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Abstract

We present a quantum netwoprk for an optimal quantum copying “machine” (transformation) which
poduces N + 1 identical copies from the original qubit. The quality (fidelity) of the copies does not
depend on the state of the original and is only a function of the number of copies, N.

1. Introduction

The most fundamental difference between classical and quantum information is that while
classical information can be copied perfectly, quantum information cannot. In particular, it
follows from the no-cloning theorem [1] (see also [2, 3]) that one cannot create a perfect
duplicate of an arbitrary qubit. For example, using the well-known teleportation protocol
[4], one can create a perfect copy of the original qubit but this will be at the expense of the
complete destruction of information encoded in the original qubit. In contrast, the main goal
of quantum copying is to produce a copy of the original qubit which is as close as possible
to the original state while the output state of the original qubit is minimally disturbed.

If one is only interested in producing imperfect copies, then it is possible to design
machines (actually, to find unitary transformations) which copy quantum states. A number
of these were analyzed in a recent paper by two of us [5] (see also [6—8]). The copy
machine considered by WOOTTERS and ZUREK [1] in their proof of the no-cloning theorem,
for example, produces two identical copies at its output, but the quality of these copies
depends upon the input state. They are perfect for the basis vectors which we denote as |0)
and |1), but, because the copying process destroys the off-diagonal information of the input
density matrix, they are poor for input states of the form (|1) + €% |0))/v/2, where ¢ is
arbitrary. A different copy machine, the Universal Quantum Copy Machine (UQCM), pro-
duces two identical copies whose quality is independent of the input state. In addition, its
performance is, on average, better than that of the Wootters-Zurek machine, and the action
of the machine simply scales the expectations values of certain operators. In particular the
expectation value in one of the copies of any operator which is a linear combination of the
Pauli matrices is equal to 2/3 of its expectation value in the input state.

In this paper we introduce the copying machine which produces N + 1 identical copies
(i.e. “flocks” of quantum clones) from the original qubit. The quality (fidelity) of copies
does not depend on the state of the original and is only a function of a number N of
produced copies. We present a quantum network for the quantum copying machine. We
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show that this machine is formally described by the same unitary transformation as recently
discussed by GIsIN and MASSAR [9].

The paper is organized as follows: In Section II we briefly review the basic properties of
the UQCM and in Section Il we describe a quantum network which realizes this copy
machine. In Section IV we introduce copying machine which produces multiple copies out
of a single qubit and describe a corresponding quantum network. In the final section we
discuss properties of copied qubits.

IL. Universal Quantum Copying Machine

Let us assume we want to copy an arbitrary pure state |lI/>uo which in particular basis
{10)4,» 1), } is described by the state vector |¥),

¥),, = 0),, +BI1),; a=sinde?; B=-cosd. (2.1)

The two numbers which characterize that state (2.1) can be associated with the “amplitude”
|a| and the “phase” ¢ of the qubit. Even though ideal copying, i.e., the transformation

P}y = 1P)ag ¥, (2.2)

is prohibited by the laws of quantum mechanics for an arbitrary state (2.1), it is still possi-
ble to design quantum copiers which operate reasonably well. In particular, the UQCM [5]
is specified by the following conditions.
(1) The state of the original system and its quantum copy at the output of the quantum
copier, described by density operators Q(O”‘) and Q("‘“ respectively, are identical, i.e.,
ol = ol (23)
(ii) If no a priori information about the in-state of the original system is available, then
it is reasonable to require that all pure states should be copied equally well. One way to
implement this assumption is to design a quantum copier such that the distance between
density operators of each system at the output (0} (ou) \where j = 0, 1) and the ideal density
operator 0 which describes the in-state of the ohglnal mode are input state independent.
Quantitatively this means that if we employ the square of the Hilbert-Schmidt norm

d(0y; 0,) =Tr[(0; — @2)2] ) (24)
as a measure of distance between two operators, then the quantum copier should be such that
d, (Qg’“t>, Qg‘d ) = const.; j=0,1. (2.5)

Here we use the subscript 1 in the definition of the distance d; to denote the distance
between single-qubit states.

(iii) Finally, we would also like to require that the copies are as close as possible to the
ideal output state, which is, of course, Just the input state. This means that we want our
quantum copying transformation to rmmmlze the distance between the output state Q (out) of
the copied qubit and the ideal state Q id) The distance is minimized with respect to all
possible un1tary transformations U actlng on the Hilbert space H of two qubits and the
quantum copying machine (i.e., H = H,, @ Hy @ Hy)

di(0§™; 01) = min {d|” (\"; 00): YUY (i=0, 1). (2.6)
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Originally, the UQCM was found by analyzing a transformation which contained two free
parameters, and then determining them by demanding that condition (ii) be satisfied, and
that the distance between the two-qubit output density matrix and the ideal two-qubit out-
put be input state independent. That the UQCM machine obeys the condition (2.6) has only
been shown recently [9, 10].

The unitary transformation which implements the UQCM [5] is given by

12 /1
O>a0 |Q>x - ? |00>a0a1 |T>x + ? ‘+>a0al |~L>x
12 /1
1>an |Q>x - ? |11>a0a| |l>x + ? ‘+>a0a| |T>x (27)

where

(110), . + |o1) (2.8)

apa; (l(]ll]) ’

1
|+>aoal = ﬁ

and satisfies the conditions (2.3—2.6). The system labelled by aq is the original (input)
qubit, while the other system a; represents the qubit onto which the information is copied.
This qubit is supposed to be prepared initially in a state |0> (the “blank paper” in a
copier). The sates of the copy machine are labelled by x. The state space of the copy
machine is two dimensional, and we assume that it is always in the same state |Q), initi-
ally. If the original qubit is in the superposition state (2.1) then the reduced density operator
of both copies at the output are equal [see condition (2.3)] and they can be expressed as

A 5 ‘

o = 1), (W4 W), (], j=0,1 (2.9)
where

V1), =610}, ~a” 1), 210

is the state orthogonal to |'P> This implies that the copy contains 5/6 of the state we
want and 1/6 of the one we do not.
The density operator Q“’“t) given by Eq. (2.9) can be rewritten in a “scaled” form:

I—Sj /1\.

~ (ouf id
Ql()j t S‘]Q( )+ 2 )

j=0,1, (2.11)

which guarantees that the distance (2.4) is input-state independent, i.e. the condition (2.5) is
automatically fulfilled. The scaling factor in Eq. (2.11) is s5; =2/3 (j =0, 1).

We note once again that the UQCM copies all input states with the same quality and
therefore is suitable for copying when no a priori information about the state of the origi-
nal qubit is available. This corresponds to a uniform prior probability distribution on the
state space of a qubit (Poincare sphere). Correspondingly, one can measure the quality of
copies by the fidelity JF, which is equal to the mean overlap between a copy and the input
state [9]

F = [ dQ2,(P| 6" |¥), . (2.12)
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where [ dQ = 02 Tdep thT dv sin ¥/4m. Tt is easy to show that the relation between the fide-
lity F and the scaling factor s is

s=2F—1. (2.13)

II1. Copying Network

In what follows we show how, with simple quantum logic gates, we can copy quantum
information encoded in the original qubit onto other qubits. The copying procedure can be
understood as a “spread” of information via a “controlled” entanglement between the origi-
nal qubit and the copy qubits. This controlled entanglement is implemented by a sequence
of controlled-NOT operations operating on the original qubit and the copy qubits which are
initially prepared in a specific state.

In designing a network for the UQCM we first note that since the state space of the copy
machine itself is two dimensional, we can consider it to be an additional qubit. Our net-
work, then, will take 3 input qubits (one for the input, one which becomes the copy, and
one for the machine) and transform them into 3 output qubits. In what follows we will
denote the quantum copier qubit as b; rather than x. The operation of this network is such,
that in order to transfer information from the original ay qubit to the target qubit a; we will
need one idle qubit b; which plays the role of quantum copier.

Before proceeding with the network itself let us specify the one and two-qubit gates from
which it will be constructed. Firstly we define a single-qubit rotation R;(6) which acts on
the basis vectors of qubits as

Ri(0) 0); = cos 610); +sin0|1);;
) G.1)
R;(0)[1); = —sin 00); + cos O |1);;

We also will utilize a two-qubit operator (a two-bit quantum gate), the so-called con-
trolled-NOT gate, which has as its inputs a control qubit (denoted as e in Fig. 1) and a

I I o) u)

[Ty

o—e

|O)Gx

T
. l

preparation copying

agpai1 b

quantum copier

Figure 1: Graphical representation of the UQCM network. The logical controlled-NOT Pj; given by
Eq. (3.2) has as its input a control qubit (denoted as o) and a target qubit (denoted as o). The action of
the single-qubit operator R is specified by the transformation (3.1). We separate the preparation of the
quantum copier from the copying process itself. The copying, i.e. the transfer of quantum information
from the original qubit, is performed by a sequence of four controlled-NOTs. We note that the ampli-
tude information from the original qubit is copied in the obvious direction in a XOR or the controlled-
NOT operation. Simultaneously, the phase information is copied in the opposite direction making the
XOR a simple model of quantum non-demolition measurement and its back-action.
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target qubit (denoted as o in Fig. 1). The control qubit is unaffected by the action of the
gate, and if the control qubit is |0), the target qubit is unaffected as well. However, if the
control qubit is in the |1) state, then a NOT operation is performed on the target qubit. The
operator which implements this gate, Py, acts on the basis vectors of the two qubits as
follows (k denotes the control qubit and / the target):

£14]0),10), = [0}, 10);;
Pul0) 1= 10 1) 52
Bul1),10), = |1}, 1)
Pul1), 1), = 1), 10);.

We can decompose the quantum copier network into two parts. In the first part the copy
(a;) and the idle (by) qubits are prepared in a specific state |‘I’>L<£ZP ). Then in the second
part of the copying network the original information from the original qubit ag is redistrib-
uted among the three qubits. That is, the action of the quantum copier can be described as
a sequence of two unitary transformations

12) ) 10),, 10),, — [¥) | )PP gy (3.3)

dofllhl

The network for the quantum copying machine is displayed in Fig. 1.

A. Preparation of quantum copier

Let us first look at the preparation stage. Prior to any interaction with the input qubit we

have to prepare the two quantum copier qubits (a; and b;) in a very specific state \‘I’)E}:Zp).

If we assume that initially these two qubits are in the state

), = 10),, 10}, (3-4)

then the arbitrary state \W)ap;,elp

[P0 = €1 100),,5, + C2 101}, + C3 110}, + Ca |11}, (3:5)

aib

with real amplitudes C; (such that Z , C? =1) can be prepared by a simple quantum
network (see the “preparation” box in Flg 1) with two controlled-NOTs Pj; and three rota-
tions R(6;), i.e.

[#)ir” = R (03) Prya Ry, (02) Payy Ray (01) [0, 10}, - (3.6)
Comparing Eqgs. (3.5) and (3.6) we find a set of equations
cos 6 cos 0, cos 03 + sin 6 sin 6, sin 03 = C; ;
—cos 6 sin 6, sin 03 + sin 61 cos 6, cos 63 = Cy;
3.7)

cos 6 cos 0, sin O3 — sin 0 sin O, cos O3 = C3;

cos 6 sin 0, cos 03 + sin 01 cos 6, sin 03 = Cy
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from which the angles 6; (j = 1, 2, 3) of rotations can be specified as functions of param-
eters C;. In particular, for the purpose of the UQCM we need that

IS 1
W) = g (210000, 101, + 11, (3:8)

With the help of Eq. (3.7) we find that the rotation angles necessary for the preparation of
the state given in Eq. (3.8) are

1 5 2
201 = — ; 20, = — ; 203 = — . 3.9
cos 20, 75 cos 26, 3 cos 205 75 (3.9)
B. Quantum copying

Once the qubits of the quantum copier are properly prepared then the copying of the initial state
\'I’)El'o“)of the original qubit can be performed by a sequence of four controlled-NOT opera-
tions (see Fig. 1)

‘q,>(0ut) = Pblaopalaopaobl apa |¥I> |¥/>a}:;:p> : (310)

aoa1b1
When this operation is combined with the preparation stage, we find that the basis states of
the original qubit (ap) are copied as described by Eq. (2.7) with [f) =0), and

L), =10),,. When the original qubit is in the superposition state (2.1) then the state vector
of the three qubits after the copying has been performed reads

‘q,>5122t|h] |¢O>aoal ‘ > + |¢1>aoul | >b1 ’ (311)

‘¢() apd) = \/’ |00 apd |+>a0a| ;
a(]a] ﬁ \/> |11 apay |+>u0a1 °

From this it follows that at the output of the quantum copier we find a pair of entangled
qubits in a state described by the density operator

with

(3.12)

0L = |@y) 0 (Dol + |D1) 40, (Pl (3.13)

Each of the copy qublts at the output of the quantum copler has a reduced density operator

0" (j=0, 1) given by Eq. (2.11). The distance d, (Q(O‘" (id)) (=0, 1) between the
output qublt and the ideal qubit is constant and can be expressed as a function of the
scaling prameter s in Eq. (2.11):

(1—s)?% 1

e o)) =" =15~ (3.14)
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Analogously we find the distance d; (ng‘;l), ngdal) between the two-qubit output of the
quantum copying and the ideal output to be constant, i.e.

2
2
(id _
d (0% ; 0l)) = 5——9 : (3.15)

The idle qubit after the copying is performed is in a state

1

~ (ou 1 ~(id
o =5 @) +5

by - 3 by 1 ’ (316)
where the superscript 7 denotes the transpose. We note that in spite of the fact that the
distance between this density operator and the ideal qubit depends on the initial state of the
original qubit, i.e.

~ (ou A (i 2 .
di(ep™s 0" = 5 (1+12]af |BF sin’ ). (3.17)

the output state of the original qubit still contains information about the input state, though
less than either of the copies ag and a;. In order to extract this information we note that for
an Hermitian operator A

Tr (0yA) = Tr ((6}™)" AT). (3.18)

This means that to obtain information about A at the input, we must measure AT for the
original qubit at the output.

IV. Multiple Copying

Here we propose a generalization of the transformation (2.7) to the case when a “flock” of
N copy qubits ¢; (j =1,..., N) are produced out of the original qubit ay. We also propose
a simple quantum network which realizes this multiple quantum copying 1 — 1 + N.

We already know that ideal multiple copying of the form

(P)a = P)ag [¥)ay -+ [¥)ay (4.1)

does not exist. But, as we shall show, one can generalize the copying procedure described
in Section 3, and find a transformation such that

o =™, j=1,...,N, (4.2)
with the distances d; [see Eq. (2.4)] which do not depend on the initial state (2.1) of the
original qubit.

To find the 1 — 1 + N network we assume the following:

(1) We assume that the information from the original qubit is copied to N copy qubits a;
which are initially prepared in the state |[N; 0); = [0),, ...|0),, (here the subscript 4 is a
shorthand notation indicating that |N; 0) is a vector in the Hilbert space of N qubits a;).

(2) To implement multiple quantum copying we need to associate an idle qubit b; with
each copy qubit, a;. These N idle qubits, which play the role of the copying machine itself,
are initially prepared in the state [N; 0); = [0), ...[0),, .
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(3) Prior to the transfer of information from the original qubit, the copy and the idle

qubits have been prepared in a specific state |‘P>2;;mp>. Once this is done the copying is

performed by a simple sequence of controlled-NOT operations.

A. Preparation of the quantum copier

In order to find the explicit form for the quantum network for 1 — 1+ N copying we
introduce normalized state vectors |N; k), describing a symmetric N-qubic state with k
qubits in the state |1) and (N — k) qubits in the state |0). For example, the state |3; 2)
can be expressed as

ayaas

3\ 172
55 D = (3) 110+ 1101+ 1011 @3)

These states are orthonormalized, i.e.
a(N; 1| N; k)z = O (4.4)

and have the property

IN — 1
‘N; l>[z‘ = T |O>a,,, IN - 1; l>a| Gy Gy ] - AN (45)

[
—10), IN—1;1—-1 . 4.6
O N =1 (46)

As we have already said, we assume that the copy + idle qubits are initially prepared in the
state

) = N 0);1NV; 0). (4.7)

By performing a sequence') of local rotations R and controlled-NOT operations analogous
to Eq. (3.6) we can obtain the state |'1’>gep)

N
)G = 3 len N5 Kbg e IN: k= 1)g] IV; )5 (4.8)

where

N

k

Once the copying machine is prepared in the state |¥’>g€p) we can start to copy informa-
tion from the original qubit a.

) We do not specify here this sequence of operations explicitly. From the universality of one and
two-qubit gates [11] it follows that this sequence does exist. As an example, we present the preparation

of the state \ll/)ff]’;zp) given by Eq. (3.8), see also Fig. 1.
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B. Copying of information

To describe the copying network we firstly introduce an operator anﬁ which is a product
of the controlled-NOTs defined by Eq. (3.2) with ap being a control qubit and g,
(j=1,..., N) being targets:

ana = aoaNPaoaN,l cee Paoal . (410)

We also introduce the operator Qﬁao describing the controlled-NOT process with ay playing
the role of the target qubit, i.e.

QAlfﬁlo = ﬁaNa(JﬁaN—lao e Palflo . (411)

Now we find the 1 — 1 + N copying network to be

)5 N5 )z IN; 00 — [ [y BreP) — (o) (4.12)

apdb ’

where the (2N 4 1) qubit output of the copying process is described by the state vector
1), Oma which is defined as

[9)%) = Oy Qi Qa1 )55 1) B (4.13)

uub

This last equation describes a simple quantum network when firstly the original qubit con-
trols the target qubits of the quantum copier. Then the qubits @ and b “control” the state of
the original qubit via another sequence of controlled-NOTs (see Fig. 2). In this way one
can produce out of a single original qubit a “flock” of quantum clones.

ag
oy

2, |
. | l
33 ) ‘
b )\ .
b

2 o) *
b

2 o ®

copying

Figure 2: Graphical representation of the network for the 1 — 1+ N copying. The logical controlled-
NOT Py given by Eq. (3.2) has as its input a control qubit (denoted as o) and a target qubit (denoted
as o). We separate the preparation of the quantum copier from the copying process itself. The copying,
i.e. the transfer of quantum information from the original qubit, is performed by a sequence of con-
trolled-NOTs as described by Eq. (4.13).
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V. Properties of Copied Qubits

out)

Using the explicit expression for the output state |‘1’> 5 we find that the original and the

copy qubits at the output of the quantum copier are 1n the same state described by the
density operator

1—s™

g 4aj 2 ;

plom) — () (id) j=0,1,...,N, (5.1)

where the scaling factor s*") depends on the number N of copies, i.e.

1 2
N - 2

T (5.2)
which corresponds to the fidelity F = 2/3 + 1/3(N + 1). We see that this result for N = 1
reduces to the case of the UQCM discussed in Section 3. We also note that in the limit
N — o0, i.e. when an infinite number of copies is simultaneously produced via the general-
ization of the UQCM, the copy qubits still carry information about the original qubit, be-
cause their density operators are given by the relation

sl

égml)_ @( ; 1; j=0,1,...,00, (5.3)
which corresponds to the fidelity F = 2/3. This is the optimal fidelity achievable when an
optimal measurement is performed on a single qubit [12, 13]. From this point of view one
can consider quantum copying as a transformation of quantum information into classical
information [9]. This also suggests that quantum copying can be utilized to obtain novel
insight into the quantum theory of measurement [e.g., a simultaneous measurement of con-
jugated observables on two copies of the original qubit; or a specific realization of the
generalized (POVM) measurement perform on the original qubit (see [9])].

Comment 1

We note that if the original qubit is copled sequentially by a system of N copying machines
of the type 1 — 1+ 1 (each machine copies two outcomes of the prev10us copier) then 2V
copies of the original qubit in the limit N — oo are in the state g, (out) — 1/2. In this case
the copied qubits do not carry information about the original qubit, while all idle qubits are
in the state (3.16).

Comment 2
The two-qubit densuy operator 0, 0‘“ (here m,n =20, 1..., N and m # n) associated with
the output state |¥) Oml [see Eq. (4 13)] in the basis |11>aman, [10),, .- 101), ., [00), , is
described by the matrlx
(BN +5) B+ (N =1 la* a*B(N+3) o*B(N+3) 0
N+1 N+1 N+1
af*(N +3) | | a*B(N +3)
A(Om)_l N+1 N+1
Y af*(N +3) 1 | a*B(N +3)
N+1 N+1
0 af(N+3) af*(N+3) (BN+5)[af+ N -1) |8}
N+1 N+1 N+1

(5.4)
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From Eq. (5.4) we find that the eigenvalues E= {E\, E,, E3, E4} of the partially trans-
posed matrix (@(%‘))Tz are input-state independent

a

+

o 11 1 2(5+4N+N?) 1 2(5+4N + N?) (5.5)
167673 6(N +1) "3 6(N +1) '

Using the Peres-Horodecki theorem [14, 15] we can conclude that the two copied qubits at
the output of the copier are iseparable only in the case N = 1. In this case one of the
eigenvalues (5.5) is negative, which is the necessary and sufficient condition for the insepar-
ability of the matrix (5.4). For N > 1 all pairs of copied qubits at the output of the quan-
tum copier are separable (i.e. the eigenvalues given by Eq. (5.5) are positive).

Comment 3

Using the copying transformation (4.13) we find that the basis vectors |0), and [1), of the
original qubit are transformed as [compare with Eq. (2.7)]

0, 12) 0 o 5 2NV N 1 ), N K
|)a0| >5}; _)kEO k | + L >aoﬁ| ) >b7
TV N S (AR N VP SR T VA1 5.6
[1)g, [¥) —>k§30 N_k IN+1;k+1),:IN; k)z, (5.6)
where
N+ 1—k
ANTD = g (5.7)
(N+1)(N+2)

We clearly see that the set of N+ 1 completely symmetric orthonormal states |N; k),
(with k=0, 1,..., N) of the idle qubits b; plays the role of a set of basis vectors of the
abstract quantum copier and in this form the transformation (5.6) describes the action of
the quantum copier as discussed by Gisin and Massar [9]. These authors have also
shown that transformation (5.6) describes the optimal input-state independent 1 — 1 + N
quantum copier.

Comment 4

We note that idle qubits b; after the copying is performed are always in the state

~ (ou 1 ~(id | .
o =5 @ H5 1, =1, (5.8)

irrespective of the number of copies created from the original qubit. The density operator
@}(,OL;:) (here m, n=1,..., N and m # n) describing an arbitrary two-idle qubit state at the

output is described by the matrix

3IBP +laf* ap* ap” 0

~ (out) 1 a*ﬁ 1 1 aﬁ*
Cbby = ¢ ¥ N : (5.9)

6 a B 1 1 afl

0 a*p B 3laf + |8
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Firstly, from Eq. (5.9) we see that this density operator does not depend on the number N
of copied qubits a;. Secondly, from Eq. (5.9) we find that -eigenvalues

E = {E,, E,, E3, E,} of the partially transposed matrix (QEO?)TZ are input-state independent

E:{l 1 %1 \/5}'

3 6

and they do not depend on the number of copies a;. Moreover, these eigenvalues are posi-
tive, from which it follows that pairs of the idle qubits at the output of the copier are not
quantum-mechanically entangled.

Comment 5

To quantify how the “quantum copier” (i.e., the idle qubits) 1s entangled with the original
and the copy qubits at the output, we evaluat the parameter EN) = Tr [@bom ]2 which quan-
tifies the purity of the quantum copier. If £ = I, then the copier (i.e., the subsystem of the

whole system aodb) is in a pure state. Otherwise (i.e., when & < 1) it is in an impure state.

If the whole system is in a pure state, i.e. Tr [Q("Litbl} = 1, then & quantifies the degree of
dpd

entanglement between the two subsystem. From Eq. (4.13) we find

£ _ 1 2(2N*+7N +6)

N+1 3(N+2)7? (5.11)
from which it follows that in the limit of large N
4
WM~ 5.12
s 3(N+1) (5.12)

The lower bound &.;, of the purity parameter & of an arbitrary quantum system in the
N + 1 dimensional Hilbert space (i.e., this is the size of the Hilbert space of the quantum
copier) is

1
= 5.13
Smm N + 1 ( )
We see that for all values of N the parameter E(N ) is very close to its lower bound, i.e. the
quantum copier and the copies are highly entangled. To understand the nature of this entan-
glement, we briefly consider the 1 — 1 + 1 quantum copying. In this case, we can evaluate

the density operator @(a(l)l;l) which in matrix form can be written as:

AR+ ol af* 2B 2
@bt 6 208* 0 |af? ap*
2 208 ¥ 4lal + |8

For a and f real, the eigenvalues of the corresponding partially transposed matrix do not
depend on these parameters and they read:

P 1 2 1=-v17 1+17
13’37 12 7 12 ’

(5.15)



Fortschr. Phys. 46 (1998) 4—5 533

We see that one of the eigenvalues is negative which means that each copy qubit (i.e.,
either ag or a;) and the idle qubit are quantum-mechanically entangled. In the case when a
and f are complex, the eigenvalues of the partially transposed matrix associated with the
matrix Eq. (5.14) do depend on a and 3 and one of the eigenvalues is always negative. So
these qubits are quantum-mechanically entangled.

VI Conclusions

We have presented a generalization of the universal quantum copying machine which opti-
mally redistributes information from a single original qubit to N + 1 qubits. We have found
a simple quantum network which realizes this quantum copier. Quantum copiers can be
effectively utilized in various processes designed for manipulation with quantum informa-
tion. In particular, quantum copiers can be used for an optimal eavesdropping [16]; they
can be applied for realization of the optimal generalized (POVM) measurements [13], or
they can be utilized for storage and retrieval of information in quantum computers [17].

Acknowledgements

We would like to that N. Gisin, T. Beth, S. Massar, N. Cerf, D. Bruf3, S. Braunstein, and A. Ekert for
helpful discussions and correspondence. This work was supported by the United Kingdom Engineering
and Physical Sciences Research Council, the Royal Society, and by the National Science Foundation
under the grant INT 9221716.

References

[1] W. K. Wootters and W. H. ZUREK, Nature 299, 802 (1982).
[2] D. DIEkES, Phys. Lett. A 92, 271 (1982).
[3] H. BarNuM, C. M. Caves, C. A. Fucas, R. Jozsa, and B. SCHUMACHER, Phys. Rev. Lett. 76,
2818 (1996).
[4] C. H. BENNETT, G. BRASSARD, S. POPESCU, B. SCHUMACHER, J. SMOLIN, and W. K. WOOTTERS,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 76, 722 (1996).
[5] V. BuZek and M. HILLERY, Phys. Rev. A 54, 1844 (1996).
[6] M. HILLERY and V. BUZEK, Phys. Rev. A 56, 1212 (1997).
[7]1 V. BUZEK, V. VEDRAL, M. PLENIO, P. L. KNIGHT, and M. HILLERY, Phys. Rev. A 55, 3327 (1997).
[8] V. BUZEK, S. BRAUNSTEIN, M. HILLERY, and D. BRuUSS, Phys. Rev. A 56, 3446 (1997).
[9] N. GisIN and S. MASSAR, Phys. Rev. Lett. 97, 2153 (1997).
[10] D. Bruss, D. P. DiVicenzo, A. K. EKERT, C. MACHIAVELLO, and J. SMOLIN: “Optimal universal
and state-dependent quantum cloning”, [Los Alamos e-print archive quant-ph/9703046 (1997)].
[11] A. BARENCO, C. H. BENNETT, R. CLEVE, D. P. DIVINCENZO, N. MARGOLUS, P. SHOR, T. SLEATOR,
J. A. SMOLIN, and H. WEINFURTER, Phys. Rev. A 52, 3457.
[12] S. MassAR and S. Popescu, Phys., Rev. Lett. 74, 1259 (1995).
[13] R. DERKA, V. BUZEK, and A. K. EKERT, Phys. Rev. Lett. 80, 1571 (1998).
[14] A. PERES, Phys. Rev. Lett. 77, 1423 (1996).
[15] M. Horobecki, P. HORODECKI, and R. HORODECKI, Phys. Lett. A 223, 1 (1997).
[16] N. GisIN and B. HUTTINER, Phys. Lett. A 228, 13 (1997).
[17] D. P. DIVINCENZO, Science 279, 255 (1995).

(Manuscript received: August 31, 1997)



