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Abstract

We investigate questions about the cone SEP,, of separable bipartite states, consisting of
the Hermitian matrices acting on C™ ® C™ that can be written as conic combinations of rank
one matrices of the form zz* ® yy* with x,y € C". 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 SEP,, 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 CP,,, its dual cone COP,,, and their
sums-of-squares based conic approximations ICS), play a central role in these two settings (i),(ii).
We clarify these connections and test the block diagonal relaxations on classes of examples.

Contents

(1 Introduction|

2 Preliminaries and background results|

2.2 The DPS hierarchy for bipartite separable states| . . . . . ... ... ... ... ...
2.3 Dual cones for CP,, SEP, and DPSZ . .. . 0000 000000000000

[2.4  Diagonal unitary invariant states| . . . . . . .. .. .. oL
2.5 Dual cone of PCP,,| . . . . . . . . .

[3 The DPS hierarchy for diagonal unitary invariant states |
3.1 An extended sparsity pattern for DPS certificates of CLDUI states| . . . . . . . . ..
13.2  Exploiting sparsity of DPS certificates for CLDUI states| . . . . . .. ... ... ...
3.3 Generalizations to LDUI and LDOI statesl . . . . ... ... ... ...,
13.4 A class of CLDUI examples: exploiting additional structure in DPS certificates| . . .

*Centrum Wiskunde & Informatica (CWI), Amsterdam, and LAAS-CNRS, Toulouse Jonas.Britz@cwi.nl
fCentrum Wiskunde & Informatica (CWI), Amsterdam, and Tilburg University, Monique .Laurent@cwi .nl


Jonas.Britz@cwi.nl
Monique.Laurent@cwi.nl
https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.06551v1

[4 Dual of the symmetric DPS hierarchy and matrix copositivity| 29

(4.1  The dual of the symmetric DPS hierarchy |. . . . . . . ... ... PCTIIEIRRE 29

: ) 1 N 33

[4.3 A class of Bose symmetric LDOI states|. . . . . . .. ... .. ... ... ....... 34

(6 Implementation | 36
[>.1 'The DPS hierarchy in the moment formalism| . . . . .. ... ... ... ... .... 36
5.2 The DPS hierarchy tor CLDUI and LDOI states in the moment formalism|. . . . . . 38

5.3 Runtime comparison for a class of examples based on the PPT? conjecture] . . . . . 41

[6 Concluding remarks| 43
[A The PPT? conjecture] 48

1 Introduction

In quantum information theory, a bipartite quantum state corresponds to a Hermitian positive
semidefinite matrixﬂ pAp acting on a tensor product space C"4 @ C"B. Each of the two Hilbert
spaces C™4 and C™B corresponds to a part of a bipartite quantum system, also referred to as its A-
and B-registers; the notation pap is meant to reflect this fact and is commonly used in quantum
information theory. Then, the state pap is said to be separable when it can written as a sum of
tensor product states, of the form X ® Y with X € Herm/}* and Y € Herm”, in which case pap
acts ‘separately’ on each register of the quantum system. When pp 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 [NCOO, Wat1§| for background in quantum information theory. From now on
we assume n4a = np = n, but we may sometimes still use the letters n4, np to stress the roles
of the two A- and B-registers in the system. The set of separable states in Herm(C" ® C") can
alternatively be described as

SEP,, = cone{zz* @ yy* : x,y € C", ||z|| = ||y|| = 1} € Herm(C" @ C"). (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), introduced a hierarchy of semidefinite relax-
ations DPS,(f ) (for t > 1) for the separable cone SEP,,, having the property that it is complete: if a
) for some order t, i.e., entanglement is detected at some
finite level of the DPS hierarchy. Testing membership in the relaxation DPSS ) amounts to testing
feasibility of a semidefinite program involving ¢ + 1 matrices of size n’*!, thus rapidly increasing
with the relaxation order ¢. 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 CLDUI,, LDUI, and LDOI,,, 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 CP,, of completely positive matrices, a well-studied matrix cone in matrix theory and

state pap is entangled, then pap & DPS%

"We consider here unnormalized states, i.e., we do not require that pap has trace one. This restriction, which is
common in quantum information, is however just a matter of scaling.



optimization. Some natural extensions of CP,, have been introduced in quantum information theory,
known as PCP,, and TCP,,, 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 COP,,, the dual cone of CP,,, 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 pap € Herm(C" ® C") is conjugate local diagonal unitary invam’antﬂ (CLDUI, for short) if

pa = U@ U)pap(U®U)* for all U € DU, (2)

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

pap = U @U)pap(UU)* for all U € DU, (3)
and pap is local diagonal orthogonal invariant (LDOI) if it satisfies
paB = (0O ®0)pap(O®0O)* for all O = Diag(o) with o € {£1}". (4)

Let CLDUIL,, LDUI, and LDOI, denote the sets of bipartite states with the relevant invariance
properties, so that CLDUI,, U LDUIL, C LDOL,. If, in (2) and , 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 [JMI9, [SN21] and recalled in (5)-(7)
below, CLDUI, LDUI, and LDOI states have a very special sparsity pattern.

A matrix pap € Herm(C" ® C") is indexed by [n]?, whose elements are the sequences (i, j) in
[na] x [ng], simply denoted as ij for compact notation; sﬂ paB = ((PAB)ijkl)ikenal jicng- 1t
support supp(pap) is defined as the set of positions corresponding to nonzero entries of p4p, thus
consisting of the pairs (ij, kl) € [n]? x [n]? with (pap)iju # 0. Define the sets

Qn = {(i4,1j) 4,5 € [n]} U{(id,jj) : 4,5 € [n]},
B, = {(i4.1f) : i,5 € [n]} U{(i4. i) : . € [n]}.

For a matrix pap € Herm(C" ® C"), the following equivalences hold:

pap is CLDUI <= supp(pap) € Qn, (5)
pap is LDUI <= supp(paB) C @, (6)
pap is LDOI <= supp(pap) C Qn U . (7)

As an illustration, we give the (easy) argument for (5). Let U = Diag(u) with u € T", and let
i,7,k,1 € [n]. Then, we have (U ® U)pap(U @ U)*)iju = uitt; Urui(pap)ijr, which is equal to
(paB)ij if (i, k) = (4,1) or (i,7) = (k,l). At any other position, there exists u € T" such that
wit; Upw # 1, which implies (paB)ijr = 0. This shows and the argument is similar for @-.

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, np are used to stress the different roles of the indices, but recall na = ng = n.



Hence, the nonzero entries of an LDOI matrix pap € Herm(C"” ® C") are fully captured by a
triplet of matrices (X,Y, Z) € R™*" x Herm" x Herm", obtained by setting

X = ((paBlijij)ij=1> Y = ((paB)iijj)ij=1, Z = ((paB)ijji)i j=1; (8)

note that diag(X) = diag(Y") = diag(Z) holds. Conversely, given (X,Y, Z) € R"*"xHerm" xHerm"
with diag(X) = diag(Y) = diag(Z), one can define a matrix psp € Herm(C" ® C") via relation
(8), with zero entries at all other positions; following [SN21J, this matrix is denoted p(x,y,z). For
the reader’s convenience, its explicit description reads

P(X,Y,Z)
n
= Z Xijeie; ® eje; + Z Yijeie;f ® eje; + Z Zijeie; @ eje;
i,j=1 i#j€[n] i#j€[n]
" 9)
= Z Xij(es @ej)(e; ®ej)" + Z Yij(e: ® e;)(e; @ ej)*
=1 i7€ln]
+ Y Zijlei®ey)(e; @e)".
i#j€[n]

Hence, p(xy,z) is LDOI by construction. Set d = diag(X) = diag(Y) = diag(Z) € R". When Y is
diagonal, set p(x,. z) = p(x Diag(d),7)» Which is LDUI by construction, and when Z is diagonal, set
P(X.Y) = P(X,YDiag(d))» Which is CLDUI by construction. In other words, p(x y,z) can be written
(after suitably permuting its rows/columns) as a block-diagonal matrix of the form

~Y @ Bi<icj S ) : 10
P(X.Y,Z) 1<i<j<n (Zji X (10)
Hence, p(xy,z) = 0 if and only if Y = 0 and each of the above 2 X 2 matrices is positive semidef-
inite. Furthermore, Tr[p(xy,z)] = 1 (i.e. p(x,v,z) is a normalized quantum state) if and only if
Dijen) Xig = 1.

Observe that going from the CLDUI sparsity pattern to the LDUI sparsity pattern amounts to
“taking the partial transpose Tp with respect to the B-register” (see ) Roughly, this means
switching the second indices, i.e., mapping position (ih, jk) to position (ik, jh). In particular,

T T
P()’?,Y,Z) = P(X,ZY)s P()J?,Y) = P(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 PCP,, (resp., the cone TCP,,) consisting of all matrix
pairs (X,Y) for which the bipartite state p(x,y) is separable (resp., all matrix triplets (X,Y, Z) for
which p(x y,z) is separable). It turns out that these two cones can be seen as generalizations of the
classical completely positive cone CP,,, defined as

CP, = conv{za’ : z € R"}. (12)



Indeed, the following links between the cones CP,,, PCP,, and TCP,, are shown in [JM19, [SN21]
(recalled in Lemma with a short proof). For a matrix X € 8™,

X € CP, <= (X, X) € PCP, (i.e., px.x) € SEP,)

13
— (X,X,X) e TCP, (i.e., P(X,X,X) S SEPn) ( )

Accordingly, elements of PCP,, (TCP,,) are called pairwise (triplewise) completely positive.

Bose symmetric bipartite states

Let BS(C" ® C") C Herm(C" ® C") denote the set of Bose symmetric (or simply symmetric)
bipartite states pap, i.e., satisfying the following permutation invariance property:

(pAB)ijkt = (paB)ijux for all 4,5, k, 1 € [n].

Hence, any pap € BS(C" ® C") leaves S?(C") invariant and vanishes on (S?(C"))*, so that
BS(C" ® C") ~ Herm(S?(C")). Clearly, any state rz* ® zo* is Bose symmetric and, in fact,
these states generate the cone SEPES, defined as the set of separable Bose symmetric states:

SEP}S := SEP, NBS(C" ® C") = cone{wa” @ xz” : v € S '}. (14)

(See Lemma for a short argument.) Note that Bose symmetric states with LDOI pattern arise in
the following way, as directly follows using relation : for a bipartite state pap € Herm(C"®C"),

pap € LDOIL, NBS(C" @ C") «—

15
pPAB = p(x,v,x) for some X € §",Y € Herm" with diag(X) = diag(Y"). (15)

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

Our contributions and organization of the paper

The above connections suggest the following natural questions:

e Is it possible to adapt the DPS hierarchy in order to test separability of CLDUI (or LDUI, LDOTI)
bipartite quantum states in a more economical way?

e Is there a link between the DPS hierarchy for separable bipartite states and the well-known
hierarchy of semidefinite relaxations for the cone CP,, (and its dual, the copositive cone COP,,)?
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 ¢ inherit the sparsity struc-
ture of the original bipartite state (Theorem and, moreover, that they enjoy a block-diagonal
structure (Theorem . As an application, solving these semidefinite programs is much more
efficient, which makes it possible to compute the relaxations at higher order. In Corollary
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 6] that
show the comparative explicit matrix sizes for small n and ¢ (when reformulating the SDP in the
polynomial optimization framework). We report about computational experiments in Section



It turns out that the second question — about links between the hierarchy of conic approximations
for COP,, 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 SEP,, and the copositive cone COP,, that tie naturally
with positive polynomials and sums of squares. In particular, we show a characterization of the
dual of the variation of the DPS hierarchy adapted to Bose symmetric states (Theorem ,
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 ICSLt ) for the copositive cone COP,,, and the dual of the symmetry-adapted
DPS hierarchy (Theorem , 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 CP,,, SEP,,, DPSS/ ), PCP,
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 [ 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
IC,(lt ) 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 PPT? 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 < mn, set [k :n| ={k,k+1,...,n—1,n} and [n] = [1 : n], and let &,, denote
the group of permutations of the set [n]. Let T C C denote the set of complex numbers z with
squared modulus |z|? = Zz = 1. We use the notation i = /=1 € T. For a complex number z € C,
Re(z) = (# + Z)/2 denotes its real part; the notation extends to vectors and matrices by taking
the entrywise real part. Let ey, ..., e, denote the standard unit vectors that form an orthonormal



basis of K?, for K = R, C. For u € K", ||u|| = vu*u is the Euclidean norm, where u* = u’ denotes
the conjugate transpose of u. Let S"~1 = {u € C" : |Ju|]| = 1} denote the unit sphere in C".
We use the trace inner product (X,Y) = Tr(X*Y) for matrices X,Y € K"*" with X* =

X' 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 Herm"” (resp., 8") denote
the set of n x n Hermitian (resp., real symmetric) matrices and Herm'} (resp., S7) its subcone of
positive semidefinite matrices. For a matrix X € C"*" ker X denotes its kernel (all vectors w € C™
such that Xw = 0). Moreover, diag(X) = (Xj;)j-,; denotes the vector consisting of its diagonal
entries and, for a vector x € C", Diag(xz) € C"*™ denotes the diagonal matrix with X;; = z; for
i € [n], and Dx = Diag(diag(X)) denotes the diagonal matrix with same diagonal entries as X.
We let I, J, denote, respectively, the identity matrix and the all-ones matrix of size n X n.

The support of a matrix X € Herm” is the set supp(X) = {(i,7) € [n]? : i # j,X;; # 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) C E, i.e., X;; = 0if (4, ) is not an edge of G.

We use the symbol ‘o’ to denote the Hadamard product and ‘®’ to denote the tensor product.
Given two vectors u,v € C", their Hadamard product is w o v = (u;v;)l"y € C". The definition
applies analogously to matrices: Ao B = (AyBij)icim) jem) for A, B € C™*". Given vectors
u € C", v € C™, their tensor product is u ® v € C™ ® C" with entries (u ® v)ii, = U4, V4, for
i1 € [n1],i2 € [ng]. Analogously, given matrices A € C"™1*™ B € C™2*"2 their tensor product is
A® B e CmMXM @ Cm* ™2 with entries (A ® B) (i), (1 ,j2) = Airjr Bia.go for (i1,12) € [ma] x [mo]
and (j1,j2) € [n1] x [ng]. Given A € C™*™, the following (easy) observation will be often used later:

Aowuu* = Diag(u)ADiag(u)* for any u € C". (16)
Given X € Herm™, Y € Herm™,
XY = <)(§ 3) € Herm" ™™

is their direct sum, which has a block-diagonal form. Such block-diagonal structure is useful since
X @Y = 0if 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 C" ® C".
While C"®C™ can be identified with C™*, we also use the notation Herm(C"®C"), Herm(C"®C™) .
. 2 2 o .
(instead of Herm™ , Herm'}') 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 (C™)®' (for some ¢t > 1). Then, it is convenient (and common in quantum information) to

refer to the various copies of C™ as the registers of the quantum system (C™)®?.

Consider the tensor space (C")®! (for t > 1). A t-tensor v € (C")®? is indexed by sequences
i=(i1,...,i) € [n]", 0 v = (vy) e[yt For compact notation, we also use the notation i = i .. .14
for sequences in [n]t. For an integer 1 < s < t, we let ij € [n]' denote the concatenation of
i€ [n]® and j € [n]*~*. Given a sequence i =iy ...i; € [n]*, we let {i} = {i1,...,i;} C [n] denote
the associated multiset, and define a(i) = (a(i)r)?_, € N, where a(i); denotes the number of
occurrences of the symbol k in the multiset {¢}. Then, |a(i)] = > p_; a(i)r = t. Moreover, two
sequences i,j € [n]! correspond to the same multiset, i.e., {i} = {j}, precisely when a(i) = a(j).

Any permutation o € &; of the set [t] acts on [n]® by setting i” = iy (1. .. iy for i € [n]’, it
also acts on (C")®* by setting v7 = (v,(;))icn)t for v € (C")®', and on Herm((C")®") by setting
p” = (pie jo)ijenpt for p € Herm((C™)®"). Then, v € (C")®" is called a symmetric tensor if v7 = v
for all 0 € &;. Let S'(K™) denote the subspace of symmetric ¢-tensors and II; : (K")® — St(K")
denotes the orthogonal projection onto the symmetric subspace S*(K").



A matrix p € Herm((C")®?) is said to be Bose symmetric (also called bosonic in the quantum
information literature) if p” = p for all 0 € &, ie, pe;, @...Q e, = p Cigy ® -+ @ €y
for all 0 € &; and i € [n|'. Equivalently, p is Bose symmetric if pIl; = p (or II;p = p, or
[ pIl; = p, since p is Hermitian). Let BS((C™)®') C Herm((C")®") denote the set of Hermitian
Bose symmetric matrices. So, any p € BS;((C")®%) leaves S'(C") invariant and vanishes on its
orthogonal complement. This fact justifies the identifications BS((C")®") ~ Herm(S*(C")) and
(BS((C™)®)+ ~ Herm((S*(C™))*). In the same way, Herm(C"” ® S*(C")) denotes the subspace
of Hermitian matrices in Herm((C™)®(+1) that leave C"* ® S*(C™) invariant and vanish on its
orthogonal complement C" @ (S*(C"))+.

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 C"4 @ C"B. Let pap € Herm(C"4 ® C"B). Then, tracing out the B-register produces
the matrix Trp(pap) € Herm(C™4), with entries

Trp(pan)ij = (Tre(pas),eic] ) = (pap,eic] @ Ing) = > (paB)ikjk (17)
]CE[?’LB]

fori,j € [na]. Taking the partial transpose with respect to the B-register produces piBB € Herm(C™®
C"B), with entries

(p:g%)ih,jk = (paB)ik,jn fori,j € [na],h,k € [np]. (18)

Example 2.1. Fort =2, the vectors Dy = e; @ e; ( fori € [n]) and Dij = (e; ® ej +€; ® ei)/V?2
(for 1 < i < j < n) form an orthonormal basis of S?>(C"), known as the Dicke basis. The
Dicke states Dl-jD;-"j (1 <i < j<mn)are clearly Bose symmetric. Moreover, they span the space
BS(C" ® C™) N LDUL,, also known as the set of mixed Dicke states [GNP2)] (called diagonally
symmetric states in [MATS21, TAQT18]). This follows from combined with the fact that, for
any X € 8", p(x,.x) can be decomposed as

n
pxox) = Y XaDiDjy+ Y XijDiiDj.
=1

1<i<j<n

Each state D;;D}; = e;je; ® e;e; is clearly separable. However, for i < j, the state DUD;'} 18
entangled, and it is known as the maximally entangled state. That the state D;;D;; is entangled
follows from the fact that its partial transpose is not positive semidefinite, as shown below for n = 2.
Then, Do = (61 ®er+e® 62)/\@,

1
2

1
D13 D7y = ., (D12D}y)"P = B 70,

o O O O
O R = O
S = = O
o O O O
_— o O O
O O = O
O = O O
o O O

where the matrices are indexed by 11,12,21,22 (in that order). Note that D12D7y is LDUI and its
partial transpose (D12D3,)TB is CLDUI (as expected). Moreover, D12 D}, is Bose symmetric, but
its partial transpose (D12D%,)TB is not (since its columns indeved by 12 and 21 are distinct). Note
also that Trp(D12D7,) = %IQ.

The partial trace and partial transpose extend naturally to a tensor product space of the form
Cn®(C™)® (with t > 1), as will be the setting for the DPS hierarchy in Section[2.2]below. Consider



pagp € Herm(C" @ (C")®"), where the notation is meant to stress the role of the first A-register
C™ combined with t copies of the B-register C". Then, one can trace out or take the partial trace
with respect to any subset of the t 4+ 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 C" @ (C")®! as the bipartite
system C™4 ® C"B with C"4 ~ C"® (C")®(~%) and C"5 ~ (C™)®%, in which case relations (17) and
specialize as follows. Then, Trgy_s11.4(paB) € Herm(C" ® (C™)®(=5)) denotes the matrix
obtained from p4p[y by tracing out the last s B-registers, thus with entries

(Trple—ss1:0 (PaBEY) ioidos = > (PABIY)ivik.jojk (19)
ke[n]s

for (ig, 1), (jo.J) € [n] x [n]*~°. Similarly, pi‘gt{f“”] € Herm(C" ® (C™)®") is the matrix obtained

from p [ by taking the partial transpose with respect to the last s B-registers, thus with entries

T, _s . . . . —8 S
(pA%[t[t] Divingosk = (PaBiojhjoik for (io,, h), (o, J, k) € [n] x [n]~% x [n]°. (20)

Hence, Trp = Trpp.q) and T = T if s = ¢t = 1. For instance, if pappy = z2* @ (yy*)®', then

Trpp—si1(Papg) = 227 @ (yy* )= y|*,

Toit i1 . (i . (21)
pAlng[t[t}‘H't] = 22" ® (yy")*") @ (7g*)**.

Polynomials

We will use polynomials in real variables and in complex variables, so we introduce both settings.
Throughout, R[z] = R[z1,. .., x,]| denotes the polynomial ring in n variables x = (x1,...,z,), with
real coefficients. For an integer d > 0, R[z|; denotes the space of homogeneous polynomials of
degree d, of the form p =3~ cyn jo=q Pat®, and Rlz]<q = Ud_ R[]y, is the set of polynomials with
degree at most d. Here, || = Y 1" ; ; and z* = [[;_; 27" for « € N". A polynomial p € Rix]
is said to be a sum of squares (sos, for short) if p = Y)*, g7 for some ¢, € R[z] and m > 1.
Then, p has even degree 2d, g, has degree at most d, and each gy 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 € SV (N = (”;d))
such that the polynomial identity p = (Q, (#**7), genn [a|,j5<a) holds.

We will also consider the ring Clz,Z| of polynomials in n complex variables x = (z1,...,zy)
and their conjugates T = (Z1,...,Ty). So, p € C[z,7] is of the form p = ana,eNn pma/x‘%a/ (with
finitely many nonzero coefficients). The largest value of || + || such that p, o # 0 is the total
degree of p. One can also consider the degree in x and the degree in T. For integers d,d > 0,
Clz,T|qq consists of the homogeneous polynomials p with degree d in z and d' in 7, i..e, with
Pao = 01if (laf,|&/]) # (d,d’). A polynomial p € C[z,T]| is said to be Hermitian if p = p holds. For
instance, p = z 4+ T is Hermitian, but ¢ = iz + 7 is not Hermitian since § = —i% + = # q.

A (Hermitian) polynomial p € Clz, 7] is said to be a real-sum of squares (abbreviated as 7-sos)
if p=>j%, ¢ for some Hermitian polynomials ¢, € C[z,z]. Equivalently, p is r-sos if and only
if p =Y, hehy for some polynomials hy € C[z,z]. For instance, p = 27 = (%)2 + (?)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 € Clz, 7] is c-sos if p = Y, hehy for some hy € Clz]. Again,
one can check whether a polynomial p € Clz, Z| is r-sos by means of a semidefinite program.



Any polynomial p(x,T) € Clz, T] can be transformed into a pair of polynomials in R[zRe, Z1m| in
the real variables ZRe, 1 € R™ via the transformation x = xge +izmy,. In this way, each p € Clz, 7]
corresponds to a unique pair (pRre, prm) € R[TRe, Z1m]? Via

PRe(ﬂJRm xlm) = RG(P(QURe + ixlmu LRe — iSUIm)),

pIm(«TRev xlm) = Im(p(xRe + ifL’Im, TRe — ixlm)a

and we have the identity
p(:c, E) = p(xRe +i%1m, TRe — ixlm) = pRe(me xIm) + ipIm($Rea xlm)' (22)

So, pre = Re(p) is the real part of p and pr,, = 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) = Phe + P (23)

holds. Based on this one can verify the following well-known correspondence: for a Hermitian
polynomial p € C[z, 7],

p is r-sos <= its real part pre € R[ZRe, Z1m] is s0S (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 g = (7, ...,9,). So, we will use the ring C[z, Z, y, 3] of polynomials in

these variables, where a polynomial p € C[z, T, y, 7] is of the form p = Za@/ﬁ’ﬂ,eNn pa7a/,g7ﬁ/ma§°‘,y5§ﬁ/

(with finitely many nonzero coefficients) and one can consider the separate degrees in each of x, Z,

y and . For instance, for a matrix M € Herm(C" ® C™), the polynomial Fj; = (M, (z®y)(z®y)*

(as in below) is Hermitian and belongs to Clz, Z,y,7]1,1,1,1-

2.2 The DPS hierarchy for bipartite separable states

We define the hierarchy of semidefinite relaxations, denote as DPSSﬁ ), that were introduced by
Doherty, Parrilo and Spedaglieri [DPS02, [DPS04] to approximate the cone SEP,, of separable states
(as in ) Consider a bipartite state pap € Herm(C™ ® C™). Assume that pap is separable, i.e.,
there exist vectors zp,y, € S"~! and scalars Ay > 0, satisfying

m
paB = _ Ao T} @ yey; -
(=1
For any integer t > 1, one can define the following “extended state”
m
pap = > M zex @ (yey]) ™,
(=1

obtained by replacing each factor yyy; by its t-th tensor product (yey;)®*. Then, papp belongs to
Herm(C" @ (C™)®') and it satisfies the following conditions. First, it is invariant under permuting

4Here, we follow the notation used in [EEF20], also for extended states pap[y and the partial transpose Tgjs). In
the quantum information literature, the DPS relaxation is also denoted by (a variation of) PPTBExtgf); see, e.g.,
[GNP25], where the authors refer to the notion of star-estendibility, connecting to [ACG™T23].
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the t B-registers:

(In @ 1Ly) pappy (In ® ) = pappy; equivalently, papy (In @ I1t) = papp,
Le., (pAB[1))ivijoj = (PAB[))ivijojo for all o € B¢, i, jo € [n], i,j € [n]"; (25)
in other words, papj) € Herm(C" ® SHC™)).

Second, taking the partial transpose of any subset of the ¢ B-registers preserves positive semidef-
initeness (recall ) In view of the permutation invariance property , one may restrict to
taking the partial transpose with respect to the first s B-registers, denoted as T'g[,), leading to

T S
pA%[[l] =0 forall s=0,1,...,t. (26)

If s = 0, then no partial transpose is taken; so, (26]) for s = 0 amounts to asking p4pp) = 0. Finally,
if we trace out the last t — 1 B-registers, then we recover the initial state pap:

Trpp:4)(paB[H) = PAB- (27)
Now, define the relaxation DPS%t ) of order t as
DPS) = {pap € Herm(C" ® C") : Ipappy € Herm(C" @ (C)®)
satisfying , , }

Any papp € Herm(C" @ (C™)®") satisfying — certifies membership of pap in the set DPS ),
we call it a DPS(t)-certiﬁcate for pap.

(28)

For t = 1, no ‘state extension’ takes place and pap € DPSS) if and only if pap = 0 and

pﬁ% = 0; the latter condition is known as the PPT (positive partial transpose) condition (see

[HHH96, Hord7]). From the above discussion, SEP,, € DPSY) for all ¢ > 1, and DPS{ ™ ¢ DPS{
(since tracing out the last register in a DPS**1_certificate produces a DPS®)-certificate for pap).
In [DPS02, [DPS04] it is shown that the hierarchy is complete; that is,

() DPS{) = SEP,. (29)
t>1

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., pap = 0) is complete (see [CKMROT7], with a proof based on quantum de
Finetti theorems).

Observe that if pgpp is a DPS®certificate for pap, then its complex conjugate PAB[ is a

DPS®)_certificate for the conjugate pap of pap. The next lemma follows then as an easy application.

Lemma 2.2. Assume that pap belongs to DPS%t) with DPSS)—certiﬁcate paBy- Then, its real part
R(pap) = %(pAB +pagp) belongs to DPSSf) with real-valued DPSg)—certiﬁcate R(pap)-
Note that the analogous result does not hold for SEP,: while a real-valued separable state pap

admits a real-valued DPS®")-certificate for every ¢, it can be that any separable decomposition
PAB = Y ¢T; & Ypy; requires some complex atoms x¢,ye € C" \ R". We will see such an example

in Section (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 of the set SEPE’S.

11



Lemma 2.3. The set of Bose symmetric separable bipartite states is given by
SEPBS .= SEP, N BS(C" ® C") = cone{zz* ® zz* : x € S"1}.

Proof. Assume pap € SEP,, NBS(C" ® C"). Say, pap = y_poq M\ ez, ® yey; for some Ay > 0 and
Te,ye € S"71. As pap is Bose symmetric, the vector e; @ e; —e; ®e; belongs to the kernel of pap for
all i # j € [n]. Hence, this vector also belongs to the kernel of xyz; ® yey; for each £. This implies
that (2¢)i(ye); = (2¢);(ye)s for all i # j € [n], and thus 2y = £y, (as both are unit vectors). O

Hence, any separable Bose symmetric state pap = Y, Ao(2z})®? admits a DPS®-certificate
PABl] = D¢ Ag(:ngZ)@(tH) 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
; that is, one may assume papp € BS((C™)®(+1)) ~ Herm(S*t1(C")). Note that for any
pAB[ € BS((C™)*1), using the fact that the transpose of a Hermitian positive semidefinite matrix
is positive semidefinite, condition is equivalent to

pﬁéfﬂ =0 fors=0,1,...,[(t+1)/2]. (30)

This leads to the (symmetric) Variatio of the set DPSY ), which we denote IﬁD/SS ), defined by

DA/PSS) = {pap € Herm(C" ® C") : 3papp € BS((C™)®(+1)) satisfying (31)
and pap = Trpp.(pasy)}-

For any order ¢ > 1, we have

t+1) _ S5 Sa®

SEP}S CDPS,  CDPS, CBS(C"®C"), DPS, CDPS{)NBS(C"®C").  (32)

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

M DPs = sEpEs,
t>1

Next, we turn to the description of the dual objects for CP,,, SEP,, and DPS% ), and we will consider

the dual of ﬁf’/SS) in Section

2.3 Dual cones for CP,, SEP, and DPSS)
The dual cone of the completely positive cone CP,, is the copositive cone COP,,, defined as

COP, ={A€S": 2T Az >0 for all z € R} (33)
={AcS8": (2°)TA2°? > 0 for all 2z € R"},

o2

where 2°2 = rox = (z2)%, for z € R™. So, any matrix A € S" defines a homogeneous n-variate

polynomial with degree 4,

fa = (z*H)T Az°2 = Z x2x2A € R(z]4, (34)

1,7=1

5This relaxation corresponds to the set T—’PTBE)CchQ+1 from [GNP25, Section 8.2], consisting of the K;+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 f4 to be globally nonnegative is when the polynomial ||z||? f4 is sos for some integer
t > 0. Motivated by this, Parrilo [Par00] and de Klerk and Pasechnik [dKP02] define the cones

KO =1Ae8":|lz)* fa=|=|* - (2°%)T Az°? is sos}. (35)
These cones form a hierarchy of semidefinite inner approximations for COP,, and satisfy

kP c k{+ c cop,, int(COP,) C | JKP € cop,,
>0

where the inclusion int(COP,) C [J, K follows from Reznick [Rez95]. As a consequence, the
dual cones (IC,(f ))* form a complete hierarchy of semidefinite outer approximations for CP,,, i.e.,

CP, € (K{) € (k)" Py = ((KD)" (36)

>0

Here are some known facts about the cones IC,(f ) and their duals, as background information. For
t = 0, we have (IC,(P))* = ST NRY™. Hence, (IC%O))* consists of the matrices that are positive
semidefinite and entrywise nonnegative, known as doubly nonnegative matrices. Equivalently, ICSLO)
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 CP,, = (IC,%O))* holds, or, equivalently,
CopP,, = IC&LO) [Dia62]. For n > 5, the inclusion ICg) C COP,, is strict for any ¢ > 0 [DDGH13].
Moreover, equality |J;~q ICét) = COP5 holds [SV24] and the inclusion (J,~, K € CoP,, is strict
for n > 6 |[LV23]. - -

We now turn to the dual cone of the separable cone SEP,,. For a matrix M € Herm(C" ® C"),
consider the associated polynomial F); in 2n complex variables x = (z1,...,2,), ¥y = (Y1,---,Yn)
and their conjugates T = (Z1,...,Zn), ¥ = (U1,.-.,7,), defined as

Fy = (M, (z@y)(z@y)") = (M, zz" @yy") € Cla, T, y,911,11- (37)

sLydy

Then, the dual of SEP,, is defined as
SEP;, = {M € Herm(C" @ C") : F)y = (z@y)"M(z ®@y) > 0 Vz,y € C"}. (38)

Note indeed that, since Fj; is homogeneous (of degree 1) in each of x,T,y,y, Fas is globally
nonnegative if and only if F; is nonnegative on the bi-sphere S?*~1 x S*—1.

Any nonzero matrix M € Herm(C" @ C™) provides a hyperplane in the space Herm(C" @ C"),
with normal M. The corresponding half-space, consisting of the states pap € Herm(C" ® C")
satisfying (M, pap) > 0, contains SEP,, precisely when M € SEP}. For this reason, M is also
called an entanglement witness since it separates some entangled states, i.e., (M, pap) < 0 for some
pap € Herm(C" ® C") \ SEP,,.

A sufficient condition for Fj; to be globally nonnegative is when the polynomial ||y||? Fi is r-sos
for some integer t > 0. Fang and Fawzi [FF20] characterize the matrices M satisfying this property
for a given order ¢ and show that this corresponds precisely to the dual of the DPS hierarchy. To
state their result, let W;fl denote the set of matrices satisfying condition for given s, i.e.,

WS’L = {papy € Herm(C" ® (C")*") : pi%lfi] =0} fors=0,1,...,t. (39)

Theorem 2.4. [FF2(] Consider a matriz M € Herm(C"®C"™) and an integert > 1. The following
assertions are equivalent.

13



(i) M e (DPS{)y*.
(ii) The polynomial |ly||**~Y Fys € Cla, T, y, §l1.1.26.2¢ I8 7-505.
(iii) There exist matrices B, Wo, W1, ..., W; € Herm(C" @ (C™")®*) such that

t
MeIZD =B+> W,
s=0

with B € Herm(C™ ® S*(C"))* and W; € WT(Lt)S fors=0,1,...,t.

Note the analogy between the description of the approximation hierarchy ICS ) for the cOposi-

tive cone COP,, and the approximation hierarchy (DPSg ))* for the dual separable cone SEP}; in
particular, compare relation and Theorem [2.4(ii). As we will see in Section 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 and through the sparsity pattern . Following [JM19], we now consider a
third characterization via the projectiorﬁ IIcrpur, : Herm(C" ® C*) — CLDUI,, given by

crpur, (paB) = / (U U)pap(U @ U)*dU, (40)
DU,

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

pap € CLDUL, <= Ilcrpur, (paB) = pAB-

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 pap is positive semidefinite (resp., separable), then Icrpui(pap) is positive
semidefinite (resp., separable).

Proof. If pap = 0, then Icrpur(pas) = 0 because it is block-diagonal with its diagonal blocks
being equal to certain selected principal submatrices of pap (see relation ) Given z,y € C",
we now show that Heppur(zz* ® yy*) is separable, using . For any U € DU, we have

UU)(zr* @yy")(UeU)" =Uz(Ux)* @ Uy(Uy)* € SEP,,.

Since integration can be seen as a limit of finite sums and SEP,, is a closed cone, it follows that
Meppur (zz* ® yy*) € SEP,,. .

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

5This map is also known as the CLDUI-twirling, see, e.g., [GNP25].
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Theorem 2.6. [JM19] Let (X,Y) € R™"™ x Herm" and assume that diag(X) = diag(Y). Then,
(X,Y) € PCPy, (i.e., the associated CLDUI matriz p(x yy belongs to SEP,, ) if and only if

(X,Y) € cone{((zoT)(yoy)", (zoy)(zoy)) : z,y € C"}. (41)
Proof. The underlying key fact is that, for any z,y € C" and i, j € [n], we have

(zz™ @ yy")iji; = iTiy¥; = (o T) (Y oY) )iy

* * — — * (42)
(xz™ @ yy*)iij; = Tix;jYiyY; = (@ oy)(zoy))iijj-

Assume (X,Y) € PCPy, i.e., pixy) € SEP,. Then, pixy) = )%, wex; @ypy; for some ¢, y, € C".
Using relation combined with , we obtain

X =Y (wom)(yoy) , Y =) (zeoyd)(zioye), (43)

m m
(=1 =1
as desired. Conversely, assume that holds for some xzy,y, € C™. Then, using relations ,

and , we obtain that Ilcipur, (ZZTZI nx; @uy) = PX,Y)- Since the projection preserves
separability (by Lemma [2.5), this shows p(x yy € SEP,, and thus (X,Y) € PCP,, as desired. [

The alternate characterization (41]), which is in fact the original definition of PCP,, in [TMI9],
further illustrates the connection between the two cones PCP,, and CP,,. 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)ePCP,=—= X >0and Y = 0,
which follows from relation (4I)). Another necessary condition for (X,Y) € PCP,, is
|}/ij‘2 < Xinji for all 1,7 € [n] (44)

(coined in [JMI19] as “X is almost entrywise larger then Y”). Johnston and MacLean [JM19]
show this using the description of PCP,, (and Cauchy-Schwartz inequality). Alternatively, one
can show it at the ‘state level” since (X,Y’) € PCPy, if and only if p(xy) € SEP,. This implies

p(T)iy) = p(x,.y) = 0, which, by relation (0], gives (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

Hiput, (paB) = / (U®U)pap(U @ U)*dU, (45)
1 . *
oo, (paB) = 5 > (08 0)pap(0©0)". (46)
0eDO,,

Note that the identity (IlcLpur, (p45))'® = Hipui, (prB) indeed holds. Moreover, as |DO,,| = 27,
the projection onto the LDOI,, subspace is given by a finite sum.

Remark 2.7. Also for the projections onto the CLDUI, and LDUIL, subspaces, one could replace
the integral over DU, 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 Uy, € DU,, be the diagonal matriz with entry i = +/—1 € C at position (k, k)
and entry 1 at every other diagonal position. Then, one can easily verify the identities

n—1

1
n—1

ecrput, (paB) = (Ux @ Ug)pap(Ux, @ Uy,)*,

i\

1 (47)

(U @ Ur)paB(Ur ® Uy)".
1

3
|

1
n—1

Hypur, (paB) =

el
Il

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

Theorem 2.8. [SN21|] Let (X,Y,Z) € R x Herm" x Herm" with diag(X ) = diag(Y") = diag(Z2).
Then, (X,Y,Z) € TCPy, (i.e., the associated LDOI matriz p(x y,z) belongs to SEP,,) if and only if

(X,Y,Z) € cone{((zoZ)(yoy)*, (zoy)(zoy)’ (zoy)(zoy)) 2,y e C"}. (48)
Lemma 2.9. [SN21] If (X,Y, Z) € TCP,,, then (X,Y), (X, Z) € PCP,,.

Here too, the proof can be done, either on the ‘matrix level’ and using the decomposition in
(48) (following [SN21J), or on the ‘state level’ and applying the projections Ilcrpur, and Ippur,
to p(x,v,z). Finally, we restate the links between the cones CP,, PCP, (from [JM19]) and TCP,,
(from [SN21]), mentioned earlier in , together with a short proof.

Lemma 2.10. [SN2]] For a matriz X € 8™, we have
X € CP, <= (X, X) € PCP,, <= (X, X, X) € TCP,.

Proof. The implication (X, X, X) € TCP, — (X, X) € PCP,, follows from Lemma The
implication X € CP, = (X, X,X) € TCP, follows from the fact that, if X = aa’ for some
nonnegative a € R, then, setting + = y = /a (entrywise) provides a decomposition showing
(X, X, X) € TCP,, (using the characterization in Theorem [2.8]). Finally, assume (X, X) € PCP,;
we show X € CP,. As (X, X) € PCP,, we have px x) € SEP,,, implying p(x,. x) = p{?x) € SEP,,.
Since p(x,. x) is in addition Bose symmetric it admits a symmetric separable decomposition, of the

form °, zpx; ® 2} for some x, € C" (Lemma . From this follows that X =", aga;tp, where
we set ay = (|(x£)i’2)?:1 S R:l_, thus showing X e CPn L]

Remark 2.11. Observe thal any separable state of the form p(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
px,x,x) € SEPy, then X € CP, and thus X = }_, agaZT for some ay € R’t. Setting v, =
(V/(ar)i)iey € R, we obtain p(x x x) = lLpor, (D_, zex; ® xex}). Combined with the fact that the
projection Il por, can be formulated as an average by real-valued matrices (see (@)}, 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 complez-valued matrices (see , ) Indeed, in
Section (see Remark , one can see a real-valued separable CLDUI state of the form p(x x

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

As PCP,, is a cone in R™*" x Herm", its dual cone is defined as
PCP; = {(S,T) € R™"™ x Herm" : ((S,T),(X,Y)) >0 for all (X,Y) € PCP,,},

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 PCP,, at the ‘state level’ we make the following definition.

Definition 2.12. Given a pair (S,T) € R™*" x Herm", define the following matrix

n n
Mg = Z Sijeie; ® eje; + Z Tijeje; @ eje; € Herm(C" ® C"). (49)

1,j=1 3,j=1

So, Mgt € CLDUI, by construction. Given a pair (X,Y) € R"*"xHerm" with diag(X) = diag(Y’),
recall from ([10)) the associated bipartite state p(x,y) € CLDUIL,, defined as

n n
PXY) = Z Xijel-ef &® €j€; + Z Yijeie;f & 6@6; € CLDUIL,. (50)
2,7=1 1,j=1,i#j

Then, one can easily verify that
(Ms,r, pix,y)) = (9, X) +(T,Y) = ((5,T), (X, Y)). (51)
Moreover, one can verify the following polynomial identity:
(Msr,z2” @yy") = (5, (zoT)(y 09)") + (T (xoy)(z 0 y)). (52)
The characterization of the dual cone PCP}, now follows easily.

Lemma 2.13. For a pair (S,T) € R**" x Herm", (S,T) € PCP;, if and only if Mgy € SEP},
i.e., the polynomial (Mg 1,z @ yy*) is globally nonnegative.

Proof. By combining and the characterization of PCP,,, it follows that the polynomial
(Mg T, zx* ®yy*) is globally nonnnegative (i.e., Mg € SEP},) if and only (S,T) € PCP;,. O

Remark 2.14. Note that the matriz Mg in @) remains unchanged under redistributing diagonal
entries between S and T, i.e., Ms1 = Msypr—p for any diagonal matriz D. Recall the notation
Dy = Diag(diag(T)) for any square matriz T. By replacing (S,T) by (S + D,T — D) with D =
(Dr— Dg)/2, one can assume that S and T have the same diagonal. Moreover, by replacing (S, T)
by (S + Dy, T — Dr), one can move all diagonal entries to the first argument, in which case one

gets Mg = Mg\ Dy 7-Dr = P(S+Dyp 1T +Dg) N4
pa,B) = M pr_p, for any (A, B) € R™*" x Herm" with diag(A) = diag(B). (53)

We find it more convenient to keep the notation Mgt that can be freely used for any S,T and
permits to distinguish between the primal side (where states p(x yy live) and the dual side (where
matrices Mg live). We now compare the cone PCP}, with the cone PCOP,, (of pairwise copositive
matrices) recently introduced in [GNP25, Def. 3.1].

As in [GNP25], set R"*™ xgn Herm” = {(A4, B) € R™*™ x Herm" : diag(A) = diag(B)}. Then,
PCOP,, is defined as the set of matriz pairs (A, B) € R™ " xgn Herm" for which the polynomial
(A, (zoT)(yoy)*)+ (B — Dp,(zoy)(zoy)*) is globally nonnnegative. Hence, we have

(A,B) € PCOP,, <= My p_p, € SEP},, i.e., (A,B— Dg)ec PCP;,.
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In [GNP25, Prop. 3.2] it is shown that PCOP,, is the dual of PCP,,. 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 matriz
pairs (A, B), (A, B') € R™"™ xgn Herm" as (A, A") + (B — D, B’ — Dp/).

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

Lemma 2.15. (i) If (X,Y) € PCP,, then (XT,YT) € PCP,,.

(i3) If (S,T) € PCP%, then (ST,TT) € PCP;.

(iii) If (S,T) € PCP;, then S+ ST +T + T € COP,,.
Proof. (i),(ii) follow using the definitions. For (iii), note that (S,7") € PCP;} implies that the
polynomial in is globally nonnegative; by evaluating it at y = T, one gets the desired result. [J
Lemma 2.16. (i) If (S,T) € PCP};, then S;j; + Sji > 0 (for i # j € [n]) and Sy + Ty > 0 (for

(i) Let S € C"™ ™. Then, (S,S) € PCP};, <= S € S"NR}*".

Proof. () follows by taking the inner product of (S,T) with the matrix pairs (e;e} + eje;,0) and
(eief, e;ef) that both belong to PCP,,. We show (ii). If (S, S) € PCP;,, then S is symmetric (since
real, Hermltlan) and S > 0 by (i). Conversely, assume S € 8™ and S > 0. For (X,Y) € PCP,,

<(S,S),( ZSZZ X”-|-Y'm Z Szg ng + X +K]+Y31)
=1 1<i<j<n

The first sum is nonnegative since S, X > 0 and diag(Y) = diag(X). Also the second sum is
nonnnegative: by (4 , we have Re(Y;;)? < ]Y”|2 < X Xj;, implying Re(Y;;) > —/Xi; X and
thus X;; + Xj; + Yi; + Yy = Xij + Xji + 2Re(Y; (v/Xij —/Xji)? > 0. So, (S,5) € PCP:. O

More results about the cone PCOP,, can be found in |[GNP25]. In particular, it is shown
in [GNP25, Theorem 3.9, Corollary 3.10] that, for a pair (A,B) € R"™ ™ Xgn Herm", A > 0
and A + Re(U*(B — Dp)U) € COP,, for all U € DU,, implies (A, B) € PCOP,,, after setting
A= (, /AijAji)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 € DU,, 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 CLDUI,, and then indicate how the results easily extend to the classes LDUL,, LDOI,.

3.1 An extended sparsity pattern for DPS certificates of CLDUI states

Here, we show that any separable bipartite state pgp € CLDUI, admits a DPS®_certificate that
enjoys invariance and sparsity properties inherited from those of the state pap. For this, for an
integer ¢ > 1, define the set

CLDULY) = {papp € Herm(C" @ (C™)®) :

- _ (54)
papy = (U ©® U®t)pAB[t}(U @ U™)* YU € DU, }
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and let HCLDUI@ denote the projection onto CLDUL(f). So, for t = 1, we recover CLDUI,, and,
for ¢ > 1, the definition follows the analogous recipe, motivated by the fact that the ¢ copies of
the B-register should all be treated in the same way (in order to preserve invariance under any

permutation of these ¢ registers).

Our aim is to prove the following result, which claims that any state in CLDUI, N DPSS)

admits a DPS®-certificate in CLDUIS) and after that we will see that such certificate enjoys a
block-diagonal structure.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that pap € DPSg) with DPS(t)—certiﬁcate PABIt]- Then, Ilcrpur, (paB) €
DPSS) with DPS(t)—certiﬁcate HCLDUI(t) (PAB[t])' Therefore, if pap € CLDUI,, then pap admits a

DPS(t)—certiﬁcate that belongs to CLDUIg).

In order to prove Theorem we first collect structural results about the set CLDUIg ). Recall
from relation that pap € CLDUIL, if and only if supp(pap) C ,. As in the case t = 1,

the set CLDULY allows for alternate descriptions through its sparsity pattern and the associated
projection. For this, we now define the following ‘extended’ sparsity pattern:

QW = {(ioi, joj) € [n]"™ x [n]"T' : {iog} = {joi}, ie., aliof) = a(joi)}- (55)

For i € [n]!, recall that a(i) € N™, with k-th entry the number of occurrences of k in the multiset
{i} = {i1,...,it}. So, a(ioj) = ei, + a(j). Setting t = 1 recovers the original set £y, i.e., we have

O = {(ij, k1) € [n)* x [n)* : {il} = {jk}} = Q.

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

Lemma 3.2. Let pypy € Herm(C" ® (C™)®). Then, the following assertions are equivalent.
. : —®t =@t 4
(i) paBpy € CLDUL(Z/), i.e., papl) = (U @U  )papy(UUT)* for U € DUy

(ii) papy = (U ®7k®t)pAB[t](Uk ®7k®t)* for all k € [n — 1], where Uy, is the diagonal matriz
with (Uy)kr = w and all other diagonal entries equal to 1, and we se w = etﬁré.

(iii) supp(papp) Q.

Proof. The implication (i) == (ii) is obvious. Assume (ii) holds, we show (iii). First, note that for
any U € DU,, with u = diag(U), and any index pair (ioi, joj) € [n]™™ x [n]**!, by , one has

=&t 7 % _ .
(U U )papy(U U™ ) )ivijos = (PABH) Jivijos * WioTiy - - - Wip UjoUsy - - - Uiy
a(iof) 7 (doi)

(56)
= (pAB[t])ioLjol' " U

Consider an index pair (ioz, joj) & Q,(f). Then, a(igf)r 7 a(joi)i for some index k that can be chosen
in [n — 1] since |a(igf)| = |a(joi)|. W.l.o.g. we may assume £ := a(joi)r — (ioj)r > 0. Moreover,
¢ < t+1 (since |a(joi)| =t + 1). Note that this implies that w® # 1. Now, we apply to the

7 Alternatively, one could choose w = ¢ for some \ € R\ Q, which would give a finite representation independent
of the parameter t.
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matrix U = Uy; then, the value in is equal to (pAB[)ioi.joj -welior—eliodk — (PAB[Y )ioi,joj wh,
which is equal to (05[] )ioijoj O0LY if (PAB[ )iije; = 0, since w’ # 1. So, (iii) holds.

Finally, assume (iii) holds, we show (i). In view of it suffices to show that the value in
is equal to (paB[)igijo; When (paBpy)icijoj # 0- But, then, (ioi, joj) € Qg), which gives
a(iol) = a(joi) and thus u®(0)7eGod — 1. Hence, the value in equals (p B[y )ioijoj» aS
desired. O

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

ey puio (PaB) = /D (U ®U®t)pAB[t](U®U®t)*dU. (57)

n

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

by fo ) and places 0 everywhere else. Moreover, the integral can be replaced by a finite sum over
the n — 1 matrices Uy from Lemma (3.2

The following lemma is the key ingredient for the proof of Theor which is given thereafter.

Its proof relies on the sparsity structure of CLDUISf ) from Lemma [3.2/and the integral formulation

of the corresponding projector.
Lemma 3.3. Let W € Herm(C" ® (C™)®') and consider an integer 0 < s < t.

(i) If W € Herm(C" ® S*(C")), then II W) € Herm(C" @ St(C")).

cLDuUr? (

(ii) IFW € W, then T1 w) e Wi,

cLDUIY (

Proof. (i) Assume W € Herm(C" @ S*(C")); we show W= I purw (W) € Herm(C" ® St(cm)).

For this, let igi, joj € [n]'™! and o € &;. By assumption, Wiy; jo; = W; we need to show

0i,joo (§)

that the same holds for W. By Lemma the support of W is contained in the set Qg ), So, it
suffices now to observe that (ipi, jgl') € Qg) <~ (o, jof) € Qg)
same multisets.

(ii) Assume W € Wét?g, i.e., WL = 0 (by (39)). Let U € DU, and u = diag(U). Then,

, since {ipj} and {ioj?} are the

(W o (uu* ® (ﬂ ﬂ*)®t))TB[s] — WTB[S] ° (uu* Q (ﬁ ﬂ*)®t)TB[s]
= WTB[S] o ((’LL’LL*)®(S+1) ® (ﬂ a*)@(t—s))

_ (U®(s+1) ® U®(t_s))WTB[sJ(U®(S+1) 2 U@(t—s))*

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

gy W0 = [ @2 Ty @) o T au
n DU,
As WTBLI = 0, we obtain that each integrand is positive semidefinite, and thus (IT cLpUI® (W) Tsisl = 0.

O]

Proof of Theorem [3.1l Assume pap € DPS® with DPS®_certificate papp- We show m =
Hewpur, (papp) is a DPS'Y_certificate of pas = Herpur, (paB). S0, papy € Herm(C" @ S*(C™)),

pPAB[) € Wy(fl for all integers 0 < s < ¢, and TrB[gzt](pAB[t}) = pap. By Lemma we have
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p/AEﬁ € Herm(C" ® S*(C")) and @5@ € W,(f)s for any 0 < s < t. There remains to show that
TI‘B[Q;t](/TA\B—m) = pap. For this, let 4,5, k,1 € [n] and h € [n]*~!. Note that

(ij, kl) € Q if and only if (ijh, klh) € Q) (58)

because {ij} = {ki} if and only if {ijh} = {klh}. Using the definition of the partial trace,
(Tr g2 (PaB) )ij.k1 is equal to

> (PaBw)iingkn =

{(TYB[zzt} (Pa))ije  if (ig,kl) € Qp,
he[n]t=1

else.

Since Trpa.4(pap() = pap this is in fact precisely the definition of pap. O

The result of Theorem [3.I] has an immediate counterpart on the dual side: any matrix in
(DPSS))*QCLDUIn admits a certificate as in Theorem (iii) with, in addition, B, W, € CLDUI{".

Corollary 3.4. If M € (DPSSf))*, then crpur, (M) ® L?(t_l) belongs to

t
Herm(C" ® S*(C"))* N CLDUILY + Y~ W) n CLDUIY)

8 n
s=0

and thus Teppui(M) € (DPSY)*.

Proof. Assume that M € (DPS@)*. Then, by Theorem (iii), there exist B € Herm(C" ®
SHC™)t and Wy € W,(Lt?g such that M @ Iy = B 4 S, Ws. Taking the projection onto
CLDUL(f) at both sides, we get

II (M @ 120¢=1)

t

- I_ICLDUIS> (B) + Z HCLDUIS) (WS)7
s=0

HeLpur, (M) @ I2¢-1

cLDUIY

where the first equality follows using . By Lemma (ii), we have that II
for each s. To conclude, we use Lemma (1) to show that II
Indeed, if W € Herm(C" ® S*(C"™)), then II
(I (B)7W>:<B7H

CLDUIﬁf)(WS) € ng
crpur® (B) € Herm(C™ @ StCm))*+.
crpur® (W) € Herm(C" ® St(C™)) and thus we have

W)) = 0 holds, as desired. O

cLDUIY cLDUIY (

3.2 Exploiting sparsity of DPS certificates for CLDUI states

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

let GY) denote the (undirected) graph with vertex set [n]t+! and edge set Q. So, any matrix
W e CLDUL(f) has a sparsity pattern that is contained in the graph G,(f), i.e., supp(W) C Qq(f). An
easy but very useful fact is that the graph G;t Vis a disjoint union of cliques.

Lemma 3.5. The graph Gg) = ([n]t+1,§27(f)) is a disjoint union of cliques. Hence, any matrix

W e CLDUIg) is block-diagonal, of the form W = @cWI]C|, where the direct sum is over the
)

maximal cliques of G%t )
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Proof. Assume igi is adjacent to both joj and kok in GT(f), we show that (joj) is adjacent to (kok).
By assumption, a(ioj) = a(joi) and a(igk) = a(koz). This implies

a(jok) — alkoj) = (a(joi) — aliog)) + (aliok) — a(koi)) =0

(since () is linear under the concatenation of sequences), which shows that (joj, kok) € QP The
second claim follows as an immediate consequence. O

So, if W € CLDUIY, then W = 0 if and only if W[C] > 0 for all the maximal cliques C' of G
This generalizes what we saw earlier in for the case t = 1 . The analogous result also holds for

testing positive semidefiniteness of partial transposes, i.e., membership in the set Wflt?g for s € [t].
Let 1 < s <t be an integer. Given a sequence ¢ = i1...1; € [n]t we define the subsequences
ils] =i1...is € [n]* and i[s + 1 : t] = is41...0; € [n]'"°, which are, respectively, the s-prefix and
(t — s)-suffix of i. Consider the function
Tpgg) : [0 x )T =[] x [
(0z, jog) = (iog[s]i[s + 1 : ¢], joils]j[s + 1 : ])

that swaps the s-prefices of i and j. Then, the entry of WTBL indexed by the pair (i0i, joj) is equal
to the entry of W indexed by the pair Tg(4((i0i, joj)). Now, we define the set

QW = {(iod, joj) € [n]"T" x [n]" !« Tppq((iod, joj)) € P}

and, accordingly, Ggf?s is the graph with vertex set [n]*! and edge set Qg)s So, the partial transpose

WTBl in the first s B-registers of a matrix W in CLDUIS) has a sparsity pattern contained in
G,

Lemma 3.6. For any s € [t], the graph Gﬁf)s = ([n]t+!, ng)s) is a disjoint union of cliques. Hence,
if W e CLDUI,(f), then WTBLsl is block-diagonal, of the form WTBll = @cWTBLI[C), where the

direct sum is over the mazimal cliques of G,(f)s

Proof. Let igi be adjacent to joj and kok in GS}S. Then, a(igi[s]j[s + 1 : t]) = a(joj[sli[s + 1 : ])

and a(ipi[s]k[s + 1 : t]) = a(kok[s]i[s + 1 : t]). Hence,
a(kok[s]j[s + 1 : 1)) — a(jojslk[s + 1 : 1]) =

(a(koklsils + 1 : 1]) — alioi[slk[s +1: 1]))
+ (alioils]j[s + 1 : t]) — a(joj[slils + 1 : 1]))

is equal to 0, and thus joj is adjacent to kok in GSf)S ]
Corollary 3.7. For a matriz W € CLDUI,(f) and 0 < s < t, WIBls = 0 if and only if WTBs] [C] =0
for all the mazimal cliques C of Ggi)s (setting GS,)O = th)).

Example 3.8. As an illustration we describe the mazimal cliques of the graphs G’T(f) and GS}S

for the case n = 3, t = 2, s = 1,2, in which case the graphs have n'*' = 27 wvertices. Denote
the adjacency relation in the graph G(32) (resp., the graph G:@) with ~ (resp., with é) Then,

ioiriz ~ jojij2 if {ioj} = {joi} as multisets, igiria ~ jojij2 if and only if igjiiz =~ joirj2, and
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2

ioi112 ~ Joj1j2 if and only if igj1j2 =~ joi1iz.

For instance, 121 ~ 112, 111 ~ 122, 112 £ 121, and

113 ~ 223, 123 9 213, 123 2 213. The maximal cliques of the graphs G:(32): Gg and ng

respectively, in Tables @Y @ One can see that GéQ) and Gg?

(including three of size 5, three of size 2, six of size 1), and Gy has ten mazimal cliques (including

(2)

one of size 6, siz of size 3, and three of size 1).

We will return to the case (n,t) = (3,2) in Example of Section [5.4, 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 Gi(f)
{111, 212, 221, 313, 331}
5x5 3 {222, 121, 112, 323, 332}
{333, 131, 113, 232, 223}
{123, 132}
2x2 3 {213, 231}
{312, 321}
1x1 6 {122}, {133}, {211}, {233}, {311}, {322}
Table 1: Block structure of pspp) € CLDUI:(}Q)
Block size | Number of blocks Indexed by maximal cliques of GQ
{111, 122, 133, 212, 313}
OXH 3 {222, 211, 233, 121, 323}
{333, 311, 322, 131, 232}
{123, 213}
2%2 3 {231, 321}
{312, 132}
1x1 6 {112}, {113}, {221}, {223}, {331}, {332}

Table 2: Block structure of pi’z,[g] for papp € CLDUIEE)

Block size

Number of blocks

Indexed by maximal cliques of G:(f%

6x6

1

{123, 132, 213, 231, 312, 321}

3x3

{122, 212, 221}
{133, 313, 331}
{211, 121, 112}
{233, 323, 332}
{311, 131, 113}
{322, 232, 223}

1x1

3

{111}, {222}, {333}

Table 3: Block structure of pi%[[lz:f ! for pPAB[2] € CLDUI:(SQ)

23

each have twelve mazximal cliques



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

LDULY = {pspp € Herm(C" ® (C™)®) :

pag = (U@ U papy(U @ U YU € DU},
LDOLY) = {pp( € Herm(C" ® (C")®") :

pagf = (0 ® 0% p,pp (0 ® O¥)* VO € DO, },

where in the definition of LDUIgf ) one can restrict the invariance under n — 1 selected matrices (as
in Lemma (11)) The sparsity patterns of LDUIgf ) and LDOIS ) are captured, respectively, by

e = {(iod, joj) € [n]'*" x [n]*" : aliod) = aljof)},

59
o) .= {(doi, joj) € [n])tL x [n]t+ a(ipijoj) = 0 mod 2}, (59)

and the respective projections are given by

I b (Paspy) = /Du (U@ U pappy(U & UP)*dU,

n

1 *
I por (Pasi) = o > (0®0%)papy(0 @ 0%
0eDO,

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

Theorem 3.9. Assume that pap € DPS(®) with DPS®)-certificate papp- Then, Hypur, (paB) €

DPS®) (resp., lpor, (paB) € DPS(t)) with DPS® _certificate HLDUI&“ (paBpy) (resp., HLDOIﬁf) (paBp))-
Again, this theorem has an immediate counterpart on the dual side for (DPS% ))*: the analog
of Corollary [3:4] holds replacing CLDUI, respectively, by LDUI or LDOL
Also the analogs of Lemmas hold: each of the graphs ([n]**!, \I/,(f)) and ([n]t*1, @,(f)) is
a disjoint union of cliques and the same holds for the graphs attached to taking partial transposes.
(The LDUTI 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 LDUL(f ) or

LDOIS ) 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
LDOILY, by upper bounding the maximum size of a clique in the graph ([n]'*!, o )). 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 \Ilg ) is ‘global’ in the sense that it depends only on
the concatenated sequence af(ipijoj). In addition, the bound from Lemma also applies to
the graphs ([n]“’l,@g)), Gq(f) = ([n]Hl,Q,(f)) (and their analogs corresponding to taking partial

transposes) that model the sparsity patterns of matrices in LDUIgf) and CLDUIg), because they

are subgraphs of the graph ([n]*!, \I/S))

is at most tinlt/21,

(t))

Lemma 3.10. The mazimum size of a clique in the graph ([n]*1, ¥y,
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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 below
follows as a direct application of Lemma [3.10

Corollary 3.11. If W € LDOIg) then, for any 0 < s < t, WTBlsl is a block-diagonal matriz with
all its blocks of size at most t!nlt/21. The same holds if W e LDUL(lt) or W e CLDUL(f).

So, for t = 1, the maximum block size is n for matrices in LDOI,,, which matches relation .

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 and show
analytically that their separability is characterized by the DPS hierarchy at level t = 2. We will use
this characterization in Section to generate test states for the PPT? conjecture. To be able to
analytically analyze DPS(Q)—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 psp (like having
a large kernel, or enjoying some symmetry property) are inherited by its DPS®)_certificates PABIt]-
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 pap can be used to construct vectors in the kernel
of its DPS®_certificates. This relies on the partial trace property and positivity pap = 0.

Lemma 3.12. Assume that pap € DPSS) with papp as DPS® -certificate. If w € ker pag, then
WR e, ... R ey €kerpagy for all k,... ki € [n].

Proof. Since w € ker pap, we have papw = 0, and thus

0= (pap, ww") = (Trpp (Papiy): ww") = {papp, ww” © I7Y)
n
= Z <pAB[t]7w’u)*®€k2ez2®_,,®ektezt>
k?,-n,kt:l

n

= Z (w®6k1®~--®6k1)*PAB[t}(w®€k1®--~®€kt)-
koo y=1

As papyy = 0, each summand is nonnegative and thus equal to 0. From this one obtains that
0= papy(w@er, ®@...Q ex,), as desired. O

Symmetry properties

We now turn to exploiting symmetries of the initial quantum state for its DPS®_certificates.

First, let us introduce how the permutation group &,, acts on [n]' and on Herm((C")!. Any
permutation f € &,, has an entrywise action on [n]!, by setting 6(i) = 0(i1)...0(i;) fori =iy ...i; €
[n]t. In turn, 6 acts on p € Herm((C")!, by permuting its rows and columns according to the action
of @ on [n]?, thus producing 6(p) € Herm((C")®t), with entries

0(p)ivi.joj = Pe(io)a(i).6(0)e(j) for iot,joj € (]
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Remark 3.13. So, a permutation 8 € &, acts on the values iy, € [n] and not on their indices k € [t],
as was the case earlier, when a permutation o € &; would produce % = iy(1) .. iy € [n]t and

p” € Herm((C™)®*) with entries pf; = pie jo fori,j € [n]'. We will use the following observation

(that follows using the definitions): for a sequence i = iy ...i; € [n]t,

0(i7) = Blinqr) - . Oliny) = (0() ... 0(i1))° = 0(0)° for any 6 € B0 €6 (60)
Lemma 3.14. Assume pap € DPSW
is a DPS® _certificate for 0(pag).

with pspp) as DPS®) _certificate. For any 0 € &,, O(paBly)

Proof. By assumptlon pAB[y satisfies ., ., we show that the same holds for 8(pap[)-
First, we show . For this, let o € @t and i, joJ € [n] 41 Then, we have

0(paBL))ioic joj” = (PABI)0(i0)0*).00i0)0(7) = (PABI)0(i0)(0(0))7 0(i0)0(3)
= (PAB[)0(i0)6(1).0i0)0(G) = O(PABI1))ioijojs

using at the first line and the fact that p,py satisfies at the second line. Hence, 0(pap[y)
also satisfies .

Condition follows from the fact that the operations of applying 6 and taking the partial
transpose commute: (G(p A B[t])) 9( P4 B[t]) which can be checked by computing

( (Q(IOAB[t]))TB[S] )ZWOJ (0(paBp))

10J1-+-Jsbs+1++-5t,J0%01 b5 Js+1---Jt

( Tp(s)

= (PABI) 001 .datssr 50000 wisssrit) = pAB[t})e(ioz),e(jol‘)

T S
=(9(p Aiﬁ[i}))m,joz'

Hence, pﬁgﬁ] > 0 implies (p A?B[Et]) = 0 and thus (0(p4 B[t]))TB[sl = 0, as desired.
Finally, condition follows from the fact that the operations of applying 6 and taking the
partial trace also commute, which can be checked by computing

(TI”B[Q:t] (e(pAB[t])))ioil,jojl - . [z]:t ) (WPAB[t}))iOilE,jOjIE
ken|t*—

= Z (PAB[t])e(ioil)e(g),e(jojl)e(@: Z ("’ABW)e(ioil)bﬁ(jojl)h
ke[n]t—1 heln]t—1

= Trr—2(paB[1)0Gi0ir) 0Goi1) = (PAB)0(ioin).0(G011) = O(PAB)iin i
using the fact that p,py satisfies at the last but one equality. O

Corollary 3.15. Assume pap € DPS® and 0(pap) = pap for some 0 € &;. Then, pap has a
DPS®) _certificate paByy that satisfies 0(pap) = paB[y-

Proof. Let p4p[y be a DPS®)_certificate for PAB € DPS®. Then, for any integer k > 1, Ok(pAB[t])
is a DPS®_certificate for 6’“(,0,43) = pap, which follows using Lemma and the fact that
0(paB) = pap. Let m > 1 be an integer such that 0™ = id. Since the set of DPS")_certificates
for pap is a convex set, one finds that psppy = ;- Zk L0 (pap 1) is & DPS®_certificate for pap.
Moreover, it satisfies 0(pap)) = PaBly- O
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A class of CLDUI bipartite quantum states

We consider the CLDUI bipartite states pqqs (a,a’ > 0) in Definition generalizing the case
a = 1/a (a > 0) considered in [JMI9, Example 3.3]. We show that p, . is separable if and
only if it belongs to DPS:?), or, equivalently, aa’ > 1 (Theorem . Analytically characterizing
membership in DPSz(f) is the most technical part, which exploits knowing the maximal cliques of
the graph Gz(’>2) (Table |1)) and structural properties of the state p, o (on symmetry and its kernel).
We will use this class of examples later in Section [5.3

Definition 3.16. For a,a’ € Ry, define the quantum state pq o € CLDUI3 as

1 . . |. 1 1. .1
a -
a/
a 1 a d 111
foor=11 - |- 1 |- - 1 = pxyywithX=1[d 1 a],Y=|11 1],
a a a 1 111
a -
. . . . . . . a// .
1 . .. 1 1. .1

where pg o s indexed by 11,12,13,21,22,23,31,32,33, X = ((pw,)ijﬂ-j)ﬁj:l, Y = ((pa,a,)ii,jj)gj:l.
Lemma 3.17. The matriz p, o belongs to DPSS) if and only if a,a’ > 0 and aa’ > 1.

Proof. By definition, p, . € DPSZ())D if and only if p,, = 0 and pfi, > 0. This is equivalent to
a,a’ > 0 and the block (‘11 ;) being positive semidefinite, i.e., aa’ > 1. O

Lemma 3.18. Assume that p, o € DPS?). Then, pq.qor has a DPS(2)-certiﬁcat6 p with the following
properties: p 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 p follows from Theorem and Corollary [3.7]
So, p = @¢cp[C], where the direct sum is over the maximal cliques C' of the graph Gg) (described
in Table . We now argue that, for every maximal clique C', p[C] = z¢J|¢| for some z¢ € R. That
is, the columns p. i iz, P-jojrje Of p indexed by any two elements igit1i2, jojij2 € C are equal. It
suffices to show this for the six cliques of size 2 or 5.

First, we use the property of p, which claims that p. o1 j, = P jojon fOr any jojije € [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, p-212 = pP. 221, P-,313 = P.,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 w; = es ® eg — e3 ® e3 and we = €1 ® e — e3 ® eg belong to the
kernel of pg . By Lemma it follows that w ® e; € kerp for each i € [3] and w € {w;, wa}.
From this one obtains that the columns of p indexed by the indices 111,221,331 are all identical,
as desired. The same reasoning applies to the other two cliques of size 5. O

Next, we further simplify the structure of a DPS®)-certificate for Pa,a’» Dy exploiting the fact
that p, o is invariant under the cyclic permutation 6 = (123) € &3, i.e., #(pg.a’) = pPaa’-

Lemma 3.19. Assume that p,q € DPS?). Then, pg.qor has a DPS(2)-certiﬁcat6 p with the following
properties: p is block-diagonal: p = ®cp|C], where the blocks are indexed by the mazimal cliques C

of G:(f), and
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(i) the three blocks of size 5 are identical: if |C| =5, then p[C] = xJ5 for some x € R,
(1) the three blocks of size 2 are identical: if |C| = 2, then p[C] = yJa for some y € R,
(i) p122,122 = p233,233 = P311,311 =: 2 € R,

(iv) p133,133 = p211,211 = pP322,322 =: 2’ € R.

Proof. The additional properties in (i)-(iv) follow using the fact that pg o is invariant under the
cyclic permutation § = (123). Indeed, by Corollary Pa, has a f-invariant DPS®@_certificate
pE CLDUI:()?). We show that this certificate p has the desired properties. Observe that C :=
{111,212,221,313,331}, Cy := 6(C), C3 := 62(C) are the three cliques of size 5 in ng) (where 6 is
applied element-wise). First, we have

P111,111 = Pe(111),6(111) = P222,222 = P§(222),6(222) = P333,333-

For ¢ = 1,2, 3, the index iii belongs to the clique C;. By Lemma all entries of p[C;] are equal,
say to x;, implying ; = pji; 4;. Combined with the above relation, one obtains 1 = z9 = x3 =: z,
showing (i).

(ii) follows analogously, using the fact that 6(123) = 231 and 0(231) = 312, which implies that
the scalars determining the blocks p[Cas], p[C31], p[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: §(122) = 233,6(233) =
122 and 0(133) = 211,6(211) = 322., which implies p[122] = p[233] = p[122] =: z and p[133] =
p[211] = p[322] =: 2/, as desired. O

Theorem 3.20. For the state pg,o from Definition[3.16, the following are equivalent:
Pa,ar € SEP3 <= py o € DPSéZ) = a>1andd >1.

Proof. Assume p, o € DPS%Q)7 we show a,a’ > 1. Let p be a DPS®)_certificate for Pa,q that satisfies
the properties claimed in Lemma Since p satisfies , we get

1= (paa)it,n = Tre(p)i1,11 = pri1,111 + prizi12 + p113,113 = 3,

which implies x = % Similarly, we get

!/

a=Trp(p)zi2=a+2+y, d=Tp(p)nxn=y+2 +uz,
which implies 2 =a—y — § and 2/ =d’ —y — 1.
We now use the fact that p?Bl is positive semidefinite (condition ) Using the submatrix
of pTB01 indexed by {123,213} (in that order), we obtain

<p123,123 P113,223> _ <y 90) ~0
P223,113  P213,213 r y)

implying y > x = % Using the submatrix of p?B11 indexed by {111,122,133} (in that order) gives

p111,111  P121,112  P131,113 r xr T
P112,121  P122,122 P132,123 | = | T =2 Y

/
P113,131 P123,132 P133,133 r y =
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By taking the Schur complement w.r.t. the upper left corner and using the values of z, 2/, we obtain

z—x yYy—=w a—y—2 y— %
(y—a: z’—a:) B ( y—3 ’ a’—yi§> =0

In particular, a —y — %, a —y— % > 0. Combining with y > %, we get that a,a’ > 1, as desired.

Assume now a,a’ > 1, we show that p, , € SEP3. For this, observe that the matrices X,Y in
Definition satisfy X = J3+ X', Y = J3, where X’ = X — J > 0 since a,a’ > 1. So, we have
Paa’ = P(J3,03) T P(x7,0)- The state p(y, 5,y is separable (e.g., since it is equal to IoLpur, (ee” ® ee™),
with e the all-ones vector). Also, the state p(x ¢ is separable (using, e.g., ) Hence, the state
Pa,a is the sum of two separable states and thus p, . is separable. This concludes the proof. ]

Remark 3.21. In their recent work [GNS2J] the authors consider LDOI states P(x,Y,7), Wwhere
X,Y, Z are circulant matrices. In particular, whenY = J, is the all-ones matriz, they characterize
membership in SEP,, and DPSS) (see Theorem VI1.5). Note that the state p, o from Definition|3.1
has X circulant and Y = J,, so it falls within this class (for n = 3). In Theorem |3.20| we
additionally characterize its membership in DPSz(,)Z) 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 € S, consider the matrix My, € CLDUI, as defined in relation and the
associated polynomial

n
(Mag, 22" @ aa*) = (A, (o B)wod)") = 3 Aylaila; = fa(larl,..., l2al),
ij=1

where f4 is the polynomial from . Hence,
May € (SEPB®)* <= A € COP,,.

Moreover, if A;; < 0 for some i < j, then (Ma, D;;Dj;) = Aij < 0; hence Ma o provides an
entanglement witness that separates the entangled state D;;D;; from SEPES. So, when restricting

to matrices with diagonal unitary invariance, there is a tight connection between the dual cone

(SEPBS)* and the copositive cone COP,,, as shown in [MATS2I, Theorem 2.1]. Recently, it is
shown in [GNP25| that this connection extends to the hierarchies (]SVPSS))* for (SEPES)*, and

ICS) for COP,,. In this section we revisit this connection. First, we present a characterization
— (¢
of the dual cone (DPS( ))* that fully mirrors the result in Theorem for (DPS% ))*. Then, we
(t)

n
— (t
use it to offer a simple argument for the connection between (DPS,(I )* and K,’, using only the
basic correspondence 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(C" ® C"), recall the polynomial Fi(x,Z,y,7) € Clz,T,y,7]1,1,1,1 as defined in (37).
By restricting to one set of variables, i.e., setting y = =, we obtain the polynomial

ﬁM(x,f) = Fy(z,T,2,T) = (M, zz" @ z2™) € Clz,T]22, (61)
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with degree 2 in = and degree 2 in 7. So, M € (SEP2®)* means Fy(z,Z,2,%) > 0 for all z € C*
(equivalently, for all z € S"~!). In the next result we characterize when M belongs to the dual of

®)

— (t
the relaxation DPS,,", thus giving an analog of Theorem for the symmetric setting.

Theorem 4.1. Consider a matriz M € Herm(C" ® C") and an integert > 1. Set 7 = [(t +1)/2].
The following assertions are equivalent.

(i) M € (DPS.)*.

(ii) The polynomial ||z||2tY) Fys(z,Z) = ||z (M, z2* ® za*) € Clz, Z]a41),2(t41) 18 7T-508.

(iii) There exist matrices B, Wy, W1, ..., W, € Herm(C" @ (C™)®") such that

.
MeIZ"Y=B+>"W,
s=0

where B € Herm(S*+H1(C™))+, W, € W,St)s fors=0,1,...,7.

In comparison with Theorem we are now asking in (iii) that the matrix B belongs to
the larger space Herm(S+1(C™))+, which contains the space Herm(C" @ S*(C"))* involved in

Theorem (iii). In addition, we only need the subspaces Wr(f)s for s <7 =|[(t+1)/2].

Remark 4.2. The set ISPVSS) corresponds to the set PPTBExt%Kt“) considered in [GNP2J]. The
characterization of the dual of PPTBExt,(f) given in [GNP25, Prop. 8.9] corresponds to the equiv-
alence of items (i) and (iii) in Theorem . The additional characterization (ii) in terms of r-sos
polynomials, which is present in Theorem (as well as in Theorem , 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 mn
terms of sums of squares for matrices A € ICS).

Before giving the proof/,\riogg that, as in the general (non-symmetric) case, the LDUI projection
preserves membership in DPS,,"and its dual cone, a property we will use in the next section.

Lemma 4.3. Assume that pap, M € Herm(C" @ C"). Then, pap € vaPSS) implies U pur(pap) €

[jf’/S(t) and M € ([jf’/Sg))* implies Iy pur(M) € (]S\P%,(f))*

n

Proof. 1t suffices to show the first claim, since it implies the second one using the fact that

(ITput(M), pap) = (M, ILpur(pap). Assume pap € ]TPSS), and let p4pp be a [ﬁ’/S(t)-certiﬁcate
for it. Then, the projection of this certificate

HLDUI(t) (pAB[t]) = /DM U®(t+1)ﬂAB[t](U®(t+1))*dU

n

isa ljl\D/S(t)—certiﬁcate for Iy pui(pag), showing Iy pur(pan) € ]SFSS). O

of Theorem [[.1 The proof is along the same lines as for Theoremin [FE20]. There are, however,
some differences since one needs to restrict to s < 7 = |(¢ + 1)/2] in (iii), which adds some
technicalities. Our argument is also more compact. Let M € Herm(C" ® C") and let

P, T) = ]2 (M, 22" © 22") € Clar, T
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denote the pol%/normal appearing in Theorem {4.1{(ii). Recall the conditions involved in Theorem
(i) M € (DPS,, ) . (ii) p is r-sos; (i) M ® I Y belongs to (BS((C™)@tH)L L5~ Wffl, and
the additional condition (iv) M ® I{ ™ € cl(BS((C)®tD)L + Yoo Wff%) (where ‘cl” denotes
taking the closure). Recall the definition of ]51\3/85) in and of ng in , and 7 = [(t+1)/2].

The implication (iii) = (iv) is clear. The implication (iii) = (ii) follows by taking the inner
product of M ® IZ"™ with (z2*)®¢+1) and using the fact that

<Ws, (ﬁﬁ*)®(t+1)> = <WSTB[3}7$33* ® (ﬁ*)(@s ® (xx*)(@(t—s))

. . Tprs
is r-sos for any Wy € WT(Lt)S (since W Blsl 0).

We now show (i) <= (iv). By definition of the dual cone (DAP/SS )

)

(®)

M < (DPS,, ®

) <= (M, pap) for all pap € ]jPV%

n,s

= (M@ IZY pappy) for all papy € BS((CMHEHH) 0 ()W)
s=0

= Me I e (BS(C @ (€)% n WL )
s=0
where the latter set is equal to cl((BS((C™)®¢H1)L + 57 Wff?;) Above, at the second line, we

— (¢
use the definition of the partial trace and of DPS&L) in . 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 Wffl» is self-dual.

We show (iv) = (ii). For this, assume M ®I§(t_1) = limy_,00 A, where Ag = By +>.1_  Wis
with B, € (BS((C™)®tHD )L and Wy, € Wéf)s Define the polynomial

UZ(‘T7§) = <A€7 (JE{E (t+1 Z Wf S5 CC.CU (t+1)>

=S W/ P¥ aar @ (77) % @ (22)®E).
s=0

Hence, oy is r-sos since W Tols] = 0 for each s. As p = limy_, 0y, it follows that p is r-sos (using
the fact that the cone of r—sos polynomials in C[z, Z];11+41 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=>",q? for some Hermitian polynomials ¢, € C[z,Z] with total degree ¢+ 1 in z,Z. We can write

t
q(x,T) = Z(ag 5, T @ @t 5)> for some a5 € (C”)®(t+1).
s=0

As gy is Hermitian, we have gy = g, which implies

<a£73’§®s ® $®(t+1_s)> = (Qrit1—s g®UH=s) g 7%%) for s = 0,1,...,t. (62)

31



Then, qlg = Z;s’:0<a€,87f®s ® x@(t+1—8)> . <az7s,’f®s’ ® $®(t+1—5’)>' As p= ZZ qlg has degree ¢t + 1
in 7, it follows that the following sum is identically zero:

t
— _ el o
§ § <a2757 T ® $®(t+1 S)> ’ <a€,s’7 T ® x®(t+1 B )> =0,
£ s,8'=0,54s"#t+1

because any monomial occurring in it has degree in = distinct from ¢ 4+ 1. Therefore, we obtain

t
p=3ld =223 (e T @) fagn o BN 007
l s=0

)

¢ s=0

Observe that Ty s = Tp¢41—s. This implies that Zizo Tre = > i oCsTys with ¢ =2 for 0 < s <
7—1, ¢; =2 for odd ¢, and ¢; = 1 for even t. Consider the summand ), 7} s for some given s < 7.

Using , we obtain

Z Tys = Z a5, 5 @ 2®UT) (g gy, T @ 299)

Z (ag,6,T 799 @ ®+1- s)> agq, T2 @ z®(t+1-s))

Z ae,e) (7 @ 2T ) (70 @ 1)y
)4

Il
S

Z ags(aps)”, % ® x®(t+1—s)) @®* ® $®(t+1—s))*>
¢

= (A, (E®S ® $®(t+178)) (f®s ® x@(t+lfs))*>
= <ASTB[S]’ x®(t+1)(x®(t+1))*>.

Above, at the last but one line, we set A; =) ,a¢(aps)* and, at the last line, we take the partial
transpose T'g[, at both arguments in the inner product. Putting things together we obtain

t T
p:Zth :ZZTZ,S :ZZCSTLS
0

£ s=0 ¢ s=0
= i Cs Z Ty = < i CSASB[5]7x@(t+1)($®(t+l))*>‘
s=0 J4 s=0

So, we have shown the polynomial identity

p=(M® ]S?(t—l)’ (xm*)®(t+1)> - <ZCSASTB[S], (xl,*)®(t+1)>.
s=0

ThlS 1mphes Mot - Yo OCSA Bl e (BS((C™)®+) L This shows that (iii) holds, since
csA e Wé)s (because Ag = 0). This concludes the proof of Theorem . O
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4.2 Connections between the hierarchy (515/8:))* and the hierarchy K

Given a matrix X € 8", consider the associated bipartite states p(x x) and p(T)lg X) = P(X,\X) which

are, respectively, CLDUI and LDUIL. We focus here on the state p(T)’? X) that has the additional

property of being Bose symmetric. Recall from relation that
;%&X)ESEPn¢:¢;%§X)eSEPn¢:¢;¥e;CPw

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

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

PLX.x)

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

Given a matrix pair (S,7) € R™™"™ x Herm", consider the matrix Mg from , which is
CLDUI by construction, so that its partial transpose is LDUI and reads

A third option is to use the hierarchy of cones (ICS ))*, applied to the matrix X. We will

n n
T,
Mg% = Z Sijeie; ® eje; + Z Tijeje; @ eiej. (63)
i,j=1 6,j=1

Theorem 4.4. For (S,T) € R"*" x Herm", consider the matriz Mg and its partial transpose
Mg% as in @), and set A= (S+ ST +T +T7T)/2 € S*. For any integer t > 1, we have

®)

ME% € (DPS, )" <= AeKk{™Y.

(®)

In particular, for any A € S”, MZ% c (]Svpsn )= Ac ICif_l).

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

p(@,7) = || (MEE, 22° © 2a®)

(64)
= |lz o Z|P* A, (z o Z)(z07)T) = f(z 0 7),

where A = (S + ST + T + T7)/2. Then, the proof amounts to comparing the r-sos property for
the polynomial p (in complex variables x,Z) at the left-hand side, with the sos property for the
polynomial f (in real variables x o T) at the right-hand side. For this, write © = xRe + iZ1m, where
TRe = (ThRe)peys TIm = (Tr1m)}f—; € R™ are the real and imaginary parts of . Then, we have

SFor a pair (A4, B) € R™*" x Herm" with diag(A) = diag(B), [GNP25, Theorem 8.11] shows that p(a.. 5y belongs

to the dual of ]ﬁ:) if and only if the matrix A 4+ AT 4+ 2Re(B — Dp) € YV, In view of relation 1) we have
P(A,-.B) = p{f,B) = MST% with § = A and T = BT — Dg, which makes the link to Theorem
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zoZ = (|Jzg|?)P_, = (wRe T xIm ©)h—y and thus the real part of the polynomial p in reads

pRe(-TRea fEIm)
n

t—1
= <Z($h,Re)2 + (Zh,m 2) > Ane((@nre)® + (@him)?) (@kre)? + (Th1m)?)
h=1 ho=1

_ 2(t-1) ( TRe A (fne

T
_ ”(xRe’xIm)HQ(tfl) <«’L’Re) (JQ ®A) <$Re> '
LIm LIm

Hence, the polynomial pre(ZRe, Z1m) is @ sum of squares if and only if the matrix J; ® A belongs
to ICS;1 b which, using [GL07, Lemma 15] is equlvalent to asking that A belongs to IC(t b,

We can now complete the proof: MIs ST belongs to DPS ! precisely when the polynomial p(x,T)
is r-sos. By relation (24), p(x,Z) is r-sos if and only if its real part pre(TRe, T1m) 18 sos, which, as

shown above, is equivalent to A belonging to IC,(l b, O
Using duality arguments, one derives the following result, recovering [GNP25, Theorem 8.16].

Theorem 4.5. For a matriz X € 8" and an integer t > 1, we have

®)

p(TB x) € DPS, <= X € (KtD)*,

Proof. Assume p(X x) € ISVPS(t) we show X € (IE,(ffl))*. For this, we show that (X, A) > 0 for any
Ae ki, By Theorem [4.4] A € Kl implies Mz;% € (DTSE?)* So, combining with gives

0< <M£7B07p{§7x)> = <MA,0710X,X> = <A7X>7

as desired. Conversely, assume X € (IC(t 1))*, we show p(TB x) € [jf’/Sif)

T, ®) T,
<p(§7X),M> >0 for M € (DPS, )*. As p’Z _ . is LDUI, equality (p (XX),M> = <p(§7x),HLDUI(M)>
holds. By Lemma projecting onto LDUI,, preserves membership in the cone (DTSS/ ))*. Hence,
we may assume that M is LDUI, i.e., of the form M = Mgf% for some S,7T. By Theorem

Ml e (opsY =)

. For this, we show that

(XX)

)* implies S + ST + T+ T7T ¢ IC,(L . Then, we have

(M, p(2 ) = (M5, p(2 ) = (M, pxx)) = (X, (S+ ST +T+T7)/2) > 0

as desired. O

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 p(a,b) := p(y y,x) € Herm(C* @ C?), with

15 b Lb b a a a a a a
Y=(b 1 b],pab)=[b 10 @(a a>@<a a>@<a a), (65)
b b 1 b b 1

34

1
X=1a
a

SIS
= Q



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, p(a,b) € LDOI3 N BS(C?) (recall ) and thus any
separable decomposition of it must be symmetric (Lemma .

In view of (65), p(a, b) is a quantum state (i.e., p(a,b) = 0) precisely when a > 0 and —3 < b < 1.
As we see in Lemma separability of p(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 —ﬁ < b instead of —% < b. More generally, equivalence of membership in DPS,(}) and
SEP,, holds for LDOI states of the form p(x y,z), where each of X,Y, Z lies in the linear span of I,
and the all-ones matrix J,, see [PJPY24, Theorem 4.1] and [GNS25, Theorem III.3]. We yet give
the (easy) details for the states p(a,b) since this also provides examples of real-valued separable
states that do not have real separable decompositions (Remark .

Lemma 4.6. Given scalars a,b € R, we have
1
pla,b) € SEP3 <= p(a,b) € DPS{) <= —5<bandp<a<l.

Proof. Only two implications need a proof. First, assume p(a,b) € pps) , we show that —% <b
and |b] < a < 1. Indeed, the first condition follows since p(a,b) = 0 and the second one from the
fact that p(a,b)”® > 0, since

L oaa a b a b a b
T __ _
p(a, )" = pix,xy) = ‘ i “ @<b a>@<b a>@<b a>'

Assume now that —% < b and |b] <a <1, we show that p(a,b) € SEP3. For this note that the set
9 1
{(a,b)eR bl <a<t, —igb}

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

1 1
2); and (1, —3).
Hence, it suffices to show that p(a,b) is separable for each of them. For (a b) ,0

(0,0) we have
p(0,0) = (e1€7)®* + (e2e5)® + (e3e5)®” € SEP3.

The all-ones bipartite state (ee*)®? (with e = Z?:1 e;) is separable, hence also its projection
p(1,1) = por((ee*)®?) is separable. Next, one can verify that

p(1 _1) = Ilpor((e2")®2 + (yy")®2 + (227)°2),

27 2 2
0 1 1 (66)
withz=[1],y=(0]),z2=11],
i i 0
1 *\®2 *\®2
p(1.-5) = Mupor((u)®? + (o)),
e e (67)
with u = 67;” , U= eigiﬂ
1 1

Hence, p(a,b) € SEP3 in both cases, again because the LDOI projection preserves separability. [J
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Remark 4.7. Observe that, if a = b € [0, 1], then p(a, b) has a separable decomposition that involves
only real-valued rank one states (since this is the case for p(0,0) and p(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 p(a,b) = Y, (wex})®? for some x, € R3, then we have b = p(a,b)1122 = > (20)3(2¢)3 =
p(a,b)1212 = a. In particular, if b= 0 < a < 1, then p(a,0) = px,. x) (resp., p(a,0)Ts = P(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 p(a,—1/2) =
S o(xex)®? must satisfy the condition Y, (x¢)? = 0 for i € [3]. Indeed, the vector Z?Zl e ® e
belongs to the kernel of p(a,—1/2), and thus also to the kernel of each (zox})®?, which implies the
claimed fact. Hence, we again see that the x;’s cannot be real-valued, and this also indicate how to
come up with the separable decompositions from and (@)

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 PPT?
conjecture from quantum information theory.

5.1 The DPS hierarchy in the moment formalism

Suppose one is given a bipartite quantum state pap € Herm(C" ® C"); and one wants to test
whether pap lies in a given level ¢ of the DPS hierarchy, i.e., whether pap € DPSS ). The obvious
way to do so is to implement the semidefinite program modeling definition , asking for the
existence of an extended state papy € Herm(C" @ S*(C")) that is positive semidefinite under
partial transposition of the B-registers and recovers the original state pap 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 ¢ B-registers as required in (25)): for any o € &; and 4pi € [n]'*!, the columns (and rows)
indexed by idgi and ipi” are identical, i.e., (paB[g)-ioi® = (PABJ)-ioi- 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 ipz? for o € &;. An example of this fact was seen in Lemma (and its
proof), where it was used to show that the block of a DPS®)_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
i0t, joj € [n]"*! indexing the extended state p, B[y lie in the same orbit of &, if and only if ig = jo
and (i) = «a(j). Hence, roughly speaking, it suffices to index the extended state by elements
alig)a(i) € N* x N* (indexing monomials) instead of sequences igi € [n]t*?.

More precisely, the moment approach works as follows. We consider Hermitian linear functionals
L € (Clz,Z,y,7l2,2¢)", i.e., L : Clz, T, y,Y]22t — C acting on bihomogenous polynomials of degree
2 in z,Z and of degree 2t in y,7. Being Hermitian means that L(p) = L(p) for any polynomial
p € Clz,Z,y,7]|2,2¢. Then, the corresponding moment matrix of L, denoted here as Mj (L), is
indexed by elements (o, o, 3, 8') € (N")* such that |a+a’| = 1 and |f+3'| = t; its (aa/BS, dd’BB’)—
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entry is M (L) defined as

a8 Gl B
L(xafa/yﬂgﬁl .xdfd/yﬁyél) = L(xa+d/fal+&yﬁ+glyﬁ/+5).

Hence, M +(L) is a Hermitian matrix since L is Hermitian. Moreover, we have M; ;(L) > 0 if and

only if L(pp) > 0 for any p € Clz, 7, y,y|=1,—¢, 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(zz* @ (yy")®") = pasp, (68)

where L is applied entrywise to the matrix zz* ® (yy*)®’. Indeed, any linear functional L €
(Clz, T, y,7|2,2t)* defines via an extended state lying in Herm(C" ® S*(C™)) that satisfies .
Conversely, given such an extended state ppjy, relation permits to define a linear functional
L € (Clx,Z,y,Yl2.2t)* as follows: For (v,v',4,0) € (N*)* such that |y ++/| =2 and |5 + &'| = 2¢,
set

L@ 9’5 ) = (papi)ioioj it 17| = 17'] =1 and [3] = |¢'] =1, (69)
where v = a(ig),y" = a(jo),d = a(i),d’ = a(j) and, otherwise, set L to 0, i.e.,
L7y ) = 0 if |[y| # |7/| or 0] # |5']. (70)

For the moment matriic of L, proE)erty implies that MLt(L)aafﬁﬂ',dd'BB' # 0 only if o+ &'| =
o/ + @& =1and |8+ 8| = |8 + 8] =t. As observed in [GLS21], Section 5.2], this permits to show
that the matrix M;+(L) is block-diagonal and that its blocks are indexedﬂ by the following sets

Ir,s’ = {(O{,O/,B,ﬁ,) € (Nn)4 : |Oé—|—04,‘ = 17 ’ﬁ +6,’ =1, ‘O“ - ’O/| =T, |/B‘ - |/8/| = 8/}

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 («, o/, 3, 8') € I1 s has o/ = 0, so that the entry o/ can
be ignored.

Lemma 5.1. [GLS21] Let pap € Herm(C" ® C™). Then, pap € DPS{ if and only if there exists
a Hermitian linear functional L € (Clz, T, y,Yl2,2t)* satisfying conditions (70) and (i), (ii) below:

(i) L(zz® @ yy*|lyl**V) = pas,
(ii) My (L) = 0 or, equivalently, My ¢(L)[I, ¢] = 0 forr =1 and s’ € [—t,t] with s’ =t (mod 2).

Proof. The lemma essentially followﬂ from results in [GLS21) Section 5], we give a sketch of proof.
As mentioned above, the guiding fact for the proof is relation stating papy = L(zz* @ (yy*)®"),

which indicates how to construct a DPS()_certificate from a linear functional and vice versa.

9 As we see in the proof of Lemma the principal submatrix of M; (L) indexed by I s corresponds to applying
the partial transpose T’g[s] to pap[y, when s’ =t — 2s. This explains why we use the letter s’ here.

OWe 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 L € (Clz, =, y,Y]<2,<2¢)™ satisfying the ‘ideal’ con-
ditions L(p(1—||z[|*) = L(p(1—|ly||*) = 0 for all p € Cz,7,y,¥] such that p(1—|[z[|*), p(1—|ly[|*) € Clz, Z,y, <2, <o-
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 L to Clz, T, y,Y]2,2¢ and, conversely, one can extend L € (C[z,T,y,Y|2,2¢)" to Le (Clz, T, y,Yl<2,<2t)"
using the above ‘ideal’ constraints combined with .

37



First, note that L(zz* ® (yy*)®!) clearly satisfies condition . Second, note that condition
(i) precisely corresponds to condition (27)), since

Tr gl (L(zz™ @ (yy*)®")) = L(Trppp(z2” @ (yy*)®)) = L(zz* @ yy*|[y|**~).

There remains to relate condition (ii) to condition . As observed above, under condition ,
M, 4(L) is block-diagonal, with its blocks indexed by the sets I,y for r = +1 and —t < ' < ¢
with s = ¢ (mod 2). Hence, M; (L) = 0 if and only if My(L)[I, ¢] = 0 for all » € {—1,1} and
s e{—t,—t+2,...,t—2,t}. Moreover, one can restrict to r = 1, since L being Hermitian implies

Ml,t(L) [Ir,s’] = Ml,t(L) [I—T’,—s’]

(and positive semidefiniteness is preserved under taking the complex conjugate). For p AB[f] =
L(zz* @ (yy*)®') and s € {0,1,...,t}, we have (pAB[t]) ) = L(zz* @ (77°)®° @ (yy*)®(~9) and
thus (pAB[t]) Bls] »= ( if and only 1f p = L(zz* ® (yy*)®¢) @ (77*)®*) = 0. The final step now
relies on the fact (see relation (67) in [GLS21]) that M (L)[14—2s is identical to the matrix
obtained from p, 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 , as desired. ]

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

We now specialize the result of Lemma for bipartite states with CLDUI or LDOI sparsity
structure. For & € N” o = 0 (mod 2) means that «; is even for all i € [n].

Lemma 5.2. Let pap € CLDUI, (resp., pap € LDOL,,). Then, pap € DPSS) if and only if there
exists a Hermitian linear functional L € (Clz,Z,y,l2,2t)" satisfying @), conditions (i), (ii) from
Lemmal[5., and, for any v,v',8,8' € N* such that |y| = |7/| =1 and |§] = |§'| = ¢,

L(z7z" WP =0 ify+d8 £ +6 (resp., if v+~ + 3+ #£0 (mod 2)).

Proof. Consider a DPS®-certificate p 4 By for pap and the associated linear functional L defined via

as in Lemma In particular, relations and hold. Assume first pp € CLDUI% ),
Then, by Lemma [3.2] (iii) (and the definition of the sparsity pattern ) in ), (PaB[))icioj = 0
if e;, + a(j) # ej, + a(j), which implies LT 7 ) = 0if v 4+ &' # 4/ + 6.

Assume now pagp € LDOI®. Then, its sparsity pattern is provided by the set \Il,(f) from
Hence, (papi)igijo; = 0 if a(ioijoj) # 0 (mod 2), which implies L(z77"y’%") = 0 if
7+7 + 9+ 0" #£0 (mod 2). O

In Tables and [6] below, we display the block sizes that arise when reformulating the DPS
hierarchy in the moment formalism, in the following three regimes: pap € Herm(C" ® C") (generic
case), pap € LDOI,, (LDOI case), pap € CLDUI, (CLDUI case), respectively, We display these
block sizes for t = 2,3,4,5,6,7 and n = 3,4, 5, and the notation my is used to indicate that there
are k blocks of size m. For instance, for (t,n) = (2, 3), the entry ‘271, 18;" in Table [4] indicates that
the SDP implementing the DPS®)-relaxation for generic states in Herm(C?®C?) 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[{]
and@ which give the block sizes in the reduced SDP’s modeling existence of a DPS®) -certificate in
the moment formulation, for a generic or CLDUI bipartite state pap € Herm(C3 @ C?).
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Consider first the generic case. In the tensor formulation, the SDP involves three blocks of size
2]

3% = 27, corresponding to PAB[z}yngE]Q] and pﬁg[z].

In the moment formulation, both pspp and

T T
pA%[Q]Q reduce to blocks of size 18 and pA?B[E]z} remains of size 27, thus matching the entry 271,185’

in Table[]] We will now argue why these size reductions do occur.

Furst, let us see why pp[g) reduces to a block of size 18. Consider two rows of psp[g) indexed by
distinct igi1ia, jojij2 € [3)%. If io = jo and {i1,ia} = {j1,ja} then, by , these two rows are equal
and they correspond to a single row of M o(L) indezed by (o = e;y, o/ = 0,8 = a(iyiz), 8 = 0).
All possible reductions of this form arise for (ig12,i021), (ig13,i031), and (i023,i032) for ip € [3].
Hence, one can remove 9 rows/columns from pAB[2] S0 that it reduces to a block of size 27—9 = 18.

T
The same analysis applies to p A%[fé] since the partial conjugate is applied to both B-registers,

T T
and thus p A%[T]Z] also reduces to a block of size 18. Note that, as expected, the row of p A%[E} indexed

by igiria corresponds to the row of Mio(L) indexed by (o = ;5,0 = 0,8 =0, = a(iiiz)).

T
Consider now pA%[E]z}' By the definition of the partial transpose, for igiiia, jojije, kokiks € [3]3,

Tp) Tpp) - ‘
(IOAB[Q])ioiliQ,koklkz - (pAB[Q})jojljmkoklkz if and only if (pAB[Q})ioklimkoilkz = (pAB[2])j0/€1j27koj1k2'

The latter equality holds using condition (25) only if io = jo, {k1,i2} = {k1,j2}, {i1, k2} = {j1, ka},
which implies i9i1i2 = joji1j2. Hence, no size reduction can occur. Note that the row of pA%[E%]
indexed by igiiia corresponds to the row of Mi2(L) indexed by (o = ey, = 0,8 = e;,, 5 = €i,).

Assume now pap € CLDUIs. In the tensor formalism, the SDP modeling a DPS® -certificate
pAB[2] € CLDUI?) involves 53,23, 1 blocks for papya) (see Table , B3, 23, 1g blocks for piﬂgg] (see

Table @), and 61, 3¢, 13 blocks for pi};@%} (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 mazimal
cliques that are listed in Tables[1], [3, [3 For each such clique, one just checks whether it contains
two distinct indices igi1ia and jojij2 such that ig = jo and {i1,i2} = {Jj1,j2}, in which case one of
them is removed from the clique. So, in Table each clique of size 5 (resp., size 2) reduces to size
3 (resp., size 1), yielding block sizes 33,19 after reduction. In Table@ no size reduction applies, so
one keeps 53,23, 1¢ 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 31,2¢,13. Putting things together one indeed
arrives at a total of 53,34, 29, 113 blocks as shown in Table [

t\n 3 4 5

2 271, 189 641, 409 1251, 759

3 542, 302 1602, 804 3752, 1759

4 103;, 905, 45, 400;, 3205, 140, 1125, 8752, 3505

5 1805, 135, 63, 8005, 5605, 2245 26255, 17502, 6305

6 | 3005, 2705, 1895, 845 | 1600;, 14005, 8965, 3365 | 61251, 52502, 31502, 10505
7 | 450y, 378, 2525, 108, | 28005, 22405, 13445, 4805 | 122505, 94505, 52505, 16505

Table 4: Block sizes in the moment formulation of DPS®)-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, 7s, 64, 35 135, 910, 610, 320
3 159, 136, 992, 76 289, 2012, 169, 125, 1019, 4o 459, 2790, 259, 1399, 1219, 410
4 283, 241, 23¢, 584, 46g, 424, 995, 7710, 6019, 4729, 3510,
219, 124, 99 34g, 22g, 133 301, 209, 1720, 59
5 484, 44¢, 369, 1245, 10012, 884, 769, 7012, 2559, 1809, 1759, 12199, 11449,
336, 182, 15¢ 529, 402, 2812, 162 752, 7310, 4590, 2119

6 | 763, 721, 69, 632,
48, 459, 226, 182

2184, 193g, 1824, 1575,
124, 100s, 50s, 345

4795, 41710, 35010, 29729, 25510, 2301,
1959, 17720, 1052, 9519, 5520, 252

1179, 111¢, 992,
7 936, 662, 626,
302, 266

4045, 35012, 3284, 2962,
28012, 2322, 2002, 16812,
1362, 802, 6012, 409

10455, 8255, 81740, 63320,
60710, 4752, 45910, 3550,
24510, 1752, 11590, 6510

Table 5: Block sizes in the moment formulation of DPS®)-certificates for states in LDOL,

t\n 3 4 5
2 93, 34, 29, 118 T4, 44, 34, 204, 14 95, 55, 310, 250, 175
3 91, 73, o, 161, 106, 716, 411, 251, 1310, 925, 515,
39, 218, 130 316, 260, 1so 45, 350, 2150, 1175
4 123, 94, 79, 518, 224, 164, 134, 1024, 740, 355, 255, 1719, 1350, 975,
316, 230, las 424, 340, 2120, 1140 536, 425, 3150, 2350, 1350
181, 153, 129, 401, 28¢, 2216, 1611, 751, 4510, 35925, 2515, 215,
5 99, 718, 930, 1316, 1060, 780, 445, 1750, 13150, 9175, 975,
325, 245, les 380, 2210, 1224 475, 3350, 2700, 1630
223, 184, 159, 1213, 504, 404, 344, 2894, 2249, 955, 755, bd1g, 4550, 3575,
6 916, 730, 945, 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, 60g, 5016, 4011, 3416, 1751, 11519, 9595, 7515, 655, 5550,
7 | 1518, 1230, 925, 745, | 2860, 2280, 1645, 1380, 10210, | 45150, 35175, 2575, 2175, 17350, 13700,
963, 349, 284, 1108 7224, 4119, 3224, 2504, 1480 9630, D245, 4350, 31260, 22100, L1650

Table 6: Block sizes in the moment formulation of DPS®)-certificates for states in CLDUI,

the LDOI condition in Lemma is ‘global’; in the same sense as explained before Lemma [3.10
We fix n € N, t > 1, s’ € [—t,t] such that ' = ¢ (mod 2). Define

max

Ngy:= m ca+ 6+ =a+ B+ 5 (mod 2)}.
(&,8,8") €l o

|{(aa ﬁ?ﬁ,) € Il,s’

Lemma 5.4. Let n,t € N and s’ € {—t,—t+2,...,t —2,t}. Then, we have

Ns’,t (t%M)'

[T = 1t

Hence, the ratio of the largest block size in the LDOI regime to the largest block size in the generic
regime is given by
(Lls’\)! "

nf%sﬁ ~oplil

N,
max St <
s! |Il’5/| U
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Proof. Fix an arbitrary (&,B,B’) € I ¢. Assume first 0 < s’. We want to count how many
(a, 8,8') € I ¢ exist such that a + 3 + 3 = a + B+ ' (mod 2). Define the odd support of
&+ B+ 3 as the set O C [n] consisting of the indices i € [n] for which the ith entry of the vector
&+ B+ (' is odd. Note that |O] = |&@+ 5+ 8| =t +1 (mod 2). Therefore, we need to count the
sequences (a, 3, 8') € I; ¢ whose odd support is O.

t—s’
First, we pick a and 3’ arbitrarily, for which there are n - (n_::lT) options. Denote the odd

support of a+ 8 as O' C [n]. Now we will select 5. In order to fulfil the desired congruence
condition, the odd support of 8 must be equal to the symmetric difference OAO’ of O and O'.
Note that [O'| = |a + 8| = 1+ (t — §')/2 (mod 2). So, one must have § = 2y 4+ x92?", where
v € N and P29 is the characteristic vector of OAQ’ (with ith entry 1 if i € OAO’" and 0
otherwise). Since || = tgsl, it follows that |y| = (t‘gsl —|OAO'])/2. This is a valid weight because

(OAO'| = |0 + 0| = t+ (t —8')/2 = (t+5)/2 (mod 2). In total we get ("~F(75 7104072
options for 7, which also gives the number of options for 5. This term is clearly maximized for
|OAO’'| minimal, which depends on the parity of % Set a = 0 if % is even and set a = 1 if

%is odd. We can conclude that

Noy < P THST (o1 (5 )2
it = n—1 n—1

o (ro1 Y o1
n—1 n—1 '

Since |1 | = n("_H(tIS/)m) ("_H(Hsl)m), we obtain that

(71)

n— 2
-1 t4s” s
Ns/7t (n :L__L14 J) < (t+5, | ntttl J
’11,8'| - (n71+%) — 2 . ntJrzs/ )
n—1

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

t -1+t
n < " + <nt for any integers n,t > 1.

t! n—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 3,3, i.e., first selecting 3 arbitrarily and after that selecting /3’. This leads to replacing
HTS with t}“” in formula . This completes the proof. O

Remark 5.5. In the case s = t = 1 the formula of Lemma gives an upper bound of %
This exactly coincides with the known sparsity ratio for the LDOI pattern (and the CLDUI/LDUI
patterns) (recall relation (§)).

5.3 Runtime comparison for a class of examples based on the PPT? 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 PPT? conjecture in quantum
information. The PPT? 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 [Al The PPT? conjecture states that the composition of
any two PPT linear maps from C"*™ to C™"*™ is entanglement breaking (see Conjecture . It
has been shown to hold for n < 3 [CMHW19, [CYT19] and for the linear maps arising from one
state in CLDUI,, U LDUI,, and the other one in LDOI,, [SN22, NP25]. It is still open whether it
also holds when both states lie in LDOI,,. For this reason we next formulate the PPT? conjecture
for LDOI states, posed in [SN22, Conjecture 5.1].

Conjecture 5.6 (The PPT? conjecture for LDOI states). Let (X, Yi, Zk) € R™"xHerm" x Herm"
such that diag(X}y) = diag(Yy) = diag(Zy) for k = 1,2. Assume that the corresponding LDOI states
are positive semidefinite and have positive partial transpose, i.e., p(x, v, z,) € DPSS) fork=1,2.
Then, p(x,,vs,z;) € SEPn, where we define

(X3,Y3,73) = (X1,Y1,7Z1) ® (X2, Y2, Z3)
= (X1X9,Yi0Ya 4 Z1 0 ZF + DY3,Y1 0 2o+ Zy 0 Yy + DZ3),

DY; := Diag(X1Xa—Y10Yo—Z10Z)), DZ3 := Diag(X1Xa—Y10Zy— Z10Yy), so that diag(X3) =
diag(Y3) = diag(Zs) holds.

Suppose we want to construct a counterexample to the above conjecture. As mentioned above,
the PPT? conjecture holds for n < 3 and for states in CLDUI,, U LDUIL,; in addition, it holds if
either p(x, v, z) € SEPy, or p(x,y,,2,) € SEP, (see Lemma [A.6). Hence, the smallest case to

investigate is n = 4. So, we want to construct matrix triplets (X,Y, Z) € R*** x Herm* x Herm?,

such that diag(X) = diag(Y) = diag(Z), px,v,z) € DPSS) \ SEP4, and neither Y nor 7 is a
diagonal matrix. Then, we will use such triplets as arguments (X, Y%, Zx) (kK = 1,2) to build their
compositions (X3, Y3, Z3) that we will then test for existence of a DPS®)_certificate. In case of a

negative answer, one would obtain a counterexample to the PPT? conjecture.
For this, we start by considering the states p, o+ as defined in Definition We will restric
7

to (a,a’) € {(2,1/2),(3,1/3),(4,1/4)}, in which case p, o € DPS;I) \DPS:(E) in view of Lemma (3.1
and Theorem Then, p, o = P(Xa.¥) ¢ SEPj3, after setting

) 1 a 1/a ) 111
Xo=|1/a 1 a |, Y=[111
a 1/a 1 111

We extend the matrices X,,Y to the following 4 x 4 matrices X, Y:

1 a 1/a 1 1 111
1/a 1 a 1 1111

Xa= a 1/a 1 1]’ Y= 1 111 (72)
1 1 1 1 1 111

By construction, p(x,y) € DPSS) (i.e., p(Xa,Y)vP(T)?a,y) = P(Xa,y) = 0, which is easy to check
using , ) and p(x,,y) & SEPy4 (since, otherwise, this would imply P(%.¥) € SEP3). Next,
we generate matrices Z by choosing random unit vectors v, € R* for k € [4] and defining Z =
(vgvk)%’kzl as their Gram matrix. Then, diag(Z) = diag(X,) (since the vg’s are unit vectors)

and p(x,v,z) € DPSELD \ SEP4. Indeed, p(x,.y,z) € DPSS), because p(x, vy,z) = 0 and p{)fga vz) =

"'We choose a' = 1/a, which implies the largest violation of the conditions a’ > 1/a (to ensure Pa,a’ € DPSél)) and
a’ <1 (to ensure pq o & DPSgQ)).

42



P(Xazy) = 0 (as | Z; j1* < (Xa)ij(Xa)ji = 1 for any 1 <i < j < 4 and using , ) Moreover,
if p(x,.,v,z) would be separable then, by Lemma also its CLDUI projection p(x, y) would be
separable, yielding a contradiction.

We generate five such random matrices Z, denoted as Z[i] for ¢ € [5]. So, we get 15 triplets
(X4, Y, Z[i]) such that p(x, v,z[)) € DPSS) \ SEP4, where X,,Y are as in for a = 2,3, 4. Now,
the goal is to test whether the composed stateﬁ P(Xa,Y,Z[i])e(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 < ¢ < j <5, which leads to a total of 3 x 15 = 45 different composed states ps4p for which
membership in DPSEE) can be tested.

By construction, these composed states pap have a LDOI sparsity structure. We use them to
test the behaviour of the SDP implementing existence of a DPS®)-certificate in the three regimes:
first, in the generic case (searching for a DPS®)-certificate in Herm((C™)®(¢+1) | thus ignoring the
sparsity structure of p4p), second in the LDOI regime (searching for a DPS®certificate in LDOI% )),

and third in the CLDUI regime (searching for a DPS®)_certificate for erpui(pap) in CLDUI,(f)).
We note that on all tested examples, a DPS®-certificate could be found. So, no instance of an
entangled state was found, so that the status of the PPT? 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 ¢ = 1 to ¢ = 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 [I} 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 codingjﬂ 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 ¢ = 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
DPSflt) up to level t = 7, while one can only test up to level ¢ = 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®_certificate for generic pAp,
by applying it to its projection Ilcrpur(pan), 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 DPSth ) for testing separability and
detecting quantum entanglement. On the one hand, we consider bipartite (CLDUI, LDUI, LDOTI)
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 P(Xa,Y,Z]i])e(Xy,Y,2[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.
30ur code is available at https://github.com/JonasBritz/ImplementationsDPSHierarchy.git.
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Runtime comparison (CLDUI vs LDOI vs generic)
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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 ISPTSS ) 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 DPSQ ). In addition, it is
closely related to the sum-of-squares characterization of the approximation cone ICELt ) for COP,,.

The completely positive cone CP, and its dual COP, 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
PCP,, TCP,, that generalize CP,. On the dual side, there is a close relationship between COP,,
and the dual of the cone of Bose symmetric separable states, which extends to their respective conic
approximations by K and (DNPSnlt )*.

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
Iﬁ’JSS ) c pPsY n BS(C" ® C™) (the right most inclusion in ) Equality holds for ¢ = 1 (since
no state extension takes place). A natural question, already posed in [GNP25, Question 8.20], is
whether equality holds for larger ¢ > 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=5and t =2. For C € ICél) \ICéO), consider the semidefinite program

po = min{(C, X): X € 8%, p{z ) € DPSY}

(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)* and thus, by Theorem [1.5, o2 € DPS \ DPS” while,

— (2
by construction, p?}? x) € BS(C® ® C%). Hence, pf. < 0 would imply strict inclusion DPSé ) C

DPS?) N BS(C® ® C®). The extreme rays of COP5 are fully characterized in [Hill2]: those that
do not belong to ICéO) are the Horn matrix H together with a class of parametrized matrices T'(1))
(for 1 € R5, ) > 0 and Z?Zl ¥; < m) and their positive diagonal scalings DHD, DT (y)D for any
positive diagonal matrix D. We computed the above SDP for the following matrices C' = H, T (¢)
for thousands of random choices of ¢, and for hundreds of diagonal scalings DH D of the Horn
matrix, making sure to select D such that DHD € lCél) (following [LV23, Theorem 4]). The
returned optimum value pf, is (numerically) zero, so that no counterexample could be f/o\lln(d)

2
Alternatively, one can try to show the following equality on the dual side: (DPS,")* =

(DPS%z))* + Herm(S?(C™))*+. That is, if M € (]ﬁg))* (meaning M ® I, = B+ Wy + W,
with B € Herm(S3(C"))*, Wy = 0, WlTBm = 0), does there exist M’ € (DPS%Q))* (meaning
M' = B' + W} + W{ + W with B’ € Herm(C" ® S%(C"))*, W} = 0, (W)Tsm = 0, (W4)T5121 = 0)
such that M — M’ € Herm(S%(C"))+? (Here, we have used Theorems and )

Consider now the inclusion SEPES C lijSSf ) (the left most inclusion in ) By Theorem [4.5

if a matrix X belongs (IC%t))* \ CP,,, then the associated Bose symmetric (LDUI) state p(T)‘? x)

belongs to DA/PSSH) \ SEPB® and thus the (CLDUI) state p(x,x) belongs to pps{tY \ SEP,,. Such

matrices X do exist for any n > 5 and ¢ > 0; indeed, the inclusion Idlt) c COP,, is shown to
be strict in [DDGHI3|, which implies that also CP,, C (ICS ))* is a strict inclusion. This implies

that both inclusions SEPES C ]51?8@ and SEP,, C DPSS) are strict for any n > 5 and ¢t > 1, as

observed in [GNP25]. In fact, Fawzi TF&WQ 1] shows that the separable cone SEP,, is not semidefinite
representable for any n > 3, which implies that the inclusion SEP,, C DPSS ) is strict for any n > 3
and ¢ > 1. In contrast, recall that SEP; = DPSS) (in fact this equality holds for bipartite states
acting on C3 @ C?, see [Wor76)).

Examples of matrices A € COP,, \ UtZOIC,(f ) are constructed in [LV23] for any n > 6. Hence, in

— (t
view of Theorem any such matrix A provides a LDUI instance Mi’% € (SEPES)*\UQO(DPS;))*.

In addition, it is shown in [GNP25, Theorem 8.5] how to use such matrices A to construct (C)LDUI
matrices belonging to SEP} \ UtZO(DPSS))*.

As observed earlier, COP4 = Kflo), so that the hierarchy collapses: ICElo) = ICff) forallt> 1. In

[GNP25 Question 8.21] the authors ask whether the inclusion ICg -1 C ICS ) is strict for n > 5 and

— — (t+1
t > 1. Note that, in view of Theorem ﬁ a positive answer would imply DPSS) #+ DPSSH_ ). It is
known that the inclusion ICéO) C lCél) is strict; for instance, the Horn matrix belongs to lCél) \ICgO)

[Par00]. We are not aware of explicit examples of matrices lying in jo \IC,(f U fort >2andn > 5.

Finally, let us mention again the PPT? 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 PPT? conjecture

We give here some background information about the PPT? conjecture. Set M,,(C) = C™*" and let
Tn(C) denote the set of linear maps ® : M,,(C) — M, (C). Let I,, T € T(C) denote, respectively,
the identity map and the transpose map. Given two maps @1, Ps € T,(C), ®10Ps € T,(C) denotes
their composition, defined by ®; 0 ®9(X) = ®1(P2(X)) for X € M, (C). We group some definitions
about linear maps in 7,(C) and refer, e.g., to [SN21| [SN22] and further references therein for a
detailed treatment.

Definition A.1. Consider a linear map ® € T,(C).

e & is called positive if ®(X) = 0 for all X € Herm(C™).

e ® is called completely positive (CPE if the map I, @ ® : M, (C) ® M,(C) — M, (C) ® M,(C) is
positive for all r € N.

e & is called PPT if both ® and ® o T are completely positive.

o ® is called entanglement breaking if [I,, ® ®]|(Y) € SEP,, for all Y € Herm(C" @ C")...

Linear maps ® € 7,(C) that are CP and preserve the trace (i.e., Tr(®(X)) = Tr(X) for all
X € M,(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 ¢ € 7,(C)
and bipartite states in M, (C) ® M,,(C) via their Choi (or Choi-Jamiotkowski) matrix J(®).

4 This 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 ® € T,(C"), its Choi state J(®) € M, (C) ® M,(C) is defined by

n

J(@)= ) Olerel) @ere; e, (J(@)igu = Beje )ik fori,j k1€ [n].

r,s=1

Conversely, any state p € M, (C) @ My (C) corresponds to a linear map ®, € T,(C) via the above
relationship, given by ®,(eje} )ik = pijr for all i,j,kl € [n], so that J(®,) = p.

Note that J(®) is Hermitian if and only if ® preserves Hermitian matrices (i.e., ®(X) is Hermitian
whenever X is Hermitian). Moreover, the following links can be shown (see, e.g., [SN21, [SN22]).

Lemma A.3. Let ® € 7,(C) and J(®) its associated Choi state. Then,

¢ is CP <= J(®) = 0,
PoT is OP < J(cb)T =0

O is PPT < J(®) €

® is entanglement breaking <= J(®) €

Hence, both ® and ® o T are CP if and only if J(®) € DPS{". Another well-known fact is that
any CP map ® admits a Kraus decomposition: ®(X) = Z?:l W;XW; for some W; € M, (C) (and
k < n?). Christandl posed the following conjecture in 2012, see also [CMHWT19].

Conjecture A.4 (PPT? conjecture). The composition ®1 o ® of two arbitrary PPT linear maps
D1, s is entanglement breaking.

Conjecture A.5 (Restatement in state language). Let p1, p2 € Herm(C" ® C") and let ®,,, P,
be the corresponding linear maps. If p1, ps € DPSS), then J(®,, o ®,,) € SEP,,.

As we now see, the conjecture holds if one of the two maps ®1, P, is entanglement breaking
and the other one is CP.

Lemma A.6. Assume ®1 is CP and ®o is entanglement breaking, or vice versa, then their com-
position ®, o @9 is entanglement breaking.

Proof. The proof relies on the following (easy to check) identity: For Wy, W9, I'1, Ty € 7,(C),
(U1o0Wg)®@ (T 0lg) = (¥ @T) 0 (T @T9).
Therefore, since I,, = I, o I,, we get
I, ® (®1 0 P2) = (I, ® P1) o (I, @ Pg).

Assume first that ®; is CP and ®9 is entanglement breaking. By assumption, I, ® ®o maps any
Y € Herm(C™ @ C™), to a separable state and separability is clearly preserved by I, ® ®;. Now,
assume P9 is CP and @, is entanglement breaking. Then, I,, ® ®3 maps any ¥ € Herm(C" @ C") 1
to a positive semidefinite state, which is thereafter mapped by I, ® ®; to a separable state.

Linear maps ® € 7,(C) whose Choi matrix J(®) has some diagonal unitary invariance are
investigated in [SN21l, [SN22]. In particular, J(®) € LDUIL, (resp., J(®) € CLDUI,) if and only
it @ UXU*) = U*®(X)U (resp., Q(UXU*) = UP(X)U*) for all U € DU,, (in which case ® is
dubbed a DUC or CDUC map). The PPT? conjecture holds when restricting to such maps.
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Theorem A.7. [SN22, Theorem 4.5] The PPT? conjecture holds when restricting to DUC and
CDUC linear maps ®1, 9. That is, if J(®1),J(P2)) € CLDUIL, ULDUI, and ®1, P2 are PPT,
then ®1 o ®9 is entanglement breaking.

This motivates investigating (DOC) linear maps ® whose Choi state J(®) belongs to LDOI,,,
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 PPT? conjecture holds when restricting to one DUC or CDUC linear map ®,
and one DOC linear map ®2. That is, if J(P1)) € CLDUIL, ULDUL,, J(®2) € LDOI,, and ®;, P2
are PPT, then ®1 0 ®5 and ®5 o @1 are entanglement breaking. Furthermore, the composition of
two random DOC maps generically satisfies the PPT? 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 ® whose Choi matrix J(®) is a given LDOI state (see also [SN21),
Lemma 9.3]). For a matrix Y € M,(C), let Y? := Y — Diag(diag(Y)) denote the matrix obtained
from Y by setting to 0 its diagonal entries.

Lemma A.9. Given (X,Y,Z) € R"*" x Herm" x Herm" with diag(X) = diag(Y') = diag(Z), the

linear map corresponding to p(x y,z), denoted as ®(xy,z) = P for short, is defined by

P(X,Y,Z)
®(xy.z) (M) = Diag(Xdiag(M)) + Y®o M + Z° o M" for M € M,(C).

Proof. We compute the Choi state J(®(xy,z)) = > ;

i o1 P(x,v,z)(€i€]) @ eie and show that it
coincides with

n
pxya) = Y Xigeie] ®eje; + Y Ve @eiej + Y Zijeie] @ ejel.
ij=1 i#j€n) i#j€[n]

For this we compute

n
<I>(X7Y’Z)(eje;f) = Diag(Xe;) = Diag((Xij)ie[n]) = ZXZ-jeief for j € [n],
i=1
O (xv,z)(eie;) = Yijeie; + Zjieje; for i # j € [n].
Putting both computations together yields szzl P(x,v,z)(eie}) ® eie; = p(x,v,z), as desired.

Definition A.10. Let (X1, Y2, Z2), (X2, Y2, Z2) € R™"™ x Herm” x Herm" such that, for k =1,2,
diag(Xy) = diag(Yy) = diag(Zx). We define their composition ‘e’ by

(Xl,YQ, ZQ) ° (XQ, Y27 ZQ) = (XlXQ, Y1 o Y2 =+ Zl o ZQT =+ DY3, Y1 o ZQ + Zl o }/QT =+ DZ3),

setting DYs := Diag(X1Xo —Yi0Ys — Z; 0 ZQT) and DZ3 := Diag(X1Xo — Y102y —Z1 0 YQT) (that
are used to ensure that the three arguments in the resulting matriz triplet share the same diagonal).

Lemma A.11. Let (X1,Ys, Z2),(X2,Y2, Z3) € R™™ x Herm" x Herm" such that, for k = 1,2,
diag(Xy) = diag(Yy) = diag(Zx), and (X3,Y3,73) := (X1,Ya, Z2) @ (X2,Y2,Z2) (as in Defini-
tion . Then, we have

= [e) .
(I)p<X37Y3723) ®p(xlvylazl) (I)p(X27Y27ZQ)
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Proof. Let M € M,(C). By Lemma [A.9] we have

D(x1,v1,21) © P(Xo,v5,20) (M) = @ x, v1,20) (P x,v5,20) (M)
= Diag(deiag(cI)(X2,Y2,Z2)(M)>) + Ylo © (I)(XQ,Yz,Zz (M) + ? ( XQ,YQ,ZQ)( ))T
—A —B —C

We compute each of the three summands A, B, C, using the fact (again, by Lemma that
D (X, vy.20) (M) = Diag(Xodiag(M)) + Yy o M + Z9 o M".
As Y3 and Z§ are traceless, the same holds for Y3 o M + Z§ o M T and thus we have
A = Diag(X;diag(Diag(Xadiag(M)))) = Diag(X; Xodiag(M)).
As Y and ZY are traceless, we obtain

B=Yo(YyoM+2Z3oM") =Y oYy o M+Y{0ZoM",
C=2)o () oM+280 M) = 200 (V) o MT + 200 (2)7 o M.

Putting everything together we obtain
A+ B+ C = Diag(X1 Xodiag(M)) + (Y 0 Y5 + 27 0 (Z5)") o M + (Y 0 Z3 + Z7 o (Y3) ") o M,
which concludes the proof.

Using Lemma we now see that Conjecture [5.6]is indeed a reformulation of Conjecture
for the case of LDOI states.
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