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Dok T
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Fa(p, J*)/n < D(p)
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Fa(p, J*)/n < Davg(p) < D(p)
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m p. is not k’-producible for k' < k, so D(p.) = k

m p. is much less entangled as 7y itself, a much lower Fq/n is expected
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m if there are k-producible pure states 7; for k < 3,
then this has to be compensated by k-producible 7;-s for k > 3
m at least 2g; weight of 4-producible states are needed for this
3<1q1+3g3+49s=q1+3(1 —q1— qa) +4qs leads to 2g1 < g4
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