latter set is equal to cl
(
(BS((Cn)⊗(t+1)))⊥ +

∑τ
s=0W

(t)
n,s

)
. Above, at the second line, we

use the definition of the partial trace and of D̃PS
(t)

n in (31). At the last line, we use the well-known
convex geometry fact that the dual of an intersection of cones is the closure of the sum of the duals

of the cones, combined with the fact that the cone W(t)
n,s is self-dual.

We show (iv) =⇒ (ii). For this, assume M ⊗ I
⊗(t−1)
n = limℓ→∞Aℓ, where Aℓ = Bℓ +

∑τ
s=0Wℓ,s

with Bℓ ∈ (BS((Cn)⊗(t+1)))⊥ and Wℓ,s ∈ W(t)
n,s. Define the polynomial

σℓ(x, x) = ⟨Aℓ, (xx
∗)⊗(t+1)⟩ =

〈 τ∑
s=0

Wℓ,s, (xx
∗)⊗(t+1)

〉
=

τ∑
s=0

⟨W TB [s]
ℓ,s , xx∗ ⊗ (xx∗)⊗s ⊗ (xx∗)⊗(t−s)⟩.

Hence, σℓ is r-sos since W
TB [s]
ℓ,s ⪰ 0 for each s. As p = limℓ→∞ σℓ, it follows that p is r-sos (using

the fact that the cone of r-sos polynomials in C[x, x]t+1,t+1 is a closed set). So, (ii) holds.

Finally, we show (ii) =⇒ (iii), which is the most technical part. Assume p is r-sos. Then,
p =

∑
ℓ q

2
ℓ for some Hermitian polynomials qℓ ∈ C[x, x] with total degree t+1 in x, x. We can write

qℓ(x, x) =
t∑

s=0

⟨aℓ,s, x⊗s ⊗ x⊗(t+1−s)⟩ for some aℓ,s ∈ (Cn)⊗(t+1).

As qℓ is Hermitian, we have qℓ = qℓ, which implies

⟨aℓ,s, x⊗s ⊗ x⊗(t+1−s)⟩ = ⟨aℓ,t+1−s, x
⊗(t+1−s) ⊗ x⊗s⟩ for s = 0, 1, . . . , t. (62)
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Then, q2ℓ =
∑t

s,s′=0⟨aℓ,s, x⊗s ⊗ x⊗(t+1−s)⟩ · ⟨aℓ,s′ , x⊗s′ ⊗ x⊗(t+1−s′)⟩. As p =
∑

ℓ q
2
ℓ has degree t+ 1

in x, it follows that the following sum is identically zero:

∑
ℓ

t∑
s,s′=0,s+s′ ̸=t+1

⟨aℓ,s, x⊗s ⊗ x⊗(t+1−s)⟩ · ⟨aℓ,s′ , x⊗s′ ⊗ x⊗(t+1−s′)⟩ = 0,

because any monomial occurring in it has degree in x distinct from t+ 1. Therefore, we obtain

p =
∑
ℓ

q2ℓ =
∑
ℓ

t∑
s=0

⟨aℓ,s, x⊗s ⊗ x⊗(t+1−s)⟩ · ⟨aℓ,t+1−s, x
⊗(t+1−s) ⊗ x⊗s⟩︸ ︷︷ ︸

=Tℓ,s

=
∑
ℓ

t∑
s=0

Tℓ,s.

Observe that Tℓ,s = Tℓ,t+1−s. This implies that
∑t

s=0 Tℓ,s =
∑τ

s=0 csTℓ,s with cs = 2 for 0 ≤ s ≤
τ − 1, cτ = 2 for odd t, and cτ = 1 for even t. Consider the summand

∑
ℓ Tℓ,s for some given s ≤ τ .

Using (62), we obtain∑
ℓ

Tℓ,s =
∑
ℓ

⟨aℓ,s, x⊗s ⊗ x⊗(t+1−s)⟩ · ⟨aℓ,t+1−s, x
⊗(t+1−s) ⊗ x⊗s⟩

=
∑
ℓ

⟨aℓ,s, x⊗s ⊗ x⊗(t+1−s)⟩ · ⟨aℓ,s, x⊗s ⊗ x⊗(t+1−s)⟩

=
∑
ℓ

(aℓ,s)
∗(x⊗s ⊗ x⊗(t+1−s))(x⊗s ⊗ x⊗(t+1−s))∗aℓ,s

=
〈∑

ℓ

aℓ,s(aℓ,s)
∗, (x⊗s ⊗ x⊗(t+1−s)) (x⊗s ⊗ x⊗(t+1−s))∗

〉
= ⟨As, (x

⊗s ⊗ x⊗(t+1−s)) (x⊗s ⊗ x⊗(t+1−s))∗⟩
= ⟨ATB [s]

s , x⊗(t+1)(x⊗(t+1))∗⟩.

Above, at the last but one line, we set As =
∑

ℓ aℓ,s(aℓ,s)
∗ and, at the last line, we take the partial

transpose TB[s] at both arguments in the inner product. Putting things together we obtain

p =
∑
ℓ

q2ℓ =
∑
ℓ

t∑
s=0

Tℓ,s =
∑
ℓ

τ∑
s=0

csTℓ,s

=
τ∑

s=0

cs
∑
ℓ

Tℓ,s =
〈 τ∑

s=0

csA
B[s]
s , x⊗(t+1)(x⊗(t+1))∗

〉
.

So, we have shown the polynomial identity

p = ⟨M ⊗ I⊗(t−1)
n , (xx∗)⊗(t+1)⟩ =

〈 τ∑
s=0

csA
TB[s]
s , (xx∗)⊗(t+1)

〉
.

This implies M ⊗ I
⊗(t−1)
n −

∑τ
s=0 csA

TB[s]
s ∈ (BS((Cn)⊗(t+1))⊥. This shows that (iii) holds, since

csA
TB[s]
s ∈ W(t)

n,s (because As ⪰ 0). This concludes the proof of Theorem 4.1.

32



4.2 Connections between the hierarchy (D̃PS
(t)

n )∗ and the hierarchy K(t)
n

Given a matrix X ∈ Sn, consider the associated bipartite states ρ(X,X) and ρTB

(X,X) = ρ(X,·,X), which

are, respectively, CLDUI and LDUI. We focus here on the state ρTB

(X,X) that has the additional

property of being Bose symmetric. Recall from relation (13) that

ρ(X,X) ∈ SEPn ⇐⇒ ρTB

(X,X) ∈ SEPn ⇐⇒ X ∈ CPn.

Hence, to check separability of ρ(X,X), a first option is to use the DPS hierarchy. However, another,

likely better, option is to use the stronger D̃PS hierarchy, applied to the Bose symmetric state

ρTB

(X,X). A third option is to use the hierarchy of cones (K(t)
n )∗, applied to the matrix X. We will

now show that these last two options are in fact equivalent (see Theorem 4.5).

For this, we first establish a link on the ‘dual polynomial side’. In Theorem 4.4 we essentially8

recover the result from [GNP25, Theorem 8.11]. Here, we give a direct proof for it, based on using
Theorem 4.1(ii) combined with the correspondence (24) between Hermitian r-sos polynomials and
their real couterparts.

Given a matrix pair (S, T ) ∈ Rn×n × Hermn, consider the matrix MS,T from (49), which is
CLDUI by construction, so that its partial transpose is LDUI and reads

MTB
S,T =

n∑
i,j=1

Sijeie
∗
i ⊗ eje

∗
j +

n∑
i,j=1

Tijeje
∗
i ⊗ eie

∗
j . (63)

Theorem 4.4. For (S, T ) ∈ Rn×n × Hermn, consider the matrix MS,T and its partial transpose

MTB
S,T as in (63), and set A = (S + ST + T + T T )/2 ∈ Sn. For any integer t ≥ 1, we have

MTB
S,T ∈ (D̃PS

(t)

n )∗ ⇐⇒ A ∈ K(t−1)
n .

In particular, for any A ∈ Sn, MTB
A,0 ∈ (D̃PS

(t)

n )∗ ⇐⇒ A ∈ K(t−1)
n .

Proof. We only need to show the first equivalence since the second one follows as a direct application.
Using (63), one can easily verify the following polynomial identity:

p(x, x) := ∥x∥2(t−1)⟨MTB
S,T , xx

∗ ⊗ xx∗⟩

= ∥x ◦ x∥2(t−1)⟨A, (x ◦ x)(x ◦ x)T ⟩ =: f(x ◦ x),
(64)

where A = (S + ST + T + T T )/2. Then, the proof amounts to comparing the r-sos property for
the polynomial p (in complex variables x, x) at the left-hand side, with the sos property for the
polynomial f (in real variables x ◦ x) at the right-hand side. For this, write x = xRe + ixIm, where
xRe = (xk,Re)

n
k=1, xIm = (xk,Im)nk=1 ∈ Rn are the real and imaginary parts of x. Then, we have

8For a pair (A,B) ∈ Rn×n ×Hermn with diag(A) = diag(B), [GNP25, Theorem 8.11] shows that ρ(A,·,B) belongs

to the dual of D̃PS
(t)

n if and only if the matrix A + AT + 2Re(B −DB) ∈ K(t−1)
n . In view of relation (53), we have

ρ(A,·,B) = ρTB
(A,B) = MTB

S,T with S = A and T = BT −DB , which makes the link to Theorem 4.4.
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x ◦ x = (|xk|2)nk=1 = (x2Re,k + x2Im,k)nk=1 and thus the real part of the polynomial p in (64) reads

pRe(xRe, xIm)

=
( n∑

h=1

(xh,Re)
2 + (xh,Im)2

)t−1
n∑

h,k=1

Ahk((xh,Re)
2 + (xh,Im)2)((xk,Re)

2 + (xk,Im)2)

= ∥(xRe, xIm)∥2(t−1)

(
xRe

xIm

)T (
A A
A A

)(
xRe

xIm

)
= ∥(xRe, xIm)∥2(t−1)

(
xRe

xIm

)T

(J2 ⊗A)

(
xRe

xIm

)
.

Hence, the polynomial pRe(xRe, xIm) is a sum of squares if and only if the matrix J2 ⊗ A belongs

to K(t−1)
2n , which, using [GL07, Lemma 15], is equivalent to asking that A belongs to K(t−1)

n .

We can now complete the proof: MTB
S,T belongs to D̃PS

(t)

n precisely when the polynomial p(x, x)
is r-sos. By relation (24), p(x, x) is r-sos if and only if its real part pRe(xRe, xIm) is sos, which, as

shown above, is equivalent to A belonging to K(t−1)
n .

Using duality arguments, one derives the following result, recovering [GNP25, Theorem 8.16].

Theorem 4.5. For a matrix X ∈ Sn and an integer t ≥ 1, we have

ρTB

(X,X) ∈ D̃PS
(t)

n ⇐⇒ X ∈ (K(t−1)
n )∗.

Proof. Assume ρTB

(X,X) ∈ D̃PS
(t)

n , we show X ∈ (K̃(t−1)
n )∗. For this, we show that ⟨X,A⟩ ≥ 0 for any

A ∈ K(t−1)
n . By Theorem 4.4, A ∈ K(t−1)

n implies MTB
A,0 ∈ (D̃PS

(t)

n )∗. So, combining with (51) gives

0 ≤ ⟨MTB
A,0, ρ

TB

(X,X)⟩ = ⟨MA,0, ρX,X⟩ = ⟨A,X⟩,

as desired. Conversely, assume X ∈ (K(t−1)
n )∗, we show ρTB

(X,X) ∈ D̃PS
(t)

n . For this, we show that

⟨ρTB

(X,X),M⟩ ≥ 0 for M ∈ (D̃PS
(t)

n )∗. As ρTB

(X,X) is LDUI, equality ⟨ρTB

(X,X),M⟩ = ⟨ρTB

(X,X),ΠLDUI(M)⟩

holds. By Lemma 4.3, projecting onto LDUIn preserves membership in the cone (D̃PS
(t)

n )∗. Hence,
we may assume that M is LDUI, i.e., of the form M = MTB

S,T for some S, T . By Theorem 4.4,

MTB
S,T ∈ (D̃PS

(t)

n )∗ implies S + ST + T + T T ∈ K(t−1)
n . Then, we have

⟨M,ρTB

(X,X)⟩ = ⟨MTB
S,T , ρ

TB

(X,X)⟩ = ⟨MS,T , ρ(X,X)⟩ = ⟨X, (S + ST + T + T T )/2⟩ ≥ 0,

as desired.

4.3 A class of Bose symmetric LDOI states

As an illustration we consider here a class of Bose symmetric states with LDOI structure. Given
scalars a, b ∈ R, consider the matrix ρ(a, b) := ρ(X,Y,X) ∈ Herm(C3 ⊗ C3), with

X =

1 a a
a 1 a
a a 1

 , Y =

1 b b
b 1 b
b b 1

 , ρ(a, b) =

1 b b
b 1 b
b b 1

⊕
(
a a
a a

)
⊕
(
a a
a a

)
⊕
(
a a
a a

)
, (65)
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where the first block is indexed by {11, 22, 33} and the last three blocks are indexed, respectively,
by {12, 21}, {23, 32} and {31, 13}. Then, ρ(a, b) ∈ LDOI3 ∩ BS(C3) (recall (15)) and thus any
separable decomposition of it must be symmetric (Lemma 2.3).

In view of (65), ρ(a, b) is a quantum state (i.e., ρ(a, b) ⪰ 0) precisely when a ≥ 0 and −1
2 ≤ b ≤ 1.

As we see in Lemma 4.6, separability of ρ(a, b) is characterized already at the first level of the DPS
hierarchy. This extends to the case when X,Y are defined analogously with size n ≥ 3, now

requiring − 1
n−1 ≤ b instead of −1

2 ≤ b. More generally, equivalence of membership in DPS
(1)
n and

SEPn holds for LDOI states of the form ρ(X,Y,Z), where each of X,Y, Z lies in the linear span of In
and the all-ones matrix Jn, see [PJPY24, Theorem 4.1] and [GNS25, Theorem III.3]. We yet give
the (easy) details for the states ρ(a, b) since this also provides examples of real-valued separable
states that do not have real separable decompositions (Remark 4.7).

Lemma 4.6. Given scalars a, b ∈ R, we have

ρ(a, b) ∈ SEP3 ⇐⇒ ρ(a, b) ∈ DPS
(1)
3 ⇐⇒ −1

2
≤ b and |b| ≤ a ≤ 1.

Proof. Only two implications need a proof. First, assume ρ(a, b) ∈ DPS
(1)
3 , we show that −1

2 ≤ b
and |b| ≤ a ≤ 1. Indeed, the first condition follows since ρ(a, b) ⪰ 0 and the second one from the
fact that ρ(a, b)TB ⪰ 0, since

ρ(a, b)TB = ρ(X,X,Y ) =

1 a a
a 1 a
a a 1

⊕
(
a b
b a

)
⊕
(
a b
b a

)
⊕
(
a b
b a

)
.

Assume now that −1
2 ≤ b and |b| ≤ a ≤ 1, we show that ρ(a, b) ∈ SEP3. For this note that the set{

(a, b) ∈ R2 : |b| ≤ a ≤ 1, −1

2
≤ b

}
is convex bounded, and equals the convex hull of the four points (0, 0), (1, 1),

(
1
2 ,−

1
2

)
, and

(
1,−1

2

)
.

Hence, it suffices to show that ρ(a, b) is separable for each of them. For (a, b) = (0, 0) we have

ρ(0, 0) = (e1e
∗
1)

⊗2 + (e2e
∗
2)

⊗2 + (e3e
∗
3)

⊗2 ∈ SEP3.

The all-ones bipartite state (ee∗)⊗2 (with e =
∑3

i=1 ei) is separable, hence also its projection
ρ(1, 1) = ΠLDOI((ee

∗)⊗2) is separable. Next, one can verify that

ρ
(1

2
,−1

2

)
=

1

2
ΠLDOI((xx

∗)⊗2 + (yy∗)⊗2 + (zz∗)⊗2),

with x =

0
1
i

 , y =

1
0
i

 , z =

1
i
0

 ,
(66)

ρ
(

1,−1

2

)
= ΠLDOI((uu

∗)⊗2 + (vv∗)⊗2),

with u =

 e
iπ
3

e
−iπ
3

1

 , v =

 e
2iπ
3

e
−2iπ

3

1

 .
(67)

Hence, ρ(a, b) ∈ SEP3 in both cases, again because the LDOI projection preserves separability.
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Remark 4.7. Observe that, if a = b ∈ [0, 1], then ρ(a, b) has a separable decomposition that involves
only real-valued rank one states (since this is the case for ρ(0, 0) and ρ(1, 1)). However, if b < a,
then no separable decomposition exists that uses only real-valued rank one states. To see this, observe
that if ρ(a, b) =

∑
ℓ(xℓx

∗
ℓ )

⊗2 for some xℓ ∈ R3, then we have b = ρ(a, b)11,22 =
∑

ℓ(xℓ)
2
1(xℓ)

2
2 =

ρ(a, b)12,12 = a. In particular, if b = 0 < a ≤ 1, then ρ(a, 0) = ρ(X,·,X) (resp., ρ(a, 0)TB = ρ(X,X))
is LDUI (resp., CLDUI), separable, and has no real-valued separable decomposition.

In addition, observe that, for b = −1/2, any separable decomposition of the form ρ(a,−1/2) =∑
ℓ(xℓx

∗
ℓ )

⊗2 must satisfy the condition
∑

ℓ(xℓ)
2
i = 0 for i ∈ [3]. Indeed, the vector

∑3
i=1 ei ⊗ ei

belongs to the kernel of ρ(a,−1/2), and thus also to the kernel of each (xℓx
∗
ℓ )

⊗2, which implies the
claimed fact. Hence, we again see that the xℓ’s cannot be real-valued, and this also indicate how to
come up with the separable decompositions from (66) and (67).

5 Implementation

In this section we consider the question of how to implement the DPS hierarchy more efficiently in
practice. For this, we reformulate it using the moment approach within the polynomial optimization
framework. We do this first in the generic case and then we consider the CLDUI and LDOI cases.
We conclude with a comparison of runtimes in the different regimes by showing how the developed
sparsity reduction technique can be used to tackle a class of examples motivated by the PPT2

conjecture from quantum information theory.

5.1 The DPS hierarchy in the moment formalism

Suppose one is given a bipartite quantum state ρAB ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ Cn)+ and one wants to test

whether ρAB lies in a given level t of the DPS hierarchy, i.e., whether ρAB ∈ DPS
(t)
n . The obvious

way to do so is to implement the semidefinite program modeling definition (28), asking for the
existence of an extended state ρAB[t] ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ St(Cn)) that is positive semidefinite under
partial transposition of the B-registers and recovers the original state ρAB by taking a partial
trace. We refer to this original viewpoint as the ‘tensor formalism’.

In the tensor formalism the resulting SDP inherits redundancies arising from the symmetries
in the t B-registers as required in (25): for any σ ∈ Gt and i0i ∈ [n]t+1, the columns (and rows)
indexed by i0i and i0i

σ are identical, i.e., (ρAB[t])·,i0iσ = (ρAB[t])·,i0i. Hence, one can set up an
equivalent, reduced SDP that is obtained by keeping only one column out of the orbit consisting of
the columns indexed by i0i

σ for σ ∈ Gt. An example of this fact was seen in Lemma 3.18 (and its
proof), where it was used to show that the block of a DPS(2)-certificate indexed, e.g., by {123, 132},
is a scalar multiple of the all-ones matrix.

A way to carry out this reduction more systematically is to consider the DPS hierarchy in
the ‘moment formalism’, as has been developed in [GLS21]. For this, note that two elements
i0i, j0j ∈ [n]t+1 indexing the extended state ρAB[t] lie in the same orbit of Gt if and only if i0 = j0
and α(i) = α(j). Hence, roughly speaking, it suffices to index the extended state by elements
α(i0)α(i) ∈ Nn × Nn (indexing monomials) instead of sequences i0i ∈ [n]t+1.

More precisely, the moment approach works as follows. We consider Hermitian linear functionals
L ∈ (C[x, x, y, y]2,2t)

∗, i.e., L : C[x, x, y, y]2,2t → C acting on bihomogenous polynomials of degree

2 in x, x and of degree 2t in y, y. Being Hermitian means that L(p) = L(p) for any polynomial
p ∈ C[x, x, y, y]2,2t. Then, the corresponding moment matrix of L, denoted here as M1,t(L), is
indexed by elements (α, α′, β, β′) ∈ (Nn)4 such that |α+α′| = 1 and |β+β′| = t; its (αα′ββ′, α̃α̃′β̃β̃′)-
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entry is M1,t(L)αα′ββ′,α̃α̃′β̃β̃′ , defined as

L(xαxα
′
yβyβ

′ · xα̃xα̃′
yβ̃yβ̃

′
) = L(xα+α̃′

xα
′+α̃yβ+β̃′

yβ
′+β̃).

Hence, M1,t(L) is a Hermitian matrix since L is Hermitian. Moreover, we have M1,t(L) ⪰ 0 if and
only if L(pp) ≥ 0 for any p ∈ C[x, x, y, y]=1,=t, which reflects the fact that the moment approach
is dual to the sum of squares approach used earlier. The key connection between the ‘tensor
formalism’ and the ‘moment formalism’ is then established by setting

L(xx∗ ⊗ (yy∗)⊗t) = ρAB[t], (68)

where L is applied entrywise to the matrix xx∗ ⊗ (yy∗)⊗t. Indeed, any linear functional L ∈
(C[x, x, y, y]2,2t)

∗ defines via (68) an extended state lying in Herm(Cn⊗St(Cn)) that satisfies (25).
Conversely, given such an extended state ρAB[t], relation (68) permits to define a linear functional
L ∈ (C[x, x, y, y]2,2t)

∗ as follows: For (γ, γ′, δ, δ′) ∈ (Nn)4 such that |γ + γ′| = 2 and |δ + δ′| = 2t,
set

L(xγxγ
′
yδyδ

′
) = (ρAB[t])i0i,j0j if |γ| = |γ′| = 1 and |δ| = |δ′| = t, (69)

where γ = α(i0), γ
′ = α(j0), δ = α(i), δ′ = α(j) and, otherwise, set L to 0, i.e.,

L(xγxγ
′
yδyδ

′
) = 0 if |γ| ̸= |γ′| or |δ| ̸= |δ′|. (70)

For the moment matrix of L, property (70) implies that M1,t(L)αα′ββ′,α̃α̃′β̃β̃′ ̸= 0 only if |α+ α̃′| =

|α′ + α̃| = 1 and |β + β̃′| = |β′ + β̃| = t. As observed in [GLS21, Section 5.2], this permits to show
that the matrix M1,t(L) is block-diagonal and that its blocks are indexed9 by the following sets

Ir,s′ = {(α, α′, β, β′) ∈ (Nn)4 : |α+ α′| = 1, |β + β′| = t, |α| − |α′| = r, |β| − |β′| = s′}

for r ∈ {−1, 1} and s′ ∈ {−t,−t + 2,−t + 4, . . . , t − 4, t − 2, t}. As we see in the next lemma, it
suffices to consider r = 1, in which case any (α, α′, β, β′) ∈ I1,s has α′ = 0, so that the entry α′ can
be ignored.

Lemma 5.1. [GLS21] Let ρAB ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ Cn). Then, ρAB ∈ DPS
(t)
n if and only if there exists

a Hermitian linear functional L ∈ (C[x, x, y, y]2,2t)
∗ satisfying conditions (70) and (i),(ii) below:

(i) L(xx∗ ⊗ yy∗||y||2(t−1)) = ρAB,

(ii) M1,t(L) ⪰ 0 or, equivalently, M1,t(L)[Ir,s′ ] ⪰ 0 for r = 1 and s′ ∈ [−t, t] with s′ ≡ t (mod 2).

Proof. The lemma essentially follows10 from results in [GLS21, Section 5], we give a sketch of proof.
As mentioned above, the guiding fact for the proof is relation (68) stating ρAB[t] = L(xx∗⊗(yy∗)⊗t),

which indicates how to construct a DPS(t)-certificate from a linear functional and vice versa.
9As we see in the proof of Lemma 5.1, the principal submatrix of M1,t(L) indexed by I1,s′ corresponds to applying

the partial transpose TB[s] to ρAB[t], when s′ = t− 2s. This explains why we use the letter s′ here.
10We refer in particular to [GLS21, Prop.23] (which considers the general case where also the A-register is extended).

There, the statement is in terms of existence of a linear functional L̃ ∈ (C[x, x, y, y]≤2,≤2t)
∗ satisfying the ‘ideal’ con-

ditions L̃(p(1−∥x∥2) = L̃(p(1−∥y∥2) = 0 for all p ∈ C[x, x, y, y] such that p(1−∥x∥2), p(1−∥y∥2) ∈ C[x, x, y, y]≤2,≤2t.
This non-homogeneous setting was used in [GLS21] to give an alternative, real-algebraic proof for the completeness
of the DPS hierarchy. Note that one can easily navigate between the non-homogeneous and homogeneous settings:
by restricting L̃ to C[x, x, y, y]2,2t and, conversely, one can extend L ∈ (C[x, x, y, y]2,2t)∗ to L̃ ∈ (C[x, x, y, y]≤2,≤2t)

∗

using the above ‘ideal’ constraints combined with (70).

37



First, note that L(xx∗ ⊗ (yy∗)⊗t) clearly satisfies condition (25). Second, note that condition
(i) precisely corresponds to condition (27), since

TrB[2:t](L(xx∗ ⊗ (yy∗)⊗t)) = L(TrB[2:t](xx
∗ ⊗ (yy∗)⊗t)) = L(xx∗ ⊗ yy∗||y||2(t−1)).

There remains to relate condition (ii) to condition (26). As observed above, under condition (70),
M1,t(L) is block-diagonal, with its blocks indexed by the sets Ir,s′ for r = ±1 and −t ≤ s′ ≤ t
with s′ ≡ t (mod 2). Hence, M1,t(L) ⪰ 0 if and only if Mt(L)[Ir,s′ ] ⪰ 0 for all r ∈ {−1, 1} and
s′ ∈ {−t,−t+ 2, . . . , t− 2, t}. Moreover, one can restrict to r = 1, since L being Hermitian implies

M1,t(L)[Ir,s′ ] = M1,t(L)[I−r,−s′ ]

(and positive semidefiniteness is preserved under taking the complex conjugate). For ρAB[t] =

L(xx∗ ⊗ (yy∗)⊗t) and s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , t}, we have (ρAB[t])
TB[s] = L(xx∗ ⊗ (yy∗)⊗s ⊗ (yy∗)⊗(t−s)) and

thus (ρAB[t])
TB[s] ⪰ 0 if and only if ρ̃ := L(xx∗ ⊗ (yy∗)⊗(t−s) ⊗ (yy∗)⊗s) ⪰ 0. The final step now

relies on the fact (see relation (67) in [GLS21]) that M1,t(L)[I1,t−2s] is identical to the matrix
obtained from ρ̃, by removing its identical rows and columns (arising from the Bose symmetry of
the t B-registers, as explained above). Hence, condition (ii) is equivalent to (26), as desired.

5.2 The DPS hierarchy for CLDUI and LDOI states in the moment formalism

We now specialize the result of Lemma 5.1 for bipartite states with CLDUI or LDOI sparsity
structure. For α ∈ Nn, α ≡ 0 (mod 2) means that αi is even for all i ∈ [n].

Lemma 5.2. Let ρAB ∈ CLDUIn (resp., ρAB ∈ LDOIn). Then, ρAB ∈ DPS
(t)
n if and only if there

exists a Hermitian linear functional L ∈ (C[x, x, y, y]2,2t)
∗ satisfying (70), conditions (i),(ii) from

Lemma 5.1, and, for any γ, γ′, δ, δ′ ∈ Nn such that |γ| = |γ′| = 1 and |δ| = |δ′| = t,

L(xγxγ
′
yδyδ

′
) = 0 if γ + δ′ ̸= γ′ + δ (resp., if γ + γ′ + δ + δ′ ̸≡ 0 (mod 2)).

Proof. Consider a DPS(t)-certificate ρAB[t] for ρAB and the associated linear functional L defined via

(68) as in Lemma 5.1. In particular, relations (69) and (70) hold. Assume first ρAB[t] ∈ CLDUI
(t)
n .

Then, by Lemma 3.2 (iii) (and the definition of the sparsity pattern Ω
(t)
n in (55)), (ρAB[t])i0i,j0j = 0

if ei0 + α(j) ̸= ej0 + α(j), which implies L(xγxγ
′
yδyδ

′
) = 0 if γ + δ′ ̸= γ′ + δ.

Assume now ρAB[t] ∈ LDOI(t). Then, its sparsity pattern is provided by the set Ψ
(t)
n from

(59). Hence, (ρAB[t])i0i,j0j = 0 if α(i0ij0j) ̸= 0 (mod 2), which implies L(xγxγ
′
yδyδ

′
) = 0 if

γ + γ′ + δ + δ′ ̸≡ 0 (mod 2).

In Tables 4, 5 and 6 below, we display the block sizes that arise when reformulating the DPS
hierarchy in the moment formalism, in the following three regimes: ρAB ∈ Herm(Cn⊗Cn) (generic
case), ρAB ∈ LDOIn (LDOI case), ρAB ∈ CLDUIn (CLDUI case), respectively, We display these
block sizes for t = 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 and n = 3, 4, 5, and the notation mk is used to indicate that there
are k blocks of size m. For instance, for (t, n) = (2, 3), the entry ‘271, 182’ in Table 4 indicates that
the SDP implementing the DPS(2)-relaxation for generic states in Herm(C3⊗C3) involves one block
of size 27 and two blocks of size 18. We next give some more details for the case (t, n) = (2, 3).

Example 5.3. We consider the case (t, n) = (2, 3) and discuss the associated entries in Tables 4
and 6, which give the block sizes in the reduced SDP’s modeling existence of a DPS(2)-certificate in
the moment formulation, for a generic or CLDUI bipartite state ρAB ∈ Herm(C3 ⊗ C3).
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Consider first the generic case. In the tensor formulation, the SDP involves three blocks of size

33 = 27, corresponding to ρAB[2], ρ
TB[1]

AB[2] and ρ
TB[2]

AB[2]. In the moment formulation, both ρAB[2] and

ρ
TB[2]

AB[2] reduce to blocks of size 18 and ρ
TB[1]

AB[2] remains of size 27, thus matching the entry ‘271, 182’
in Table 4. We will now argue why these size reductions do occur.

First, let us see why ρAB[2] reduces to a block of size 18. Consider two rows of ρAB[2] indexed by
distinct i0i1i2, j0j1j2 ∈ [3]2. If i0 = j0 and {i1, i2} = {j1, j2} then, by (25), these two rows are equal
and they correspond to a single row of M1,2(L) indexed by (α = ei0 , α

′ = 0, β = α(i1i2), β
′ = 0).

All possible reductions of this form arise for (i012, i021), (i013, i031), and (i023, i032) for i0 ∈ [3].
Hence, one can remove 9 rows/columns from ρAB[2] so that it reduces to a block of size 27−9 = 18.

The same analysis applies to ρ
TB[2]

AB[2] since the partial conjugate is applied to both B-registers,

and thus ρ
TB[2]

AB[2] also reduces to a block of size 18. Note that, as expected, the row of ρ
TB[2]

AB[2] indexed

by i0i1i2 corresponds to the row of M1,2(L) indexed by (α = ei0 , α
′ = 0, β = 0, β′ = α(i1i2)).

Consider now ρ
TB[1]

AB[2]. By the definition of the partial transpose, for i0i1i2, j0j1j2, k0k1k2 ∈ [3]3,

(ρ
TB[1]

AB[2])i0i1i2,k0k1k2 = (ρ
TB[1]

AB[2])j0j1j2,k0k1k2 if and only if (ρAB[2])i0k1i2,k0i1k2 = (ρAB[2])j0k1j2,k0j1k2.

The latter equality holds using condition (25) only if i0 = j0, {k1, i2} = {k1, j2}, {i1, k2} = {j1, k2},
which implies i0i1i2 = j0j1j2. Hence, no size reduction can occur. Note that the row of ρ

TB[1]

AB[2]

indexed by i0i1i2 corresponds to the row of M1,2(L) indexed by (α = ei0 , α
′ = 0, β = ei2 , β

′ = ei1).

Assume now ρAB ∈ CLDUI3. In the tensor formalism, the SDP modeling a DPS(2)-certificate

ρAB[2] ∈ CLDUI
(2)
3 involves 53, 23, 16 blocks for ρAB[2] (see Table 1), 53, 23, 16 blocks for ρ

TB[1]

AB[2] (see

Table 2), and 61, 36, 13 blocks for ρ
TB[2]

AB[2] (see Table 3), leading to a total of 61, 56, 36, 26, 115 blocks.
In comparison, the SDP in the moment formulation involves a total of 53, 34, 29, 118 blocks, as can
be seen in Table 6. To see why this size reduction takes place, it suffices to check all the maximal
cliques that are listed in Tables 1, 2, 3. For each such clique, one just checks whether it contains
two distinct indices i0i1i2 and j0j1j2 such that i0 = j0 and {i1, i2} = {j1, j2}, in which case one of
them is removed from the clique. So, in Table 1, each clique of size 5 (resp., size 2) reduces to size
3 (resp., size 1), yielding block sizes 33, 19 after reduction. In Table 2, no size reduction applies, so
one keeps 53, 23, 16 as block sizes. Finally, in Table 3, the clique of size 6 reduces to size 3 and each
clique of size 3 reduces to size 2, yielding block sizes 31, 26, 13. Putting things together one indeed
arrives at a total of 53, 34, 29, 118 blocks as shown in Table 6.

t\n 3 4 5

2 271, 182 641, 402 1251, 752
3 542, 302 1602, 802 3752, 1752
4 1081, 902, 452 4001, 3202, 1402 11251, 8752, 3502
5 1802, 1352, 632 8002, 5602, 2242 26252, 17502, 6302
6 3001, 2702, 1892, 842 16001, 14002, 8962, 3362 61251, 52502, 31502, 10502
7 4502, 3782, 2522, 1082 28002, 22402, 13442, 4802 122502, 94502, 52502, 16502

Table 4: Block sizes in the moment formulation of DPS(t)-certificates for generic states

We now want to give some insight on how the size of the biggest block involved in the SDP
in the generic setting compares to the biggest block in the LDOI setting. We restrict ourselves to
the LDOI case, since going from generic to LDOI yields a far greater reduction in size than going
from LDOI to CLDUI. Furthermore, the analysis in the LDOI case is significantly easier because
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t\n 3 4 5

2 73, 61, 56, 32 104, 78, 64, 38 135, 910, 610, 320
3 152, 136, 92, 76 282, 2012, 162, 122, 1012, 42 452, 2720, 252, 1320, 1210, 410
4 283, 241, 236, 584, 468, 424, 995, 7710, 6010, 4720, 3510,

212, 126, 92 348, 228, 138 301, 202, 1720, 52
5 482, 446, 362, 1242, 10012, 882, 762, 7012, 2552, 18020, 1752, 12120, 11410,

336, 182, 156 522, 402, 2812, 162 752, 7310, 4520, 2110
6 763, 721, 696, 632, 2184, 1938, 1824, 1578, 4795, 41710, 35010, 29720, 25510, 2301,

486, 452, 226, 182 1248, 1008, 508, 348 1952, 17720, 1052, 9510, 5520, 252
1172, 1116, 992, 4042, 35012, 3282, 2962, 10452, 8252, 81720, 63320,

7 936, 662, 626, 28012, 2322, 2002, 16812, 60710, 4752, 45910, 35520,
302, 266 1362, 802, 6012, 402 24510, 1752, 11520, 6510

Table 5: Block sizes in the moment formulation of DPS(t)-certificates for states in LDOIn

t\n 3 4 5

2 53, 34, 29, 118 74, 44, 34, 224, 140 95, 55, 310, 250, 175
3 91, 73, 59, 161, 106, 716, 411, 251, 1310, 925, 515,

39, 218, 130 316, 260, 180 45, 350, 2150, 1175
4 123, 94, 79, 518, 224, 164, 134, 1024, 740, 355, 255, 1710, 1350, 975,

316, 230, 145 424, 340, 2120, 1140 536, 425, 3150, 2350, 1350
181, 153, 129, 401, 286, 2216, 1611, 751, 4510, 3525, 2515, 215,

5 99, 718, 530, 1316, 1060, 780, 445, 1750, 13150, 9175, 575,
325, 245, 163 380, 2210, 1224 475, 3350, 2700, 1630

223, 184, 159, 1218, 504, 404, 344, 2824, 2240, 955, 755, 5510, 4550, 3575,
6 916, 730, 545, 1624, 1340, 10120, 7140, 2536, 2125, 17150, 13350, 9350,

336, 263, 184 476, 3140, 2336, 1336 5141, 4175, 3700, 21260, 11050
301, 263, 229, 189, 801, 606, 5016, 4011, 3416, 1751, 11510, 9525, 7515, 655, 5550,

7 1518, 1230, 925, 745, 2860, 2280, 1645, 1380, 10210, 45150, 35175, 2575, 2175, 17350, 13700,
563, 349, 284, 1108 7224, 4119, 3224, 2504, 1480 9630, 5245, 4350, 31260, 22100, 11650

Table 6: Block sizes in the moment formulation of DPS(t)-certificates for states in CLDUIn

the LDOI condition in Lemma 5.2 is ‘global’, in the same sense as explained before Lemma 3.10.
We fix n ∈ N, t ≥ 1, s′ ∈ [−t, t] such that s′ ≡ t (mod 2). Define

Ns′,t := max
(α̃,β̃,β̃′)∈I1,s′

|{(α, β, β′) ∈ I1,s′ : α+ β + β′ ≡ α̃+ β̃ + β̃′ (mod 2)}|.

Lemma 5.4. Let n, t ∈ N and s′ ∈ {−t,−t+ 2, . . . , t− 2, t}. Then, we have

Ns′,t

|I1,s′ |
≤

( t+|s′|
2 )!

n⌈
t+|s′|

4
⌉
.

Hence, the ratio of the largest block size in the LDOI regime to the largest block size in the generic
regime is given by

max
s′

Ns′,t

|I1,s′ |
≤ max

s′

( t+|s′|
2 )!

n⌈
t+|s′|

4
⌉
≤ t!

n⌈
t
4
⌉
.
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Proof. Fix an arbitrary (α̃, β̃, β̃′) ∈ I1,s′ . Assume first 0 ≤ s′. We want to count how many
(α, β, β′) ∈ I1,s′ exist such that α + β + β′ ≡ α̃ + β̃ + β̃′ (mod 2). Define the odd support of
α̃+ β̃ + β̃′ as the set O ⊆ [n] consisting of the indices i ∈ [n] for which the ith entry of the vector
α̃+ β̃ + β̃′ is odd. Note that |O| ≡ |α̃+ β̃ + β̃′| = t+ 1 (mod 2). Therefore, we need to count the
sequences (α, β, β′) ∈ I1,s′ whose odd support is O.

First, we pick α and β′ arbitrarily, for which there are n ·
(n−1+ t−s′

2
n−1

)
options. Denote the odd

support of α + β′ as O′ ⊆ [n]. Now we will select β. In order to fulfil the desired congruence
condition, the odd support of β must be equal to the symmetric difference O∆O′ of O and O′.
Note that |O′| ≡ |α + β′| = 1 + (t − s′)/2 (mod 2). So, one must have β = 2γ + χO△O′

, where
γ ∈ Nn and χO∆O′

is the characteristic vector of O∆O′ (with ith entry 1 if i ∈ O∆O′ and 0
otherwise). Since |β| = t+s′

2 , it follows that |γ| = ( t+s′

2 −|O△O′|)/2. This is a valid weight because

|O∆O′| ≡ |O| + |O′| ≡ t + (t − s′)/2 ≡ (t + s)/2 (mod 2). In total we get
(n−1+( t+s′

2
−|O△O′|)/2

n−1

)
options for γ, which also gives the number of options for β. This term is clearly maximized for
|O△O′| minimal, which depends on the parity of t+s′

2 . Set a = 0 if t+s′

2 is even and set a = 1 if
t+s′

2 is odd. We can conclude that

Ns′,t ≤ n

(
n− 1 + t−s′

2

n− 1

)(
n− 1 + ( t+s′

2 − a)/2

n− 1

)
= n

(
n− 1 + t−s′

2

n− 1

)(
n− 1 + ⌊ t+s′

4 ⌋
n− 1

)
.

(71)

Since |I1,s′ | = n
(
n−1+(t−s′)/2

n−1

)(
n−1+(t+s′)/2

2

)
, we obtain that

Ns′,t

|I1,s′ |
≤

(n−1+⌊ t+s′
4

⌋
n−1

)
(n−1+ t+s′

2
n−1

) ≤
( t+ s′

2

)
! · n

⌊ t+s′
4

⌋

n
t+s′
2

,

where we get the second inequality by applying the following (easy to check) inequality

nt

t!
≤

(
n− 1 + t

n− 1

)
≤ nt for any integers n, t ≥ 1.

One can quickly see that this formula coincides with the formula given in the lemma. Consider now
the case s′ ≤ 0. Then we can redo the same analysis, only altering the approach by switching the
roles of β, β′, i.e., first selecting β arbitrarily and after that selecting β′. This leads to replacing
t+s′

2 with t−s′

2 in formula (71). This completes the proof.

Remark 5.5. In the case s = t = 1 the formula of Lemma 5.4 gives an upper bound of 1
n .

This exactly coincides with the known sparsity ratio for the LDOI pattern (and the CLDUI/LDUI
patterns) (recall relation (8)).

5.3 Runtime comparison for a class of examples based on the PPT2 conjecture

The goal of this section is to present a comparison of the runtimes for an implementation of the DPS
hierarchy in the three regimes: for generic, CLDUI, LDOI bipartite states. We first give an overview
of the setup for our benchmark examples, which is motivated by the PPT2 conjecture in quantum
information. The PPT2 conjecture is usually formulated on the ‘channel side’. We will state it here
on the ‘state side’ and only explain the necessary steps for setting up our benchmark instances.
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Further details can be found in Appendix A. The PPT2 conjecture states that the composition of
any two PPT linear maps from Cn×n to Cn×n is entanglement breaking (see Conjecture A.4). It
has been shown to hold for n ≤ 3 [CMHW19, CYT19] and for the linear maps arising from one
state in CLDUIn ∪ LDUIn and the other one in LDOIn [SN22, NP25]. It is still open whether it
also holds when both states lie in LDOIn. For this reason we next formulate the PPT2 conjecture
for LDOI states, posed in [SN22, Conjecture 5.1].

Conjecture 5.6 (The PPT2 conjecture for LDOI states). Let (Xk, Yk, Zk) ∈ Rn×n×Hermn×Hermn

such that diag(Xk) = diag(Yk) = diag(Zk) for k = 1, 2. Assume that the corresponding LDOI states

are positive semidefinite and have positive partial transpose, i.e., ρ(Xk,Yk,Zk) ∈ DPS
(1)
n for k = 1, 2.

Then, ρ(X3,Y3,Z3) ∈ SEPn, where we define

(X3, Y3, Z3) = (X1, Y1, Z1) • (X2, Y2, Z2)

:= (X1X2, Y1 ◦ Y2 + Z1 ◦ ZT
2 +DY3, Y1 ◦ Z2 + Z1 ◦ Y T

2 +DZ3),

DY3 := Diag(X1X2−Y1◦Y2−Z1◦ZT
2 ), DZ3 := Diag(X1X2−Y1◦Z2−Z1◦Y T

2 ), so that diag(X3) =
diag(Y3) = diag(Z3) holds.

Suppose we want to construct a counterexample to the above conjecture. As mentioned above,
the PPT2 conjecture holds for n ≤ 3 and for states in CLDUIn ∪ LDUIn; in addition, it holds if
either ρ(X1,Y1,Z1) ∈ SEPn, or ρ(X2,Y2,Z2) ∈ SEPn (see Lemma A.6). Hence, the smallest case to

investigate is n = 4. So, we want to construct matrix triplets (X,Y, Z) ∈ R4×4 × Herm4 × Herm4,

such that diag(X) = diag(Y ) = diag(Z), ρ(X,Y,Z) ∈ DPS
(1)
4 \ SEP4, and neither Y nor Z is a

diagonal matrix. Then, we will use such triplets as arguments (Xk, Yk, Zk) (k = 1, 2) to build their
compositions (X3, Y3, Z3) that we will then test for existence of a DPS(t)-certificate. In case of a
negative answer, one would obtain a counterexample to the PPT2 conjecture.

For this, we start by considering the states ρa,a′ as defined in Definition 3.16. We will restrict11

to (a, a′) ∈ {(2, 1/2), (3, 1/3), (4, 1/4)}, in which case ρa,a′ ∈ DPS
(1)
3 \DPS

(2)
3 in view of Lemma 3.17

and Theorem 3.20. Then, ρa,a′ = ρ(X̃a,Ỹ ) ̸∈ SEP3, after setting

X̃a =

 1 a 1/a
1/a 1 a
a 1/a 1

 , Ỹ =

1 1 1
1 1 1
1 1 1

 .

We extend the matrices X̃a, Ỹ to the following 4 × 4 matrices Xa, Y :

Xa =


1 a 1/a 1

1/a 1 a 1
a 1/a 1 1
1 1 1 1

 , Y =


1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1

 . (72)

By construction, ρ(Xa,Y ) ∈ DPS
(1)
4 (i.e., ρ(Xa,Y ), ρ

TB

(Xa,Y ) = ρ(Xa,·,Y ) ⪰ 0, which is easy to check

using (10), (11)) and ρ(Xa,Y ) ̸∈ SEP4 (since, otherwise, this would imply ρ(X̃a,Ỹ ) ∈ SEP3). Next,

we generate matrices Z by choosing random unit vectors vk ∈ R4 for k ∈ [4] and defining Z =
(vTh vk)4h,k=1 as their Gram matrix. Then, diag(Z) = diag(Xa) (since the vk’s are unit vectors)

and ρ(Xa,Y,Z) ∈ DPS
(1)
4 \ SEP4. Indeed, ρ(Xa,Y,Z) ∈ DPS

(1)
4 , because ρ(Xa,Y,Z) ⪰ 0 and ρTB

(Xa,Y,Z) =

11We choose a′ = 1/a, which implies the largest violation of the conditions a′ ≥ 1/a (to ensure ρa,a′ ∈ DPS
(1)
3 ) and

a′ < 1 (to ensure ρa,a′ ̸∈ DPS
(2)
3 ).
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ρ(Xa,Z,Y ) ⪰ 0 (as |Zi,j |2 ≤ (Xa)i,j(Xa)j,i = 1 for any 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 4 and using (10), (11)). Moreover,
if ρ(Xa,Y,Z) would be separable then, by Lemma 2.5, also its CLDUI projection ρ(Xa,Y ) would be
separable, yielding a contradiction.

We generate five such random matrices Z, denoted as Z[i] for i ∈ [5]. So, we get 15 triplets

(Xa, Y, Z[i]) such that ρ(Xa,Y,Z[i]) ∈ DPS
(1)
4 \ SEP4, where Xa, Y are as in (72) for a = 2, 3, 4. Now,

the goal is to test whether the composed states12 ρ(Xa,Y,Z[i])•(Xa,Y,Z[j]) are separable or entangled.
Note that both arguments commute, because Y and all Z[i]’s are real symmetric. So, we consider
only 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ 5, which leads to a total of 3 × 15 = 45 different composed states ρAB for which

membership in DPS
(t)
4 can be tested.

By construction, these composed states ρAB have a LDOI sparsity structure. We use them to
test the behaviour of the SDP implementing existence of a DPS(t)-certificate in the three regimes:
first, in the generic case (searching for a DPS(t)-certificate in Herm((Cn)⊗(t+1), thus ignoring the

sparsity structure of ρAB), second in the LDOI regime (searching for a DPS(t)-certificate in LDOI
(t)
n ),

and third in the CLDUI regime (searching for a DPS(t)-certificate for ΠCLDUI(ρAB) in CLDUI
(t)
n ).

We note that on all tested examples, a DPS(t)-certificate could be found. So, no instance of an
entangled state was found, so that the status of the PPT2 conjecture remains open for LDOI states.

The graphic in Figure 1 below displays the different runtimes (in seconds) for the three regimes
(generic, LDOI, CLDUI) and relaxation levels from t = 1 to t = 7. The runtime consists only of the
time needed for solving the SDP. It excludes the preprocessing phase, since the preprocessing time
remains in the seconds for every regime and every level t displayed in Figure 1. The experiments
were carried out on a laptop running Windows 11 Home 64-bit with an AMD Ryzen 7 8845HS @
3.8GHz, 8 cores, 16 threads and 16GB of Ram. We used the programming language Julia [BEKS17]
utilizing the JuMP package [DHL17] for coding13 the problem formulation, and Hypatia [CKV22]
as the semidefinite programming solver.

As expected, the generic implementation is the slowest and the CLDUI implementation is the
fastest. For instance, for t = 3, the runtimes are roughly 2.5 minutes, 10 seconds and 1 second in the
generic, LDOI and CLDUI cases and, for t = 5, roughly 30 seconds and 21 minutes for the CLDUI
and LDOI cases. Note that the faster runtimes in the CLDUI regime allow to test membership in

DPS
(t)
4 up to level t = 7, while one can only test up to level t = 5 in the LDOI regime, and up to

level t = 3 in the generic regime. Hence, this also indicates that the CLDUI implementation can
be used as a useful necessary condition for testing existence of a DPS(t)-certificate for generic ρAB,
by applying it to its projection ΠCLDUI(ρAB), since one can then go to higher levels t.

6 Concluding remarks

In this paper we explore how structural properties of quantum bipartite states can be exploited

to design more efficient variations of the semidefinite hierarchy DPS
(t)
n for testing separability and

detecting quantum entanglement. On the one hand, we consider bipartite (CLDUI, LDUI, LDOI)
states with diagonal unitary invariance. These states admit a block diagonal sparsity pattern that
can be transferred to any given level of the DPS hierarchy. By applying block diagonalization and,
in addition, reformulating the DPS hierarchy in the moment formalism, one obtains substantial
matrix size reduction in the SDP models, so that higher levels can be computed in practice.

12We also tested states of the form ρ(Xa,Y,Z[i])•(Xb,Y,Z[j]) with a ̸= b. We do not include the runtimes for these
states in Figure 1 since the results are similar to those in the setup (a = b) described in the text.

13Our code is available at https://github.com/JonasBritz/ImplementationsDPSHierarchy.git.
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Figure 1: Graphic displaying the runtimes of the DPS hierarchy in three regimes: for CLDUI,
LDOI and generic bipartite states

On the other hand, we consider Bose symmetric bipartite states, i.e., states that are symmetric
in their two registers. This symmetry property can again be transferred to any given level of the DPS

hierarchy. This leads to the stronger symmetry-adapted D̃PS
(t)

n hierarchy. We characterize its dual,
in terms of existence of a r-sum-of-squares representation for an associated complex polynomial.

This characterization mirrors the known characterization of the dual of DPS
(t)
n . In addition, it is

closely related to the sum-of-squares characterization of the approximation cone K(t)
n for COPn.

The completely positive cone CPn and its dual COPn play an important role within both
settings. Indeed, separable bipartite states with CLDUI, LDUI (LDOI) sparsity structure can be
captured by pairwise (triplewise) completely positive matrix pairs (triples), leading to the cones
PCPn,TCPn that generalize CPn. On the dual side, there is a close relationship between COPn

and the dual of the cone of Bose symmetric separable states, which extends to their respective conic

approximations by K(t)
n and (D̃PS

(t)

n )∗.
Hence, there are interesting connections among several topics, ranging from quantum informa-

tion to semidefinite optimization, matrix cones, and polynomial optimization. We now conclude
with mentioning some open questions.

The symmetry-adapted DPS hierarchy applies to Bose symmetric states, so we have the inclusion

D̃PS
(t)

n ⊆ DPS
(t)
n ∩ BS(Cn ⊗ Cn) (the right most inclusion in (32)). Equality holds for t = 1 (since

no state extension takes place). A natural question, already posed in [GNP25, Question 8.20], is
whether equality holds for larger t ≥ 2. We expect the answer to be negative, yet we could not find
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a counterexample. Let us briefly sketch our numerical approach for trying to find a counterexample.

Let n = 5 and t = 2. For C ∈ K(1)
5 \ K(0)

5 , consider the semidefinite program

p∗C := min{⟨C,X⟩ : X ∈ S5, ρTB

(X,X) ∈ DPS
(2)
5 }

(which can be solved using the LDUI sparsity reduction). Note that, if we find a feasible X such

that ⟨C,X⟩ < 0, then X ̸∈ (K(1)
5 )∗ and thus, by Theorem 4.5, ρTB

(X,X) ∈ DPS
(2)
5 \ D̃PS

(2)

5 while,

by construction, ρTB

(X,X) ∈ BS(C5 ⊗ C5). Hence, p∗C < 0 would imply strict inclusion D̃PS
(2)

5 ⊂

DPS
(2)
5 ∩ BS(C5 ⊗ C5). The extreme rays of COP5 are fully characterized in [Hil12]: those that

do not belong to K(0)
5 are the Horn matrix H together with a class of parametrized matrices T (ψ)

(for ψ ∈ R5, ψ > 0 and
∑5

i=1 ψi < π) and their positive diagonal scalings DHD, DT (ψ)D for any
positive diagonal matrix D. We computed the above SDP for the following matrices C = H,T (ψ)
for thousands of random choices of ψ, and for hundreds of diagonal scalings DHD of the Horn

matrix, making sure to select D such that DHD ∈ K(1)
5 (following [LV23, Theorem 4]). The

returned optimum value p∗C is (numerically) zero, so that no counterexample could be found.
Alternatively, one can try to show the following equality on the dual side: (D̃PS

(2)

n )∗ =

(DPS
(2)
n )∗ + Herm(S2(Cn))⊥. That is, if M ∈ (D̃PS

(2)

n )∗ (meaning M ⊗ In = B + W0 + W1

with B ∈ Herm(S3(Cn))⊥, W0 ⪰ 0, W
TB[1]

1 ⪰ 0), does there exist M ′ ∈ (DPS
(2)
n )∗ (meaning

M ′ = B′ +W ′
0 +W ′

1 +W ′
2 with B′ ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ S2(Cn))⊥, W ′

0 ⪰ 0, (W ′
1)

TB[1] ⪰ 0, (W ′
2)

TB[2] ⪰ 0)
such that M −M ′ ∈ Herm(S2(Cn))⊥? (Here, we have used Theorems 2.4 and 4.1.)

Consider now the inclusion SEPBS
n ⊆ D̃PS

(t)

n (the left most inclusion in (32)). By Theorem 4.5,

if a matrix X belongs (K(t)
n )∗ \ CPn, then the associated Bose symmetric (LDUI) state ρTB

(X,X)

belongs to D̃PS
(t+1)

n \SEPBS
n and thus the (CLDUI) state ρ(X,X) belongs to DPS

(t+1)
n \SEPn. Such

matrices X do exist for any n ≥ 5 and t ≥ 0; indeed, the inclusion K(t)
n ⊂ COPn is shown to

be strict in [DDGH13], which implies that also CPn ⊂ (K(t)
n )∗ is a strict inclusion. This implies

that both inclusions SEPBS
n ⊂ D̃PS

(t)

n and SEPn ⊂ DPS
(t)
n are strict for any n ≥ 5 and t ≥ 1, as

observed in [GNP25]. In fact, Fawzi [Faw21] shows that the separable cone SEPn is not semidefinite

representable for any n ≥ 3, which implies that the inclusion SEPn ⊂ DPS
(t)
n is strict for any n ≥ 3

and t ≥ 1. In contrast, recall that SEP2 = DPS
(1)
2 (in fact this equality holds for bipartite states

acting on C3 ⊗ C2, see [Wor76]).

Examples of matrices A ∈ COPn \ ∪t≥0K(t)
n are constructed in [LV23] for any n ≥ 6. Hence, in

view of Theorem 4.4, any such matrix A provides a LDUI instance MTB
A,0 ∈ (SEPBS

n )∗\∪t≥0(D̃PS
(t)

n )∗.
In addition, it is shown in [GNP25, Theorem 8.5] how to use such matrices A to construct (C)LDUI

matrices belonging to SEP∗
n \ ∪t≥0(DPS

(t)
n )∗.

As observed earlier, COP4 = K(0)
4 , so that the hierarchy collapses: K(0)

4 = K(t)
4 for all t ≥ 1. In

[GNP25, Question 8.21] the authors ask whether the inclusion K(t−1)
n ⊆ K(t)

n is strict for n ≥ 5 and

t ≥ 1. Note that, in view of Theorem 4.5, a positive answer would imply D̃PS
(t)

n ̸= D̃PS
(t+1)

n . It is

known that the inclusion K(0)
5 ⊂ K(1)

5 is strict; for instance, the Horn matrix belongs to K(1)
5 \ K(0)

5

[Par00]. We are not aware of explicit examples of matrices lying in K(t)
n \K(t−1)

n for t ≥ 2 and n ≥ 5.

Finally, let us mention again the PPT2 conjecture. It is expected that the conjecture fails in
general. However, since it has been shown to hold when one state is LDOI and the other one is
(C)LDUI [SN22, NP25], it remains intriguing to see whether it holds when both states are LDOI.
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A The PPT2 conjecture

We give here some background information about the PPT2 conjecture. Set Mn(C) = Cn×n and let
Tn(C) denote the set of linear maps Φ : Mn(C) → Mn(C). Let In,T ∈ Tn(C) denote, respectively,
the identity map and the transpose map. Given two maps Φ1,Φ2 ∈ Tn(C), Φ1 ◦Φ2 ∈ Tn(C) denotes
their composition, defined by Φ1 ◦Φ2(X) = Φ1(Φ2(X)) for X ∈Mn(C). We group some definitions
about linear maps in Tn(C) and refer, e.g., to [SN21, SN22] and further references therein for a
detailed treatment.

Definition A.1. Consider a linear map Φ ∈ Tn(C).
• Φ is called positive if Φ(X) ⪰ 0 for all X ∈ Herm(Cn)+.
• Φ is called completely positive (CP)14 if the map Ir ⊗ Φ : Mr(C) ⊗Mn(C) →Mr(C) ⊗Mn(C) is
positive for all r ∈ N.
• Φ is called PPT if both Φ and Φ ◦ T are completely positive.
• Φ is called entanglement breaking if [In ⊗ Φ](Y ) ∈ SEPn for all Y ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ Cn)+.

Linear maps Φ ∈ Tn(C) that are CP and preserve the trace (i.e., Tr(Φ(X)) = Tr(X) for all
X ∈Mn(C)) are known as quantum channels, they are used in quantum information to model the
evolution of quantum systems. There is a well-known correspondence between maps Φ ∈ Tn(C)
and bipartite states in Mn(C) ⊗Mn(C) via their Choi (or Choi-Jamio lkowski) matrix J(Φ).

14This notion of CP linear map is classical in quantum information and should not be confused with the earlier
notion of completely positive matrix.
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Definition A.2. For Φ ∈ Tn(Cn), its Choi state J(Φ) ∈Mn(C) ⊗Mn(C) is defined by

J(Φ) =
n∑

r,s=1

Φ(ere
∗
s) ⊗ ere

∗
s i.e., (J(Φ))ij,kl = Φ(eje

∗
l )ik for i, j, k, l ∈ [n].

Conversely, any state ρ ∈ Mn(C) ⊗Mn(C) corresponds to a linear map Φρ ∈ Tn(C) via the above
relationship, given by Φρ(eje

∗
l )ik = ρij,kl for all i, j, kl ∈ [n], so that J(Φρ) = ρ.

Note that J(Φ) is Hermitian if and only if Φ preserves Hermitian matrices (i.e., Φ(X) is Hermitian
whenever X is Hermitian). Moreover, the following links can be shown (see, e.g., [SN21, SN22]).

Lemma A.3. Let Φ ∈ Tn(C) and J(Φ) its associated Choi state. Then,

Φ is CP ⇐⇒ J(Φ) ⪰ 0,

Φ ◦ T is CP ⇐⇒ J(Φ)TB ⪰ 0,

Φ is PPT ⇐⇒ J(Φ) ∈ DPS(1)
n ,

Φ is entanglement breaking ⇐⇒ J(Φ) ∈ SEPn.

Hence, both Φ and Φ ◦ T are CP if and only if J(Φ) ∈ DPS
(1)
n . Another well-known fact is that

any CP map Φ admits a Kraus decomposition: Φ(X) =
∑k

j=1WjXW
∗
j for some Wj ∈Mn(C) (and

k ≤ n2). Christandl posed the following conjecture in 2012, see also [CMHW19].

Conjecture A.4 (PPT2 conjecture). The composition Φ1 ◦ Φ2 of two arbitrary PPT linear maps
Φ1,Φ2 is entanglement breaking.

Conjecture A.5 (Restatement in state language). Let ρ1, ρ2 ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ Cn) and let Φρ1 ,Φρ2

be the corresponding linear maps. If ρ1, ρ2 ∈ DPS
(1)
n , then J(Φρ1 ◦ Φρ2) ∈ SEPn.

As we now see, the conjecture holds if one of the two maps Φ1,Φ2 is entanglement breaking
and the other one is CP.

Lemma A.6. Assume Φ1 is CP and Φ2 is entanglement breaking, or vice versa, then their com-
position Φ1 ◦ Φ2 is entanglement breaking.

Proof. The proof relies on the following (easy to check) identity: For Ψ1,Ψ2,Γ1,Γ2 ∈ Tn(C),

(Ψ1 ◦ Ψ2) ⊗ (Γ1 ◦ Γ2) = (Ψ1 ⊗ Γ1) ◦ (Ψ2 ⊗ Γ2).

Therefore, since In = In ◦ In, we get

In ⊗ (Φ1 ◦ Φ2) = (In ⊗ Φ1) ◦ (In ⊗ Φ2).

Assume first that Φ1 is CP and Φ2 is entanglement breaking. By assumption, In ⊗ Φ2 maps any
Y ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗ Cn)+ to a separable state and separability is clearly preserved by In ⊗ Φ1. Now,
assume Φ2 is CP and Φ1 is entanglement breaking. Then, In ⊗Φ2 maps any Y ∈ Herm(Cn ⊗Cn)+
to a positive semidefinite state, which is thereafter mapped by In ⊗ Φ1 to a separable state.

Linear maps Φ ∈ Tn(C) whose Choi matrix J(Φ) has some diagonal unitary invariance are
investigated in [SN21, SN22]. In particular, J(Φ) ∈ LDUIn (resp., J(Φ) ∈ CLDUIn) if and only
if Φ(UXU∗) = U∗Φ(X)U (resp., Φ(UXU∗) = UΦ(X)U∗) for all U ∈ DUn (in which case Φ is
dubbed a DUC or CDUC map). The PPT2 conjecture holds when restricting to such maps.
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Theorem A.7. [SN22, Theorem 4.5] The PPT2 conjecture holds when restricting to DUC and
CDUC linear maps Φ1,Φ2. That is, if J(Φ1), J(Φ2)) ∈ CLDUIn ∪ LDUIn and Φ1,Φ2 are PPT,
then Φ1 ◦ Φ2 is entanglement breaking.

This motivates investigating (DOC) linear maps Φ whose Choi state J(Φ) belongs to LDOIn,
in which case the conjecture has only been answered partially. The following results are shown in
[NP25, Corollary 6.4, Theorem 6.5] and generalize the result from Theorem A.7.

Theorem A.8. The PPT2 conjecture holds when restricting to one DUC or CDUC linear map Φ1

and one DOC linear map Φ2. That is, if J(Φ1)) ∈ CLDUIn ∪ LDUIn, J(Φ2) ∈ LDOIn and Φ1,Φ2

are PPT, then Φ1 ◦ Φ2 and Φ2 ◦ Φ1 are entanglement breaking. Furthermore, the composition of
two random DOC maps generically satisfies the PPT2 conjecture.

In what follows, for the convenience of the reader, we explain how to compute the DOC map
of a LDOI state, i.e., the map Φ whose Choi matrix J(Φ) is a given LDOI state (see also [SN21,
Lemma 9.3]). For a matrix Y ∈ Mn(C), let Y 0 := Y − Diag(diag(Y )) denote the matrix obtained
from Y by setting to 0 its diagonal entries.

Lemma A.9. Given (X,Y, Z) ∈ Rn×n × Hermn × Hermn with diag(X) = diag(Y ) = diag(Z), the
linear map corresponding to ρ(X,Y,Z), denoted as Φ(X,Y,Z) := Φρ(X,Y,Z)

for short, is defined by

Φ(X,Y,Z)(M) = Diag(Xdiag(M)) + Y 0 ◦M + Z0 ◦MT for M ∈Mn(C).

Proof. We compute the Choi state J(Φ(X,Y,Z)) =
∑n

i,j=1 Φ(X,Y,Z)(eie
∗
j ) ⊗ eie

∗
j and show that it

coincides with

ρ(X,Y,Z) =

n∑
i,j=1

Xijeie
∗
i ⊗ eje

∗
j +

∑
i̸=j∈[n]

Yijeie
∗
j ⊗ eie

∗
j +

∑
i̸=j∈[n]

Zijeie
∗
j ⊗ eje

∗
i .

For this we compute

Φ(X,Y,Z)(eje
∗
j ) = Diag(Xej) = Diag((Xij)i∈[n]) =

n∑
i=1

Xijeie
∗
i for j ∈ [n],

Φ(X,Y,Z)(eie
∗
j ) = Yijeie

∗
j + Zjieje

∗
i for i ̸= j ∈ [n].

Putting both computations together yields
∑n

i,j=1 Φ(X,Y,Z)(eie
∗
j ) ⊗ eie

∗
j = ρ(X,Y,Z), as desired.

Definition A.10. Let (X1, Y2, Z2), (X2, Y2, Z2) ∈ Rn×n × Hermn × Hermn such that, for k = 1, 2,
diag(Xk) = diag(Yk) = diag(Zk). We define their composition ‘•’ by

(X1, Y2, Z2) • (X2, Y2, Z2) = (X1X2, Y1 ◦ Y2 + Z1 ◦ ZT
2 +DY3, Y1 ◦ Z2 + Z1 ◦ Y T

2 +DZ3),

setting DY3 := Diag(X1X2 − Y1 ◦ Y2 −Z1 ◦ZT
2 ) and DZ3 := Diag(X1X2 − Y1 ◦Z2 −Z1 ◦ Y T

2 ) (that
are used to ensure that the three arguments in the resulting matrix triplet share the same diagonal).

Lemma A.11. Let (X1, Y2, Z2), (X2, Y2, Z2) ∈ Rn×n × Hermn × Hermn such that, for k = 1, 2,
diag(Xk) = diag(Yk) = diag(Zk), and (X3, Y3, Z3) := (X1, Y2, Z2) • (X2, Y2, Z2) (as in Defini-
tion A.10). Then, we have

Φρ(X3,Y3,Z3)
= Φρ(X1,Y1,Z1)

◦ Φρ(X2,Y2,Z2)
.
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Proof. Let M ∈Mn(C). By Lemma A.9, we have

Φ(X1,Y1,Z1) ◦ Φ(X2,Y2,Z2)(M) = Φ(X1,Y1,Z1)(Φ(X2,Y2,Z2)(M))

= Diag(X1diag(Φ(X2,Y2,Z2)(M)))︸ ︷︷ ︸
=A

+Y 0
1 ◦ Φ(X2,Y2,Z2)(M)︸ ︷︷ ︸

=B

+Z0
1 ◦ (Φ(X2,Y2,Z2)(M))T︸ ︷︷ ︸

=C

.

We compute each of the three summands A,B,C, using the fact (again, by Lemma A.9) that

Φ(X2,Y2,Z2)(M) = Diag(X2diag(M)) + Y 0
2 ◦M + Z0

2 ◦MT .

As Y 0
2 and Z0

2 are traceless, the same holds for Y 0
2 ◦M + Z0

2 ◦MT and thus we have

A = Diag(X1diag(Diag(X2diag(M)))) = Diag(X1X2diag(M)).

As Y 0
1 and Z0

1 are traceless, we obtain

B = Y 0
1 ◦ (Y 0

2 ◦M + Z0
2 ◦MT ) = Y 0

1 ◦ Y 0
2 ◦M + Y 0

1 ◦ Z0
2 ◦MT ,

C = Z0
1 ◦ (Y 0

2 ◦M + Z0
2 ◦MT )T = Z0

1 ◦ (Y 0
2 )T ◦MT + Z0

1 ◦ (Z0
2 )T ◦M.

Putting everything together we obtain

A+B + C = Diag(X1X2diag(M)) + (Y 0
1 ◦ Y 0

2 + Z0
1 ◦ (Z0

2 )T ) ◦M + (Y 0
1 ◦ Z0

2 + Z0
1 ◦ (Y 0

2 )T ) ◦MT ,

which concludes the proof.

Using Lemma A.11 we now see that Conjecture 5.6 is indeed a reformulation of Conjecture A.5
for the case of LDOI states.
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