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WE ETARKIETASZEAN —MERZNFLHMR, HETEAXAETHERZETER
REFERNET AR MERAROEREN, RLLATRESAFEUENFEZAAZEETEESF
BRI RBAC. XENATETETAMEAAMKNELHET K AR TAHETRRKEE
TR A EREE A,

KR ETRH ET AWM ETHE poi HiE ETARpMEA

t

it
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=

R R S R EAH E G  AE R YA R, LA R AR E T
THAALK B AT L2 BB T SN LI T SR8 0, T A i BE IR IS AR S AR 28 M v S LA B i (AR AR 1) i
W7 &, B MY E TS B R R EEME, RIS g ) LS 2 &
S B BIR h JGVE e AR 55 R AR THIRTEVF 2 T RACBAE S5 h T OB E R (Y. 42k
FREEEA RIS M, ik PR B A0S AR 5B 1E, 4ifh, BEF&n
TR % A B AL B rp Pl I VR S AR K IX ). A 22K LR L, AT AN 12 G R
T HIUR T Vr 2 ke 21,

BEAE BT IR, AR I 72 8 AN 2 I A A 45 1o SN LB R 22 ML B K. 1998 4, Knill
M Laflamme 12 424 T —/MEFIFHERA (DQCL), fEX M n 4+ 1 AP IRy, 3o n AN
TEMCRIRAS, T —NMRE 55540 n AN 78, WA YN, IF XA TSR e S 50 il 2
A HARAT & S SR EOIE 1) & Ia 53X A R T NI B BRIR v 0 25 e QIR B PR A7 A A
YEF i), 2001 4, Ollivier Al Zurek (13, Henderson 11 Vedral 25 14 $ig Hi 48121 28 - A GERE 4R T A 1)
2 MOCHK, RIS AT 73 A Th AL 35 () &1 ORI AN e 42 2 S, BE S AR AT S TN T — B I 2 G
B, W& & K (quantum discord, QD) HIMES. 2008 4F, Datta 45 191 {FB] T7E DQC1 #iA!rh 5
TR GV, BHAE XM R T S sl 16 WIBLLE, 7RI IES T T AN
()32 K 17~40),

‘ SIS 2k, oM. =R RN R ERE: 5 BB, 2014, 44: 360-369, doi: 10.1360/N112013-00048 ‘
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bR TR gERE R, ATDOS AR EE R G b AR SIS e T HAb ) & OCHE. 2002
TR, ARG ERAE (41 2% 18 AR T RERE SR B 1y, fBOR A — AN 3 7 R R S B Thid o W, T
— A T R BB I, BATTRE BT I & MR G RS E R 2 HUE 5 (LOCC),
7E LOCC il &, Bef & 1 RGP R Dhid o Wi, IEARX AN D)2 22 58 SO E TR 5 (work
deficit, WD). £ U5 TE Il B A I R Ge = A0, #ilin, fefeFepkbgeh, e REREaPIRES
FEANLS AR FNIZ By GO B AT M 510 252 . TN B 2R e dEAT I 5 A0 25 U B SRR IR A, 3% M
ST IET IR S I4E) (measurement-induced disturbance, MID) 42 FlHE Rl (measurement-
induced nonlocality, MIN) 431, MID ZlJii T35 57 )5 ELA5 S A4k, MIN ZI i T JRidsAS A28 I o) 4k
AMIFEMT. 2010 4, Modi &5 4 FAHXR 2 LT — Mg —ME TR E. SEE T8 p, W p 215
CHRIEII A o ZIRARR 2 SO, p 305 S EGEZ A v AR a2 SR AR
R, M o 5 x Z R 2 T dissonance, 1X & —FRRERIBR 2 T 2 11 &= 1 OCHK.

SR, ANATDRE 1 QIR R TRIE H & AR WIS A6 R B, JE R DXl A G i) 1~ 2 ) 1K
. filtan, 0F T M ZE R, Wootters 91 45 H T — M 2 x 2 RSN 23X, X T8 KWr, HATRe®
FERT UL IR AT 2 PRI Bell XA 161 —38 X Y 2 x 2 YA W71 DL K R s iy G R IR i 2 2
2 P01 B R P ) LA R A A B T 1 48 B A TR B 2 1 — b i 1 ORI AT 2 % 2
R, CEA N AT LATH 7 A LA B2 DY (RT3 s 4 0 R 4, LA T4 R 2R
33— RS 2

AR FEEN R ORGSR ANE SR 45 R DA K — g ik g . 20 1 R P MR
AR, DARE ORI/ 1 DQCL HE, TR E T RET RN, BLH 5900w LI
T ORHK.

2 ETFERMEESFTE
2.1 ETFXHHIEBE

N T HIERE TR S, TA1EHIELIMIEIE. BRAELIIEE T Alice 1 Bob X & H &
grillst, WL MRMBENLAL & XY RIS, MATIE o,y BRS8N pe,p,. HZEH
5 BEE, BN X AH e, et X Br A ME ST LU Shannon fikR R, H(X) =
— 3 pelogp, o log AL 2 NEMIXTEL X,V WEAS BT ST A RIS B 2 4R HLAS &
(X,Y) KMER, Bl I(A : B) = H(X) + H(Y) — H(XY), MH] Bayes &R A pyyy = puy/py, W
HY|X) =3, p.H(Y|z),

H(Y|X) = szH(Yh:) = - me Zpyhc logpyII = H(YX) - H(X)7 (1)

il (1), LS, BA1H I(A: B) = HY) — H(Y|X).

X TR THE, PTELK Shannon J5§# RS W K S0, (B2 81 REEAIME 20 T R G L),
D DLJS I AR B 5 S B R A G — AN, A TR REMEAE. RERE
MWEATIESAN pan, TR A KPAT—A (POVM) W& {M) M, }, WEGRFEREN g =
S My @ Ipag M), @ I, A MM BIEER m (IR A p, = tr(M,, ® IpasM,, @ I), WiEJG B &N
pBim = tta(Mpy @ Ipap M, @ I)/pm, ZMGARN S(BIM M) =3, pmS(p5im) OO, WHEAM
HA5E N J(B|M} M,,) = S(B) — S(B|M} M,,).
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5T X2 e ORI A 0 BT A W B R OK & 7 A R J(BJA) = maxay,, ) J(B|M],M,,), & X &
TRMNER RGN B R 5L MK % D(B|A) = I(B: A) — J(B|A). HITHEL ISR EAS A
4TS BAVEARR, TR @ ST LA R P 0 T P IR Sk i) — P

2.2 EFRBBHEMBRHAIAR

T ROV — N AR R ) B, — R 2 x 2 REEMEREH —AMENT A 38, 2008 4, B
YT 2-qubit [ Bell XAIZS p= 2T+ 0, cios @ 0y) PO [RTFRUMAMNT A 2, Lang 25 153 #1X
AT 2 S FEAE E 2T R R PR BT, R PR T R AR N RS IS B
Jadk Al &5 W7D AN, W LA G X B AR R . 2011 4, AR A 18]
BT X BNE TR A, IF B2 T IX AW SOl R T IR

)T BRCPE R R, 2004 4F, Koashi Al Winter P5I(K—W ¢ R) 45 H1 T 78 = 4kali s vh 4 i SeBefn
eI LI — DR R WA ZARLEE [Yase >, I E(B,C) + J(B|A) = S(B), ' E(B,C) h
B,C RGN MGLSE, J(B|A) 4 AB R A J7 et ST K—w &, £ =1k4l
A, AT AB ZEE AP N D(B|A) = E(B,C) — S(B|A). f5Bh Faifb R, (] PR 4 fE
AL A AR, TR 2 1 2 x d 4EIRASTTLAAEAb IR 2 x 2 x d 4E4l25, 1T 2 x 2 FITE e 4
JERT LA Wootters 2AZUTH5 451 I aT AR RIFN 2 (19 2 x d 4RI E 7RI THE AL BOL X T
Wi s T RS, M EE TR IART N, DA 485 F S 0] DO SR8 BLAT i B R PRI AS,
4k werner AH isotropic A1 LTI PO Xt T LRI R 40, DI R4S 2T DI 3] 2- Mg
WA &7 RIS A 5L B8]

3 ETFHERAMMEFXE
3.1 BETHHHEMEFITEEE (DQC1)

BArTw S A Knill A1 Laflamme (21 78 1998 4E4EH 1) DQCT A8, W 1(1& ek B Sk [59]
Kl 1), Jaha 1 ASLLE

1,
— 2
2n’ ( )

Horb pg = (11 4 aoz), oo AR, ¢ AEEHIE T HEE, o 2480 @i DQC1 H%, BT AN
Pn+1 j‘j

po = pg @

Prt1 = 2in(IO><0| ® 1o+ [1)(1] @ 1, + al0)(1] @ U + al1){0] @ Uy), 3)
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H TR U FFEREE, 73 067 R AT 0,0y MR, HIEX (3), NI 5= Re(TrU,),
— o= Im(TrU,,). XA FEEA A5 HRr R T O R R 3.

2008 4, Datta 5§ 1% BT T AEIXAN 7 SE IR 57 IR I A 1 SR AR IX AN S, il 1Lt
FERUG I n MRS ZBEERA BTG, AR, XHTA o > 0, KBS HA IS 878k, #25
BRI RGN E TR — B Er. &7 A SE T4, /A FdEa it E T
KI, e RET i THEEMER. BEREXANF%T, &7 RS T 87 A A AE, XA
AT T8 7RI D B A 1A S AL BT 25 Hh 035 ) A €0 SO m) it 17— 20, AR, IXANRRAR
BTG SRR O RN RIS T AEFEOR T AR ZHUE LR e DQCL BE, WA T4, 1
WA ER R TR, bR T 3 FGHL, X 3 Al a2 vl LA S T).

TS P Bt iR M, 78 DQCL Bk, —FFRZ A entangling power ¥ T R &= T
fna i TR EE/EA. Entangling power H¥lE N TR E N U B (BiE 1Eik) 7EHTAER 7
A bR A g S — R OCER 901 78 DQCL o, WK 24 n T R EAS R LR
filg, W U AR A FIAER T TR 23S B Reds ™ A s 2N i, s SOX R v LSRR R4 44 DQCL
] entangling power.

EX DQC1 Z#H 1) entangling power H I [HIZ5 H:

Ep(Uy) = {q{ﬁ%};qﬂ[ﬁn(pe ® |) (s )T, (4)
KU, = (L@ Uy) x (H® 1,), FH 32 =Y ailea)(@il, B[] J—ASE B2 R 2,
I E[] = 2(1 — Trp2), Hh p, AHAEEFEFE. DQCL F1[1) entangling power 5 U A& H# (K5
TEVEA W R RO R B9,
(M Y a=1HH, pl=10)(0], DQC1 "} entangling power 5 U &4 [FIFRAETE Z AR R A

~ TrU,,
B(0) =1~ | )

) H0<a<1itf, pd=1(11+ao.),

= ~ TrU,
ES(Un) = aEy(Uy) = a1 — | o 2. (6)

1 (5), (6) BiH] DQCL H'[# entangling power 5 U 24 IARAETE & B G, XHFAT IR LI
Uy, U, # 1,e%, DQC1 "'H entangling power & AEZE K. AL SZHL DQCT 1) & -F AL

Entangling power 5 DQC1 HFITHEE A 2 KT, £ DQCL H, BA4EH4 O(U,) = nL(e),
b L(e) Ayl etk X T4 5E PR tEm 22 e, MO T2 &1 LU (Rl 2 708, no & DQCL
TEORF N4, T DQCL Wik U (3, U FFER B S st 2 fn N &1 LURe AN, PR ke A5 224
BT L(e) W 241, T LUIER entangling power Sl R 74 L(e) ZMHI—AR AT B

BS(T) ~ yfa2 — (7)

K M ORMALT U, A5 Bk, S T4E i M, WEEME L(e) 2% entangling power [
AR RIMAR K, BT DQC1 HH) entangling power.
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3.2 EFSRXHEE

2011 4, Roa %5 [61~6%1 4F PRL L% 18 T — Ml 1AM, ANk, 12 2R
RIS T, SR AE SR LA T, EIAN T A 2 2T 5 2 PP 3 ey Kl 166,

BRI AR PR IMES, 2 MERIEAE ) R o) S RILUSERBER po. AT p_ % 341
(K H AR X X 2 MR TR, BATFIEN TARIEAGS, X 2 MR TEEAAEEEX . hit%
JEAIN— MBI AR SE A JF HR AR P24 U,

Ulp)lk)a = V1 = [og P[4)]0)a + at[0)[1)a,
Ulg-)[k)a = V1 —=]a-|?[=)|0)a + a—[0)[1)a, (8)

XH (k) RARHBIRSE, {|0)a, [1)a} AIERZEE, |£) = (|0) £ [1))/v2. EREBWIREK N BUEL E K,
(hyl-) = a=lale = oo, XH o N ay MRILHE, 0 4 o BAAL. ASINAHBY R GUIF HREAT 1942
Ba, BT ARG HW MRS

Play) = P+U (1Y) (x| @ [R)KD UT + p_U (Jo-)(v-| @ [k)(k]) UT. (9)

AR D R GEREAT {10)(0], (1) (1|} J7 lmp U, TN & = 4l B R GeIm4a ) {(0) (0]} 2 {|1)(1]}. %l
RYE4aH] {10)(0f} I, HU (8), ERGARAFLATERX A WIEALR |+), Uil /43 {1)(1)}
IS, W= RGAL N (0), X5 R DX o3 O R3] DL 7R

|o?
|y |2
X BRI AT o, Wt 2 P9 A e . — O UL, IR BEA R 0 A 1 (1.

Roa &1L 3CHR [65] TP VFAIRIIIT 1 &1 ORMRAE XA &7 ROE TP . Ok, ZEH D)X 2
MEIEARR, 5 E8MEGE T RGN RG AR TG, J7 202, & 7KW dissonance #f
TANE[DH. BT 2 x 2 BTIEF RS, B4 0] LU Wootters [ concurrence 2y 25 H 1491
Mpp=po =1L Jar|=va, 0< o] <1, BFAEN K. SRR 4 5 . SR T
FIH KW RAVE, RS E 280 RS, = KRR F dissonance $J7EF VL P AFAER).

Ja RBADS XA EEFF AT, A PPT AR AT =A%), 1 TXT 2x 2 15, PPT
FE BT A AT A G 78 3 L HE AT, O T SRR T ORIBRAE XA EE T AR, EEAE PPT A
Pt XA AL PRI, R TS il N A A gl

Pllay]) =1-p- —pelog (10)

Plasl = (1= plasl —p_fa_])pf @ [0)0] + (p+lat]® +p—la—[1)]0){0] ® p3', (11)

Hor pf, pgt 43 lA
1
-~ l-pylag —p_fa_?

1
A (( 2 2

= plot]® +p_fa_[F)[1)(1
2 Pylag]? +p_fa_|? | lo-| /1l

+V2ppag /1= Jay PI1)(0] + V2pial 1 — oy 20)(1]).
Hat (11), BURRTRPIY 0 M7ei b 250, AT [p5,(0)(0]) = 0, HHAHER “f” &K
H 0. X ayp =0 B |ay| =1, [g) M o) AANFPEHEIEZR, 80X 2 DGR AWLH,
W2, B AR A" BRIEER.

(P41 = oy P)[F)(+ +p- (1 = Ja—*)[=){(~]),

s
P1
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T3, play B A7 RTRIPEEACY [pf [0)(0]] = 0, Bl
p+(1 = lag?) =p-(1—Ja-]?), (12)

WA LA B LU R BEANGAF: (1) o ASEEL Hoa 20 (2) pr =p- = 45 (3) Jay| = Ja_| = ]a] = Va. X
3 AGATIR U B (T, DRI FRAT TR IR T 51 QIR A R X AN SR 1R i A

4 FMNESEFXEK

MUL L T AT 7 ORI A5 S AR B PP P AR i AU AR R Mdse H AATTIA A A
DR TR 2 B FOB R SIS, B1AN & TR a1 ORI A SR A %0 1
fEM, H21ACY entanling power 7£ DQC1 Hl TARFEZMIVE. DAR R 7 RIBAE & 7248 X A
XERRPEAE . X8 53 LR A RIS R 7 AT TR I — A el S5 i A R & A i
TR RENS e MU D07 AT BT B IE I & 1 ORI L7

B, Singh A1 Pati 67 4 13 T 3 T 5590 i BT 5CHC. 0 T RGBT R e X, — o
BOE AT () POVM I B R BRI EL. 19500 i 7 SCIR K AREA S 95 U A A 5%
R, A2 OGN TR (PR SR 1 Kb, B TR P E Sl

Dy(p) = min Sy (A[PP(x)) — S(A|B),

{ﬂ'07ﬂ'1

Horpr Sy, (A|PB () ol 5 i 4 AH4, H.

1 F tanh 1+ tanh
PB(:l:.’I,‘):\/ i ;.1’1 xﬂ'o—i—\/ 2&11 Iﬂ'l.

Singh Fl Pati iFH] T 3T 5500 &2 (1 5 7 P BB 45 /R B8 22 (1 1 7 OQHK, AT R AR T p, 59
M SRR R (SQD) S ANTHSE IR S EE & k0, B, D, (A|B) > D(A|B).
2 [ B FA T T B 1 ) A, 2T SQD RE NS LU 1) 1 R B e R A SR A AR R St
HAIEE SQD A FMAESA, Tl 147 W F e 2 B9,

EE MR 2 x 2 BTIE p, BUF 7 DNSAZEM 1

(a) p A FAE;

(b) p WA LT KB,

(c) p WA YT K

(d) p BHETHEMGR,

(e) p HATHH A&t 1 U FEB G it 1 s
(f) p HATARIRIIR &7 R A BLAE S

(g) p HAAARIFEY R TR EF HAE .

T SQD HAARBEAN K, FidwE U] SQD & 7 R4 & WE A . 7, @
AT =7 AE B (A B A1 OCIC) A 2 8 BOCIDERI 1 OCIBE, SR BN S i1 LA R
HSQD Ay [AJ N S ). 3X 3 B T A S OGRS & T = 0GR, LU N ERATTE 1 SQD
R R PSR E- . 1T Dy (A|B) > D(A|B), FAi1%niE, an & 1 RuAh 0, W SQD
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Figure 2 Super discord in the optimal case of assisted state discrimination as a function of a4 = ¢, and the strength =

in the measurement process for 0 < a4 < 1 and 0 < z < 2 modified from Figure 1 in Ref. [68]

WA 0. MERANFE &AL T TRDA 0 MEAELN, BEL 1) a > 0; (2) py =p- = 35 (3) |og| =
la_| = /o] = va X 3 MM W ap =c W (9) HETE p &N
1—¢? V21 = 2

5— (1 @10)(0]) + [0)(0] @ [¢*[1){1] + ———=——([0}{1 + [1){0])]-

7ER 25 B3R [68] K 1) b, FAIZIE T SQD, Dy (BJA) KTz Ml e MEMR. X T
0<c<1,SQD BEHEMEIRE « FIINTEIE, 2 o — +oo I, 55U EEE THELME, I H SQD
AT 0, MR ).

Pc =

5 LHRIE

T ORHE I RN B VR 240 T SOV . 491 G ) 3l e A e 8 98 o DG B (24,2930 7 SCHR
BRI AR RS (69700 f ORIRAE PRI IR A 181, DR A 1 A ) AR SR A 1) (7Y, dife, Gu
Z5 37 . Nature Physics FARE T BT RMERERI MR, Alice 18— 1MNETA, FBHEP—4
Pt ) S Rk 45 Bob, Bob WU B2 5 H]— LS i il Pk B2 ORI 45 JEL. R Bob BEATHE A4 4/E AN
SRR AR I B 2 7 58 O, ABATTE] T AEIXAN T, B R P BT A B AR —
S IR HAE O SR R P R T R 2 22 M OGIEG. X OCIR (R A B SR S N
AT 7 RIS 2 AR A TSR
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Quantum correlation and its application
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Abstract Quantum correlation is an important non-classical feature in quantum system, entanglement is re-
garded as one of the most important quantum correlations in quantum information processing. Many non-classical
phenomena other than entanglement have been discovered in recent years. In this paper, we discuss quantum

discord and some of the related correlations, and their application in quantum physics.
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